
Chapter 1

Sprawl in Maryland
A Conversation with the Experts

Elizabeth Ridlington
Brad Heavner
Dave Algoso

MaryPIRG Foundation

Summer 2004



2 Sprawl in Maryland

We express our gratitude to the Surdna Foundation for their financial support
of this project.

We also thank the experts who agreed to be interviewed for this report, all of
whom gave generously of their time in order to help forward the public
discussion of how best to reduce sprawl in Maryland. Special thanks go to Dru
Schmidt-Perkins of 1000 Friends of Maryland and Dan Pontious of Citizens
Planning and Housing Association for their peer review of the factual
information in this report.

Copyright 2004 MaryPIRG Foundation

The MaryPIRG Foundation is a 501(c)(3) organization dedicated to protecting
the environment, the rights of consumers, and good government in Maryland.
The Foundation’s companion organization, the Maryland Public Interest
Research Group, founded in 1973, has members throughout the state and a
student chapter at the University of Maryland’s College Park campus.

For additional copies of this report, send $10 (including shipping) to:
MaryPIRG Foundation
3121 Saint Paul Street, Suite 26
Baltimore, MD 21218

For more information about MaryPIRG and the MaryPIRG Foundation, call
(410) 467-0439 or visit our website at www.marypirg.org.

Acknowledgements



Chapter 3

Executive Summary 5

Introduction 7

The Conversation 9

The Participants 10
Transportation 12
Urban Revitalization 16
Retrofitting Older Suburbs 20
Priority Funding Areas 24
Other Policies 28
Personal Choice 32

Conclusion & Recommendations 36

Notes 40

Table of Contents



4 Sprawl in Maryland



Executive Summary 5

Executive Summary

A s a result of sprawling  growth
patterns in recent decades,
development of open space in

Maryland has far outpaced population
increases.

A growing number of Maryland’s
citizens have come to recognize the true
costs of the poorly planned, widely-dis-
persed development that is characteris-
tic of sprawl—sprawl that has required
the expenditure of billions of taxpayer
dollars for new infrastructure, while de-
grading air quality, increasing traffic
congestion, consuming farmland, and
contributing to a declining quality of life
for the state’s residents.

The MaryPIRG Foundation en-
gaged ten individuals with a long-stand-
ing interest in and knowledge of
land-use issues in a broad discussion of
public policy concerns related to sprawl.
Though the participants did not agree
on all matters, they did reach some
broad points of consensus:

•  Transportation policy affects
growth patterns. For example,
roads built in rural areas make new
land accessible for development,
while an extensive rail system in a
city can encourage people to live
there.

•  Revitalizing Baltimore will require
varied housing choices; investment
in schools; and regionally balanced
economic growth with jobs and
housing distributed throughout the
area.

•  Tackling the problem of sprawl will
require retrofitting existing commu-
nities to make them more walkable
and attractive to current and new
residents, in addition to changing
the shape of new development.

•  Protecting open space will require
more than just the state’s priority
funding areas (PFA) policy. The law,
which provides incentives for
building new development in
designated growth areas rather than
in rural areas, must be supported by
strong zoning that limits sprawling
greenfield development and by
planning policies that make it easier
to develop in growth areas.

•  At least some Maryland residents are
ready to change their lifestyles in
order to achieve an end to sprawl.
The first step is to provide
Maryland’s citizens with choices in
housing and transportation that
allow those wishing to live more
sustainable lifestyles to do so.
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The experts suggested a range of new
policy solutions that the state or coun-
ties could add to current sprawl-control
tools. Their ideas included:

•  A split-rate property tax that
increases the tax rate on land and
decreases the tax rate on buildings
to create greater financial incen-
tives for private urban revitalization
efforts.

•  Long-term buildout maps that
show what a community will look
like—how many people will live
there, how congested the streets
will be, how much open space will
remain—if construction were
completed as permitted by existing
zoning.

•  Better statewide guidance for
county-level planning.

•  Greater attention to zoning rural
land for rural use rather than low-
density development.

•  Preservation charges or impact fees
on sprawling development to
capture the social costs of private
decisions about how and where to
build.

In conclusion, the MaryPIRG Foun-
dation recommends that public officials
adopt a multi-pronged approach to
dealing with sprawl in Maryland:

•  Protect Maryland’s remaining
farms, forests, open spaces, and
wetlands.

•  Create livable communities that are
a desirable alternative to sprawling
development by retrofitting
existing towns and by directing
future growth into already devel-
oped areas.

•  Focus the state’s transportation
funding on rail, bus, bicycle, and
pedestrian options, and away from
highway projects that encourage
sprawl.

•  Reduce taxpayer subsidies for
sprawling development.

Details of these policies and how they
could be implemented are discussed in
the conclusion of this report.
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I n the past 50 years, Maryland’s
landscape has changed dramati-
cally. Rustling cornfields have given

way to rows of identical ranch houses.
Wetlands full of frogs and birds have
been drained to allow construction of
highways. Forests that provided cool,
shady relief in summer have been re-
placed with asphalt parking lots that
radiate heat.

Even the human-built environment
is different. Cities that were once full
of bustling neighborhoods, each with its
distinctive mix of housing and shops,
have changed. Local stores have closed
and residents have to drive to jobs and
shopping centers. Local schools and
parks are no longer community gather-
ing points. New developments that have
sprung up are single-purpose projects,
offering only homes or stores or offices.

At the same time, traffic congestion
has gotten worse. And many Maryland-
ers feel that their quality of life is de-
clining.

All of these changes are the result of
the sprawling development that has be-
come the norm for accommodating
growth in Maryland. The amount of de-
veloped land has increased faster than
the state’s population in recent years,
meaning that the average amount of

land consumed for each resident has
risen. From 1982 to 1997, the amount of
developed land in Maryland increased by
35 percent.1  In the same period, the num-
ber of people living in Maryland grew by
only 19 percent.2

Maryland’s population undoubtedly
will continue to grow as the state’s natu-
ral beauty and strong economy attract
new residents. With the Appalachian
Mountains to the west, the Atlantic
Ocean to the east, and the Chesapeake
Bay and extensive farmland in between,
Maryland is an appealing state for people
new to the region. And the state’s two
major centers of employment—Wash-
ington, D.C., and Baltimore—draw
many people. The federal government in
Washington is a consistent economic
driver and a steady source of jobs. Eco-
nomic growth in the Baltimore region
was strong throughout the 1990s and that
likely will continue. These dual economic
centers and Maryland’s relatively small
size mean that a tremendous portion of
the state is within commuting distance
of jobs—and therefore potentially sub-
ject to low-density development.

Construction to accommodate new
residents is not the only cause of
Maryland’s sprawl problem. Lack of in-
vestment in existing urban areas pushes

Introduction
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current Maryland residents to new de-
velopments where schools are newer
and roads are less crowded. Large hous-
ing-only suburban developments on
greenfields—current undeveloped ar-
eas—are more profitable for develop-
ers than are smaller urban infill projects.

In the absence of concerted action to
promote urban redevelopment and
higher-density new projects, population
growth and problems in urban areas will
foster more sprawling development. An
extensive road network has made rural
land readily accessible from urban areas.
And Maryland’s residents are relatively

affluent: they can afford to build big
houses on large lots and to buy an addi-
tional car when their new home is be-
yond the reach of transit.

Though a growing population is
clearly in Maryland’s future, sprawl does
not have to be. Maryland can shape fu-
ture development patterns by adopting
policies—at the community, county and
state level—that promote urban revital-
ization and compact development, and
protect open space. What those poli-
cies are and how they might be imple-
mented are at the center of the
conversation that follows.
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The Conversation

Sprawl is a significant problem in
Maryland that damages the state’s
environment, drains government’s

finances, and affects residents’ daily
lives. The state and counties have
adopted policies to try to reduce future
sprawl and undo some of its past im-
pacts. This report engages ten experts
in a discussion of which policies are
working, which are not, and what else
the state, counties, and cities could do.

The people whose opinions are pre-
sented here have long experience in
studying and curbing sprawl. Their
opinions as to the forces causing sprawl
and the public policy steps that need to
be taken to restrain it are as diverse as
their backgrounds. They are current
and former government officials, law-
yers, planners, and leaders of nonprofit
organizations. They are Democrats, Re-
publicans, and Independents.

They were willing to take the time
to discuss, from their own perspectives,
how sprawl has affected life in Mary-
land, why the state’s current growth
management policies have not stopped
it, and what kinds of public policies can
best safeguard the state’s environment
and quality of life.

The ten experts whose thoughts form
the heart of this report were interviewed
individually by telephone and email be-
tween May and July 2003. We present
their comments here in the form of a
“conversation.” The reasons to do so are
both practical and symbolic: practical be-
cause the “roundtable” format provides
for a focused discussion of the major
growth management issues facing the
state, and symbolic because it represents
the type of dialogue that needs to take
place in Maryland regarding how the
state will continue to grow and develop.
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The Participants

Tom Downs, former director of the National Center for Smart Growth Research and
Education at the University of Maryland, College Park
Tom Downs is President and CEO of the Eno Transportation Foundation, a fo-
rum for the discussion of emerging issues and policies in all fields of transporta-
tion. Previously, he directed the University of Maryland’s National Center for Smart
Growth Research and Education. He has also served as New Jersey’s Commis-
sioner of Transportation, as the District of Columbia’s City Administrator, and as
the CEO of Amtrak.

Paul Gilligan, Mid Maryland Land Trust Association
Paul Gilligan, a retired U.S. Public Health Service Officer with 25 years of experi-
ence in the health field, is the former Mayor of Burkittsville. He developed the
Brunswick Region Planning Committee and the Mid Maryland Land Trust Asso-
ciation, which successfully designed the Rural Legacy Grant for Frederick County.
While Mayor of Burkittsville, Paul also attracted federal preservation funds, which
combined with Rural Legacy funding resulted in the near-complete preservation
of battlefields and historic sites in the Burkittsville area.

Arnold F. ‘Pat’ Keller, III, Director, Baltimore County Office of Planning
A member of the American Institute of Certified Planners, Mr. Keller has been
director of the Baltimore County Office of Planning since 1994. He manages a
$1.8 million-dollar budget and 42 employees, reports to the County Executive and
County Council, and serves as Secretary to the Planning Board. Mr. Keller re-
ceived a Masters degree in Public Administration from the University of Iowa.

Dan Pontious, Regional Policy Director, Citizens Planning and Housing Association
Dan Pontious is regional policy director for the Citizens Planning and Housing
Association (CPHA), a 63-year-old civic organization working on neighborhood
and quality-of-life issues facing the Baltimore metropolitan area. Before joining
CPHA in January 2004, Dan served as director of the Baltimore Regional Partner-
ship—a land-use and transportation coalition—and executive director of MaryPIRG.

Dru Schmidt-Perkins, Executive Director, 1000 Friends of Maryland
Dru Schmidt-Perkins became 1000 Friends of Maryland’s first staff person in 1998
after serving on the founding steering committee for two years. Prior to joining
1000 Friends she was the Maryland State and Chesapeake Regional Director of
Clean Water Action for nine years. During this time she helped pass the 1997
Smart Growth Legislation. Dru lives in Baltimore City with her husband and three
children.
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Terry Schum, Planning Director, City of College Park
Terry Schum is the planning director for the City of College Park, Maryland. She
has over 28 years of experience working in local government in the areas of plan-
ning and community and economic development. She holds a B.A. degree in Ge-
ography from the University of Maryland and an M.S. degree in Urban Planning
from the Johns Hopkins University.

Stewart Schwartz, Executive Director, Coalition for Smarter Growth
Stewart Schwartz is the executive director for the Coalition for Smarter Growth, a
network of civic, environmental and transit groups in the National Capital Region.
Their Blueprint for a Better Region makes the case for urban revitalization, transit
and transit-oriented development, affordable housing, and more walkable com-
munities. An attorney, he was recognized as a Business Person of the Year by the
Washington Business Journal.

Audrey Scott, Maryland Secretary of Planning
Audrey E. Scott was appointed Secretary of Planning for the State of Maryland in
January, 2003, by Governor Robert L. Ehrlich, Jr. She has served three terms as
Mayor of Bowie and two terms as a Prince George’s County Councilwoman. She
worked for the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development for 10 years.
She and her husband reside in Bowie.

Hilary Spence, Talbot County Councilwoman
Hilary Spence was elected to the Talbot County Council in 1998 and served as
President from 2000-2001. She works as a grants management specialist for Talbot
County Schools. Hilary serves on numerous local and state advisory boards, in-
cluding the Legislative Committee for the Maryland Association of Counties. She
earned her Masters degree in Educational Administration from Loyola College in
Baltimore.

Bill Struever, President and CEO, Struever Bros. Eccles & Rouse
As President and CEO of Struever Bros. Eccles & Rouse for 30 years, Mr. Struever
has led the company in its efforts to “Build Better Communities” through com-
mercial and residential projects throughout the Baltimore and mid-Atlantic re-
gion. He has developed SBE&R from a small company to a $180 million real estate
development and general contracting company. His vision for the future is to help
Baltimore lead the country in urban revitalization, adaptive reuse of economically
obsolete industrial buildings, and Brownfields development.
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Schum
Development has traditionally followed
transportation. New roads, rather than
alleviating congestion, tend to create
more congestion over time. The fact
that, traditionally, most of the state’s
money has gone to new road construc-
tion rather than transit or improving
existing roads has definitely affected us
in a negative way.

Also, congestion in existing places
has to be managed better. In College
Park, U.S. Route 1, a state road, bisects
our community. Access management is
not effectively dealt with by the State
Highway Administration on these old
roads. I think retrofit programs for state
roadways like ours are very important
in helping to improve the places they
run through. This land use and trans-
portation nexus is important not just for
new roads and how they affect devel-
opment patterns, but also in how invest-
ment in existing roads can help revitalize
communities.

I really believe that we need to ac-
cept a certain level of congestion until
we as a population make personal deci-
sions that help to address that. Nobody’s
going to be giving up their car, but
maybe people will give up one of their
several cars, or will live in more mixed
use areas and do some of their trips by
walking. Maybe more people will end
up living where they work and not hav-
ing to drive there. I think there is some
hope.

Scott
Absolutely it has had an impact. It is
perhaps one of the main factors af-
fecting any state and any jurisdiction.
There hasn’t been a coordinated effort

between land use policy and transpor-
tation policy. That has been, I believe,
one of the errors that has contributed
the most to sprawl.

Pontious
Transportation and zoning are two of
the strongest shapers of growth, but if
you can’t get to some areas because
roads aren’t there, then it doesn’t mat-
ter what the zoning is. That’s the situa-
tion we had earlier in this century.
There was a lot of land in the region
that you couldn’t get to in a reasonable
time frame and that stopped it from
getting developed.

When Baltimore County started
their innovative land use policies in the
late 1960s and 1970s, it was because they
saw that their entire county, which was
zoned for one-acre lots at the time, was
going to be run over by development if
they didn’t do something. Prior to that,
no one had even thought of developing
all that farmland because you couldn’t
really get to it. But as the Beltway and
I-83 were built, people started realiz-
ing that these one-acre lots were newly
accessible and they were going to get
developed very quickly if the county
didn’t do something about it. So that’s
when they started looking at their zon-
ing codes again.

In the late 1940s and 1950s, the rise
of the automobile and the construction
of the interstate highway system allowed
people to move farther and farther out
from cities. And that’s when this much
more dispersed pattern of growth
started. The automobile, though, which
was a tool of freedom of the twentieth
century, is going to be something of a
prison of the twenty-first century.

Transportation
What have been the effects of transportation policy on growth patterns? Can trans-
portation policy be a tool for curbing sprawl?
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Both Baltimore and Washington are
experiencing greater growth in traffic
congestion than in population growth.
Baltimore alone more than doubled the
amount of time people spent sitting in
traffic congestion between 1982 and
2000. People are realizing that if you
can get to things only in your car, that’s
not the biggest freedom.

We can improve our quality of life
with greater transportation choices,
whether that’s better sidewalks, bike
lanes, or a much improved transit sys-
tem. Having the option to drive or do
something else to get where you’re go-
ing could well shape growth in the
twenty-first century, enabling people to
live in neighborhoods where you don’t
have to rely on your car as much.

Downs
Absolutely. There’s an old real estate
saying that there are three things about
real estate that count: location, location,

l o c a t i o n .
Planners say
there are three
things about
location that
matter: trans-
p o r t a t i o n ,
t ransporta-
tion, transpor-
tation. If you

can’t get there, you can’t develop it.
Transportation investments are gate-

ways for development. Maryland has
tried to construct a framework that pri-
oritizes state transportation capital in-
vestments to projects inside priority
funding areas (PFAs), has tried to struc-
ture capital programs in a way to pre-
serve community, and has set up an
office that deals with nothing but tran-
sit-oriented development.

Unfortunately, the Maryland state
transportation capital investment
budget—both its one-year version and
five-year version—carry huge numbers

“If you can’t get
there, you can’t

develop it.”
— Downs

of capital investment projects that are
outside of PFAs and are a continuation
of business as normal at the state Depart-
ment of Transportation.

Schwartz
From the earliest days, development has
followed transportation corridors,
whether it was rivers in the colonial pe-
riod where towns were built to where the
river was no longer navigable, to the rail-
roads and trolley lines that were used by
developers to open up the first suburbs,
like Chevy Chase. There’s no question
that transportation projects, whether
highway or rail, can change land use pat-
terns for better or for worse.

Good transportation choices can lead
to good land use patterns, but it’s not a
given. You have to plan well. We have an
amazing 103-mile D.C. Metro system
that we haven’t used to its full potential.
Prince George’s County has 13 Metro
stations with very little development at
any of them. Putting development at
those stations could mean more jobs for
a county that could use jobs and enabling
use of the Metro in the reverse commut-
ing direction. In Baltimore also, they
didn’t tie the light rail system enough to
redevelopment.

The current battle is over highway
corridors, in particular the Inter-County
Connector between I-270 and I-95 as the
first segment of an outer beltway around
the region. A connecting road, the
Techway, and the western bypass across
the Potomac, will shift population and
jobs away from D.C. and Prince
George’s. This mirrors the effect of I-
270’s expansion, which actually did shift
population and jobs away from D.C. and
Prince George’s.

We have one of the best examples of
transit-oriented development in this re-
gion, so we know that it can happen. That
example is the Rosslyn-Ballston corridor
in Arlington. Huge numbers of people
walk, bike, and use transit in that corridor.
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Two Transportation Plans for Montgomery County

S eeking to improve mobility, protect livability, and maintain a
strong economy, the Montgomery County Planning Board
initiated a comprehensive review of its transportation options

in the late 1990s.3  In its study, the Planning Board considered two
different growth and transportation scenarios: a “status quo” plan
that assumed a continuation of current growth trends and empha-
sized the use of roads to meet growing demand, and a transit/bal-
anced use scenario (balanced plan) that relied more on transit and an
altered growth pattern.4

Unlike the status quo scenario, the balanced plan envisioned sev-
eral considerable expansions to transit service in Montgomery
County—the addition of an Inner Purple Line to the current net-
work of Metro and MARC commuter lines, extended rail in the I-270
corridor, and new light rail connecting Langley Park to White Oak.
While planning no new freeway projects except for high occupancy
lanes on I-270, the balanced plan included upgrades of bus service to
maximize the usefulness of the existing road network.

The balanced plan also revised the plan for growth in Montgom-
ery County. In the status quo scenario, most job creation was tar-
geted for the western part of the county and most housing was planned
for the eastern portion, which would require extensive east-west com-
muting by workers. To correct this distortion, the balanced plan moved
some employment growth to the east and some housing to the west.
The plan also emphasized siting more growth near transit stations
and reducing the amount of low-density housing in suburban areas.

In the county’s transportation modeling, the balanced scenario
showed positive results. The scenario reduced projected vehicle miles
traveled, hours of travel, and miles driven in congested conditions.
Transit received greater use and more people were projected to walk
or ride a bike. The balanced plan also protected more open space
than did the road scenario. In a survey of attendees at public meet-
ings on the transportation options, two-thirds favored the balanced
scenario.

Though neither the balanced plan nor the status quo growth plan
was adopted by the Transportation Policy Task Force that oversaw
the modeling process, the Planning Board and the Montgomery
County Council have adopted the principles articulated in the bal-
anced plan. As the county’s Master Plan is updated, those principles,
including the idea that the county needs better placement of homes
near jobs, will be incorporated.
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”Regional rail works. It’s a huge attraction to businesses

and to individual families and is a major factor in their

decisions on where to locate.“
               — Struever

Auto usage and ownership are very low.
This is the best proof to date that tran-
sit-oriented development can work.

Gilligan
Absolutely. It can be used as a policy to
curb sprawl. However, the current
transportation policy is that every time
there is an outcry for better transporta-
tion, the answers tend to be roads as op-
posed to mass transit.

To change this would be slow, but the
results would be profound. You have to
train the population, or a generation,
back onto public transportation. It
doesn’t come easily because people who
buy big houses in central Maryland cer-
tainly have nice cars, and they’re per-
fectly willing to travel by private vehicle.
They’re not your normal mass transpor-
tation population. They don’t grow up
on it. They’re not used to it.

Residents won’t be ready for a change
until the gridlock really hurts. There’s
such an attraction to private vehicles.
And right now you don’t have many
options. The train you pick up from
Frederick County out of Brunswick and
Point of Rocks is well used but the park-
ing is horrific down there.

Struever
The determining factor in the growth
and prosperity of cities in the next half-
century will be which have a viable re-
gional rail-based transit system and
which don’t. I say rail-based, because
people with choice choose rail and will
use bus for supplementary service but
will not choose buses as a primary means
to get around. I’d define viable as a

comprehensive rail network that reliably
and conveniently gets people from where
they are to where they want to be.

Rail’s impact is enormous in urban re-
development. Washington, D.C., has a
viable regional rail-based transit system
and Baltimore has fragments of one. An
enormous issue going forward will be the
political willpower to invest in imple-
menting the regional rail plan for Balti-
more.

Rail-based transit depends on density
and a diversity of uses and activities, and
density and diversity are the essential el-
ements of prosperous cities and urban
neighborhoods. They’re inherently
linked.

Regional rail works. It’s a huge attrac-
tion to businesses and to individual fami-
lies and is a major factor in their decisions
on where to locate. You can see this in
the prodigious growth even in challeng-
ing neighborhoods around Washington’s
rail stations.

Keller
This is the age old question: does one
build the roads after the houses and people
come or before? If you build the roads
first, then it will be easier for people mov-
ing out there and one will then get pres-
sure to rezone. On the other hand, if you
wait until people move out there and then
build the roads, they start screaming
about traffic. In the Baltimore County con-
text, the county has a good history of not
letting one affect the other. In other words,
I-83 up from Hunt Valley was not allowed
to stimulate development and additional
zoning. In other cases such as along our
commercial corridors, it’s not as true.
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Struever
In terms of the state making Baltimore
more livable, implementing the regional
rail plan would be among the highest
priorities. The state can also play a sig-
nificant role in encourag-
ing property develop-
ment. Enterprise zones
in every jurisdiction in
Maryland, especially in
older communities, can
be a powerful tool to at-
tract and keep business.
Other economic devel-
opment incentives, such
as the state historic tax
credit, are also enor-
mously effective tools in
stimulating reinvest-
ment in our older communities.

Though the state typically isn’t in-
volved with permit approvals, it is in cer-
tain special circumstances. One is
brownfields—contaminated industrial
sites—which tend to be in older com-
munities. If you’re doing smart growth
and infill development, a reasonable, ex-
pedited brownfields process is essential
to encouraging responsible redevelop-
ment of those sites.

Another example would be in assist-
ing with public infrastructure, such as
the promenade and parks along
Baltimore’s waterfront. The state’s been
a critical investor in that.

Another important role of the state
is investing in our schools. The state’s
the biggest funder of Baltimore City
schools—almost two-and-a-half times
as much funding from the state as from
the city. Other strategic investments in-
clude state funding for higher education

institutions, which are important eco-
nomic generators for the city in their own
right.

It is worth the state spending money
on Baltimore because the city should be

an engine for and not a
brake on the state
economy. Strategic in-
vestments in the revital-
ization of Baltimore will
have a terrific payback to
the state: alleviating
problems that cost the
state money, stimulating
new business, and pro-
moting smart growth.

Most importantly,
state investment pays
back in terms of creating

a stronger economic climate for the state
as a whole. An example would be our
higher education institutions like Univer-
sity of Maryland-Baltimore and Morgan
and Hopkins that both spiritually and
economically are important drivers of the
larger state economy. For example, a
healthy and growing Hopkins biotech
park and research campus will pay off for
the state as a whole.

Another benefit from investing in the
city is encouraging smart growth. By re-
investing in our older communities, the
state will protect its magnificent environ-
mental resources—its farmland, wood-
lands, the bay—and limit congestion and
improve air quality. A city dweller con-
sumes, on average, a fraction of the en-
ergy and produces a fraction of the air
emissions that directly relate to air qual-
ity and a healthy environment.

Revitalization creates three kinds of
benefits. One, reversing the costs of a de-

Urban Revitalization
Baltimore has been losing population even as the state as a whole grows. What steps
could the state take to make Baltimore more livable? What are the biggest obstacles
to revitalization of Baltimore?

“It makes sense for
Maryland to invest
heavily in Baltimore

because it is the
largest city in
the state...”

— Scott
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clining poverty-stricken city as a drain
on the state economy. Two, as a driver
of the state economy through the im-
portant nature of Baltimore’s institu-
tions—art and cultural institutions,
educational institutions, and Baltimore
as an international symbol for Mary-
land. Finally, limiting the negative im-
pacts of sprawl and congestion on our
environment and our lives.

Scott
The biggest obstacles are education and
crime. They can’t be solved separately.
You can’t improve the education system
and forget about crime. You can’t decrease
crime and forget about the education sys-
tem. You can’t revitalize neighborhoods
and forget about either of the other two.
It’s got to be done jointly, cooperatively,
and with coordination, so that the end
result is effective. Otherwise you put in a
lot of effort, a lot of money, and you lose.

It makes sense for Maryland to in-
vest heavily in Baltimore because it is
the largest city in the state and the hub
of our universe. You can’t not invest in
Baltimore.

We’d be wasting our money if we
tackled the pieces of the problem in iso-
lation without a coordinated plan, but
with coordination and planning it’s an
investment that will pay off for Maryland.

Pontious
The things that tend to get the most
attention from our elected officials and
the public are education and crime, and
those are certainly important. But a
couple of things that often don’t get as
much attention are attractive choices in
transportation and in housing.

One of Baltimore’s strengths is its
huge variety of housing types, including
many historic homes and buildings.
Some of its most successful neighbor-
hoods, such as Roland Park and Tuscany
Canterbury, tend to be neighborhoods
that have a decent array of housing
choices, from apartments to row houses
to free-standing houses. Baltimore
downtown living is increasingly sought-
after—a new choice that wasn’t nearly
as available ten years ago.

I think building on those strengths,
as Baltimore City is doing with its
“Healthy Neighborhoods” work, is a
smart strategy—being strategic about
using underserved market demand for
certain housing choices to boost up-
and-coming neighborhoods. In the long
run, the more that we can make Balti-
more City and the whole region a place
where you can find attractive neighbor-
hoods with a mix of housing types and
opportunities, the more it will help us
foster places with a mix of backgrounds
and income levels and make both the city
and the whole region more successful.

Another key for revitalizing Balti-
more City and the region, as I men-
tioned before, is giving people
transportation choices. Baltimore City
doesn’t have the road space to accom-
modate tons of traffic. It can’t provide
the same parking a suburban location
can. You would destroy it’s historic ap-
peal with big ugly parking garages if you
tried, which would be a blow to the
whole region. We need to have a world
class transit system in Baltimore, that’s
easy to use, that gets you where you
need to go quickly, without worrying
about driving and parking.

“Another key for revitalizing Baltimore City and the region

. . . is giving people transportation choices.”

      — Pontious
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Schmidt-Perkins
There are a number of factors. There’s
the sucking of people out of Baltimore
and the pushing of people out of Balti-
more. As we’ve continued to build out
in the cornfields and the soybean fields,
people are chasing new schools and new
development. At the same time, they’re
being pushed out by higher taxes, crime,
and poor public schools. They feel that
if they want to improve their kind of
quality of life they need to relocate to
one of these other communities that’s
so well advertised in the Sunday news-
paper.

So what do we need to do to make
Baltimore more livable? We need to
work on both ends. We need to stop the
giant sucking sound by curbing sprawl.
The better we protect our remaining
open space, the fewer homes will be
built out there.

The more we reinvest in our older
communities, especially older schools,
and start making up for 50 years of dis-
investment, the better those schools and
neighborhoods will be, encouraging
people to move back or not leave in the
first place. And it’s all, as I like to say,
intertwingled. You can’t work on any
of these policies in isolation. Crime and
schools go together. Schools and
neighborhoods go together. We have to
work very comprehensively on all these
policies.

But we also need to be giving places
like Baltimore City better press. It
doesn’t help when the lead story every
night is someone getting shot in Balti-
more City. We need our media to start
telling all the positive things that are
happening.

A great example of the degree to
which Baltimore gets a bad rap is a story
on a Baltimore City school that made it
into the final round of a major national
academic competition. The headline in
the Baltimore Sun was “City School
Loses in the Fourth,” not “City School
Wins, Makes the Final Four.” The story
was how they lost, missing the oppor-
tunity to say the city school is great, it’s
done this wonderful thing. We need to
be marketing the city more. The city of
Baltimore and a number of organiza-
tions are doing it, and it’s paying off.
But we need the media to be doing
more.

Downs
Baltimore is one of four major jurisdic-
tions, along with Detroit, St. Louis and
Pittsburgh, that continued to lose popu-
lation from 1990 to 2000. Like Detroit,
Baltimore’s local economy was based on
manufacturing and the assembly from
raw materials of hard manufactured
goods. Manufacturing jobs lost over the
last decade probably number near one
million. There wasn’t a definable sub-
stitute tax base in Baltimore.

The city, the governor and the Gen-
eral Assembly did several things that are
important if they’re managed right. One
is that the city decided to take down all
traditional high rise public housing and
replace it with a series of projects that
are infill and new urbanist in design.
They have created a smart growth
building code—like New Jersey and
Delaware did—that makes it much
easier to rehabilitate older houses. In
addition, the state has the most aggressive
preservation tax credit in the country.

“The more we reinvest in our older

communities, especially older schools . . . the

better those schools and neighborhoods

will be, encouraging people to move back

or not leave in the first place.”

— Schmidt-Perkins
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They’ll not only give tax credits, but
they’ll reimburse you in cash for some
preservation expenses.

Schwartz
Social programs within a city are
doomed to failure if you don’t have a
regional approach that creates more
balanced economic growth. This can
include a number of things, not just
the location of jobs in a downtown,
but each of the jurisdictions also hav-
ing a fair share of affordable housing
for all income levels. A lot of differ-
ent pieces have to fit together, from
reducing the supply of land you can

sprawl on in the outer areas, to invest-
ment in transit, to smart codes to pro-
mote downtown revitalization, to
affordable housing policies, and perhaps
tax base sharing.

The incentive for suburbs not to fight
the state’s efforts to invest in older
neighborhoods is that most suburbs lose
out if the state focuses on a new ring of
development. Many suburbs wind up on
the wrong side of the favored corridor
of growth. In the D.C. region, Prince
George’s County lost out to Montgom-
ery County. Inner suburbs have many
urban problems now and thus have an
incentive to ally with the city.

The Baltimore Regional Rail Plan

Good transit in urban areas is a vital component of any effort to limit
sprawling development and to urban revitalization efforts. In 2002,
the Maryland Transit Administration proposed expanding

Baltimore’s rail system to create a full-fledged network of six lines, 109
miles of track, and 122 stations.5  This rail system would provide numer-
ous benefits to Baltimore and the state.

A rail system would offer Baltimore-area residents transportation choices
and would make urban living more attractive. More than half the region’s
1.4 million jobs and more than one third of its 2.5 million residents would
be within one mile of a transit station.6  As more people commute to work
or travel to entertainment venues by rail, miles driven will be reduced
from what they otherwise would have been. This will help protect air
quality, reduce the strain on existing roads, and slow demand for new roads
that consume open space.

The rail system will stimulate economic activity in growth areas. An
estimated 6,900 to 12,800 new jobs will be created by construction of the
rail system and by easier travel throughout the region.7  Personal income
could rise by $113 million to $209 million due to new employment and
greater profitability of businesses.8

The commitment of public funds to such a substantial project in
Maryland’s older communities could help spur the private development
that is important to revitalizing existing urban areas. Increased develop-
ment near rail stations would improve the usefulness of transit for com-
muters and could raise property values by $641 million to $1.2 billion.9
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Gilligan
Interspersing commercial and residen-
tial buildings. Years ago, businesses
naturally accumulated in residential
neighborhoods, concentrated around
each other for mutual support. There
were little shopping areas within the
neighborhoods. Everyone had some
stores they could walk to. They weren’t
anything big or overpowering. They
were called squares and those squares
had ten or twenty business. They were
allowed to grow up interspersed within
the neighborhoods.

Zoning has mostly been used as a
means of separating commercial from
residential. When it went into effect,
zoning did not allow the businesses that
went into these neighborhoods to fit
themselves in. Now we do dumb things
like level 40, 50, 60 houses and put a
box store in. They don’t fit anymore.
When I’m talking about commercial in-
terspersed within a neighborhood, it has
to fit the neighborhood and allow some
degree of attractiveness. Make it prof-
itable for the commercial interest but
also pleasant for the surrounding neigh-
bors, so they’re not driven out by 5-acre
parking lots.

Zoning messed things up by not al-
lowing businesses to grow up on their
own within neighborhoods, but now we
need zoning to get the businesses back
there.

Scott
Jobs, jobs, jobs. You’ve got to create em-
ployment centers in the bedroom com-
munities. You’ve got to bring the jobs
to the people. There has not been a real
commitment to that.

Retrofitting Older Suburbs
Sprawling development patterns have been the norm for decades in Maryland.
What can be done to retrofit these sprawling communities to lessen their impacts
on traffic and to make them more pedestrian- and transit-friendly?

Bowie is a good example. It’s a bed-
room community with 54,000 people and
no employment base. Everyone gets in
their car to go anywhere. There’s no pub-
lic transportation. So they created a spe-
cial science and technology park on
hundreds of acres in the city. Infrastruc-
ture was provided through state dollars
to be an enticement for marketing the
site. Then the county council approved
a bill to modify the zoning and the cov-
enants there to allow housing on the site.
Now that, to me, is compromising the
integrity of the master plan and counter-

“You’ve got to create

employment centers in the

bedroom communities.

You’ve got to bring the jobs

to the people.”

— Scott

productive to the efforts to provide em-
ployment so that people will get off the
roads, work where they live, and provide
a self-contained community.

Downs
Transit-oriented development. Neither
the Mass Transit Administration nor the
Maryland Department of Transportation
had any serious strategy until recently for
dealing with issues related to infill devel-
opment around transit stations on the
Washington Metro rail lines or in Balti-
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more on the light rail and subway lines.
The state incentives are not clear
enough and certain enough about in-
vestment in those station areas.

The state Department of Planning
doesn’t know what to do about transit-
oriented development. The Baltimore
planning office has no real focus about
transit-oriented development. This af-
fects hundreds of transit stations in both
Baltimore and the Washington metro-
politan area. This is a tremendously
powerful resource that is languishing for
lack of focus and attention.

We need to look at rail transit that is
already in all of these neighborhoods as
the resource to build infill and mixed
use around, and start from that premise,
not from the premise that road corri-
dors are what you concentrate your de-
velopment around. The planning
almost by gravity tends to focus on cor-
ridors that are developed as a result of
major road investments. The I-270 cor-
ridor and the I-70 corridor and the two
beltways are in effect the focus of most
of the planning process.

Schwartz
There’s a decade-old movement called
new urbanism, or traditional neighbor-
hood development. It’s about re-creat-
ing walkable towns and cities, places
with real main streets, places where kids
can walk to school or to the store or the
library, instead of separate pockets of de-
velopment with the townhouses in one
area, the single family homes in another,
the retail in another, and the office space
in another. It uses mixed-use develop-
ment, often mixed vertically. You can
have ground floor retail, perhaps a layer
of offices, and then some apartments
above that. There are a number of de-
velopers who are building this now.

It’s important that we use these design
techniques to fix the existing suburbs
first before building new communities.
There’s a huge opportunity—what I call

a land bank—in all of the land that we’ve
already put aside in strip malls and their
parking lots, and office parks and their
parking lots. These places can be turned
into high-quality, well-designed com-
munities, with a mix of housing, retail,
and offices.

Many local planners, a number of de-
velopers, and certainly some architects
have seen this. Fewer average citizens
are aware of this. There’s a significant
amount of additional public education
for local elected officials to local citi-
zens that needs to be done by the archi-
tecture community, planners, the
non-profit community, and by develop-
ers themselves.

Keller
Retrofitting is the future for Baltimore
County. We’ve been working on rede-
velopment and revitalization for the last
eight years and will be working on it in
the future. The County’s struggle is to
take suburban-type development and
make it workable and usable for the
future. This effort involves a whole
range of things. One has to have a re-
ally big tool chest, because what works
in one neighborhood doesn’t work in
another.

The fundamental issue is improving
the quality of life, and one has to think
about what would be helpful to the com-
munity. This might involve providing
incentives to upgrade older structures
for central air and heat, rehabbing in-
teriors to make the spaces more mod-
ern, little things like more closet space.
And then conversely not taxing people

“We need to look at rail transit that is already

in all of these neighborhoods as the resource

to build infill and mixed use around...”

— Downs
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or increasing their taxes due to the
improvements, rather provide some
incentives. In some cases we need to
introduce mixed uses to make the com-
munity more vibrant. In other cases it
means providing more open space,
maybe little local parks. Some commu-
nities in Baltimore County have no side-
walks. Some have parking problems.
Some have street and infrastructure
problems.

Schum
College Park is an example of retrofit-
ting. We’re trying to get more compact
development. We have very little vacant
land left. We have a Metro station and
a commercial corridor, so we’re trying
to create more density in these areas and
more mixed use development. It’s not
rocket science, but it’s hard to do. We
need it to enable our community to
prosper.

By helping to put in place tools to
achieve more density and more mixed
use we’re ultimately going to get a bet-
ter quality of life in the community, be-
cause we’ll be able to give folks what
they want to have close by. They want
better shopping. They want jobs within
the community. They want better re-
tail and restaurant options within town.
You can’t do that without creating more
density. In order to do that the com-
munity needs to be more inclusive, be-
cause by more density it usually means
more multi-family housing.

What we’ve done here recently is to
rezone our commercial corridor to a
mixed use zone that permits housing. It

never did before. It’s a strip commer-
cial corridor because that’s what the
zoning allowed. We have a pent up de-
mand for housing. If we get it—and
we’ve seen a lot of developer interest—
it’s going to be in the form of multi-fam-
ily housing.

You have to build on what you have.
In most instances that doesn’t mean a
wholesale urban renewal of areas, al-
though in some instances it could. In
most places there are opportunities for
retrofitting, whether a mall that has shut
down or a big commercial shopping
center where you have no quality ten-
ants and a huge parking space. Most
communities are looking at creating
town centers that provide a mix of
uses—services, shopping, jobs, and rec-
reation—combined in a single area. It’s
more costly, but developers will do it
and make money at it, and that’s ulti-
mately what you need. You need ex-
amples of successes and that breeds
more success.

Schmidt-Perkins
Retrofitting many of these places is
tough. But it can be done well. One
thing that’s always needed is excellent
citizen participation. Without that, you
get increased resistance to more den-
sity, increased resistance to the changes
that we need to make. That resistance
can be avoided if we incorporate people
better into the process.

Spence
Silver Spring is a wonderful example of
the revitalization of a downtown that

“By helping to put in place tools to achieve more density

and more mixed use we’re ultimately going to get a better

quality of life in the community . . .”

— Schum
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was decaying. The Discovery Channel
located there and the Silver Theater was
revitalized with a combination of pub-
lic and private dollars. They’re invest-
ing hundred of millions of dollars in that
core area, and it seems to be quite suc-
cessful. They put a Metro stop right at
the epicenter of where this multiplex is
going to be, and they’re building park-
ing garages and office space.

We’re trying to do the same thing in
Easton using county dollars to keep the
county administrative office building
downtown. We needed more space for
the Talbot County administrative offices
and were looking at a site about a mile
and a half away—still in a commercial
area but not in the core historic down-

town. After meeting with town officials
and having public meetings about it, we
decided not to do that. We instead
bought a building in the historic area
and have rehabbed it, and now we’re
looking to expand it even further.
We’re also trying to build a new library
nearby.

Government will hopefully be mak-
ing this investment and then the private
sector will come along with it. That’s
one way to keep these older and more
interesting downtown areas more at-
tractive to tourists as well as residents.
And it isn’t only for retail shopping—a
lot of it is for entertainment. All our best
restaurants are in downtown Easton, the
historic area.

Retrofitting a Sprawling Development: Bethesda Row

In 1993, Bethesda Row was a five block-long strip of offices on the
edge of a business district, but today is a vibrant, pedestrian-oriented
mixed use area. Montgomery County planners hoped the district could

become a pedestrian-oriented mixed use area and make better use of its
proximity to a Metro stop.

Federal Realty Investment Trust purchased the entire area and began
to rehabilitate the neighborhood. The project took place in phases, en-
abling the developer to fund each part sequentially.10  The first phase
resulted in a 37,000-square-foot Barnes & Noble bookstore and 14,000
square feet for specialty shops. The next three phases added over 100,000
additional square feet of retail space and over 100,000 square feet of of-
fice space. Ultimately the project will contain 600,000 square feet of com-
mercial and office space.

The final product is a pedestrian-friendly area with outdoor cafés, lo-
cal and national restaurants and retailers, and a mix of neighborhood
services such as dry cleaners and hair salons. The architecture is varied,
suggesting shops that were built independently over time and adding to
the urban feel of the area. This approach has worked: the area is busy
during both day and evening, a variety of businesses have flourished, and
nearby property values have risen.11

The redevelopment has attracted significant acclaim. In 2002, the
project received the Small-Scale Mixed-Use Award for Excellence from
the Urban Land Institute, a national organization focusing on urban plan-
ning, development, and growth whose awards are regarded as the most
prestigious in the development community.12
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Pontious
When we did our analysis of the coun-
ties’ projected residential growth in the
Baltimore region, it really showed how
much growth they’re planning to have
outside of their growth areas. It showed
us the power of county zoning policies:
if the land is zoned for development, the
likelihood is that it will be developed.

In the Baltimore region only Balti-
more County has firmly decided “we re-
ally want to preserve agriculture and so
we will zone our agricultural land to al-
low only one house per fifty acres.”

On the other end of the spectrum,
Howard County allows houses every
four acres in its rural western portion,
and since that jurisdiction is in a prime
location between Washington and Bal-
timore, the pressure is really on to de-
velop it. In Harford County the most
restrictive zoning category is one house
per ten acres, but they allow more de-
velopment than that by letting landown-
ers build extra houses supposedly for
family members.

What the PFAs have done is provide
a framework that wasn’t there before to
look at how to focus our limited state
funds and target our public policies. It
stopped schools, for example, from be-
ing located in outlying areas and help-
ing to fuel growth out there. It’s had a
certain amount of effect on transporta-
tion decisions.

It has also helped fuel the success of
revitalization efforts around Route 40
in Harford County and Route 1 in
Howard County, because people real-
ize these are efforts to capitalize on
available land within growth areas. So

it’s helped, but what our report showed
was that doing all those things and not
looking at rural zoning is still going to
hurt us a lot in terms of stopping rural
sprawl over the next few decades.

Schmidt-Perkins
It was never envisioned that PFAs would
be the solution to sprawl problems.
What was envisioned was that the state
would no longer be funding sprawl de-
velopment. We have to be clear on the
expectation of that law.

Why is it happening? Number one
because development is in the pipeline
for decades. It was approved a long time
ago, before the Smart Growth Act was
passed, and we’re seeing the results of
it now. Two, because we don’t have the
other policies in place that steer growth
to the priority funding areas and away
from areas that shouldn’t be developed.
Our counties make the vast majority of
land use decisions and they are not us-
ing their tools effectively, especially zon-
ing.

We need to look at existing policies—
parking policies, zoning, street widths,
all those different policies—to figure
out what is driving development some-
where else, making it more difficult to
develop within a PFA. PFAs have been
effective at using state dollars more ef-
fectively, which is the law’s purpose. It
has been somewhat less effective at ac-
tually steering growth to the PFA ar-
eas, because there are so many other
things impacting those decisions—the
price of land, zoning, availability, ease,
policies.

The law was never envisioned as the

Priority Funding Areas
The Baltimore Regional Partnership and 1000 Friends of Maryland predict that
most counties in the Baltimore area will experience substantial growth outside
their PFAs, contrary to the purpose of the legislation that created them. Why is
this happening? What can be done to channel growth into PFAs?
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sole solution to rampant sprawl. It was
just one part. The year that the Smart
Growth Act was passed five other pieces
of legislation accompanied it. So it was
always seen that we needed a whole suite
of policies that had to work hand in hand
to control growth.

Downs
It’s happening because residential zon-
ing densities that look like greenfields
are already on the maps all over the Bal-
timore and Washington regions of
Maryland. Counties never thought
about the cumulative effect of all of the
subdivisions they approved over the
years.

The other reason is that the law is an
incentive-based and not a regulatory-
based framework. That’s both its weak-
ness and its genius. You cannot build a
house outside the growth boundary of
any city in Oregon unless the family that
lives in it receives more than 40% of
the family income from the land. Here
it’s an incentive: if you want state fund-
ing for schools, water, and sewer, you
can get that if you’re building inside of
a priority funding area. If you’re out-
side of a PFA you’ve got to pay for it all
yourself. In some places, developers will
simply cough up all of the necessary
funds for roads, water, sewer, and
schools as part of the price of develop-
ment.

One big problem with PFAs gener-
ally is that they’re not dense enough.
The minimum density for a PFA is 3.5
units per acre, while a realistic number
is between 6 and 10 units per acre. Mak-
ing the density requirement inside a
PFA realistic would allow better utili-
zation of land.

Another big problem is that there are
no priorities—all land within priority
funding areas is treated the same. There
are no gradations of areas to develop
densely. A greenfield adjacent to a stream
inside a PFA has the same densities and

the same requirements as land adjacent
to a transit station, which is pretty stupid.

Schum
Plans and land use regulations have not
been updated or revised to the extent
needed to address growth outside of
PFAs. Partly it is the cost of housing.
Partly it’s that the inner suburbs now have
urban problems. It takes a lot of money
to make better schools and to lower crime
rates, and it’s easier just to move further
out. As long as land use plans enable
sprawl, that’s what people will do. Until
we can create more desirable, more at-
tractive communities—really build com-
munity character in your priority funding
areas—this is going to continue to happen.

Struever
The issue here is the commitment of the
state to follow through on its stated policy
of trying to use incentives to encourage
redevelopment in infill areas and older
communities, and to work with local

County 1990-1999 2000-2020

Anne Arundel 21% 30%
Baltimore 15% 9%
Carroll 39% 58%
Harford 17% 26%
Howard 16% 17%

County 1990-1999 2000-2020

Caroline 76% 72%
Cecil 60% 50%
Kent 51% 54%
Queen Anne’s 45% 74%
Talbot 40% 26%

Proportion of New
Homes Outside PFA

Proportion of Projected
Household Growth

% of Residential
Units Constructed

Outside PFA

% of Projected
Residential Units to Be

Constructed Outside PFA

Table 2. Non-PFA Residential Growth in the Upper Eastern Shore14

Table 1. Non-PFA Residential Growth in the Baltimore Region13
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governments to discourage growth
outside of those areas. That takes a
sustained focus and leadership effort
by the state in partnering with local
governments.

Schwartz
It’s hard to put the cat back in the bag
once it’s out. Most counties have
overplanned and overzoned. Many
counties should have set aside land in
pure agricultural no-development
zones, and did not. They put land into
low-density residential zoning overlaid

on an existing agricultural fabric, and for
years nothing happened because there
was no demand. Now the demand is
hitting.

The first thing a county should do is a
build-out analysis: how many people,
how many houses, and what that means
in infrastructure. How many schools, etc,
and what’s it going to cost. Usually the
picture is so scary that it wakes the county
up to realize they have got to change the
comprehensive plan and their zoning to
reduce the sprawling development in rural
areas, because they simply can’t afford it

Significant Growth Projected Outside of PFAs

Where growth occurs in Maryland is determined by county
regulations and zoning laws, and is influenced by state poli
cies such as the priority funding areas (PFA) legislation. Mary-

land adopted PFA regulations in 1997, restricting state subsidy of
growth-related infrastructure improvements such as roads, housing,
and sewage systems to priority areas designated for growth by the
counties.

Though counties have identified selected areas for receiving more
concentrated growth, projected development patterns show that PFAs
alone cannot end sprawling development. The Baltimore Regional
Partnership—a coalition of 1000 Friends of Maryland, the Baltimore
Urban League, the Citizens Planning and Housing Association, the
Chesapeake Bay Foundation, and Environmental Defense—and 1000
Friends of Maryland studied projected residential growth patterns in
Baltimore-area and Upper Eastern Shore counties to evaluate how
well existing policies steer growth into PFAs.

In the Baltimore area, four of the five counties studied expect sub-
stantial residential growth outside the PFAs. (See Table 1.) Over half
of the residential growth in Carroll County, for example, is planned
for outside of designated growth areas. The situation is worse on the
Eastern Shore, where more growth will occur outside PFAs than in-
side for three of the five counties. (See Table 2.)

These findings reveal that though the counties have identified ar-
eas to receive relatively compact development, they are planning for a
different, less-compact growth pattern.
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and they’re going to have a taxpayers’
revolt. That level of awareness is prob-
ably the first stage.

The second is to do what is legally
permissible in downplanning areas for
a reasonable rate of population growth,
and with your comprehensive plan, re-
create real agriculturally zoned land.
Use very large lot sizes, 50 acres or more
is best, not because those are necessar-
ily farm acreages but because those will
allow you some time to use delegated
conservation easements and purchase of
development rights to get that land off
the market for development.

The priority funding areas in many
counties were defined abnormally large,
far beyond the amount of growth that
the county really needed. The PFAs
were always a compromise between

then-Governor Glendening and the lo-
calities to get the localities’ support for
what was perceived as more state govern-
ment involvement in local land use. In
other words, they were given a role—that
they could define their PFAs—and then
it became a negotiation between the De-
partment of Planning and the localities
to try to define the PFAs more compactly.

One of the fundamental problems is
that most jurisdictions don’t understand
that we’ve already paved over enough
land for at least the next 20 years of
growth, not what we’ve zoned but just
what we’ve paved over. If we were to
make communities on a more walkable
scale, you would use significantly less
land, have more open space in each com-
munity, and certainly not have to go out-
side the PFAs.
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Schwartz
One very useful tool would be the split
rate property tax, used for urban revi-
talization in a number of cities in Penn-
sylvania. It’s very much for cities and
downtowns. The tax basically increases
the rate of tax on the underlying land
and decreases the tax on buildings and
improvements. This lowers the price of
land in downtown areas, land that’s been
held by speculators for far too long. It
increases the taxes so that there’s more
incentive to redevelop the land to a
higher use. And in turn when a land-
lord adds buildings or rehabs existing
housing buildings, they’re not punished
with a higher tax rate for doing a good
thing.

It’s been used in Pittsburgh, Harris-
burg, and about 15 other Pennsylvania
cities. It’s been used in Australia and
some European cities. That would be a
terrific tool for the cities and towns of
Maryland. It’s not a tool to use in isola-
tion but it’s a very good tool.

Downs
I was a bit of a cynic about Massachu-
setts’ mandatory buildout maps that
require municipalities to project popu-
lation size and infrastructure needs
from existing zoning, thinking it’s just

another stunt. Counting the units,
counting the people, counting the cars,
counting the water, counting the sewer,
counting the schools, counting the
parks. And then what does it look like
on a map. What does your county, what
does your borough, what does your mu-
nicipality look like when it’s all built out.

It’s actually a very powerful interven-
tion tool to show counties and cities and
communities what their places are go-
ing to look like in 20 years and whether
that looks like anything they want for
their kids. I’ve become a convert to
counties and local jurisdictions showing
the buildout visibly. It’s too arbitrary and
abstract when you talk about an FAR4
in a C2 zone. Nobody knows what that
means.

Schum
Statewide planning is not popular in
Maryland, so any policy you introduce
that would be really effective probably
will never be implemented. It would be
great if state planning were more po-
litically acceptable. You could create
statewide standards or benchmarks that
would have some teeth, be monitored
by the state, and maybe be tied to fund-
ing. But that’s politically very tricky.

I think you need more of a stick to
force better planning in localities. Plan-
ning is still a local issue in the State of
Maryland. I think that’s right—I think
it should be—but there needs to be bet-
ter statewide guidance.

Spence
Former Governor Glendening pretty
aggressively touted state funding for in-
frastructure to support development in
PFAs or incorporated towns to keep it

Other Policies
What one policy could the state or counties adopt that would have the greatest
impact on controlling sprawl in Maryland?

“...show counties and

cities and communities

what their places are going

to look like in 20 years...”

— Downs
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from sprawling outside. I don’t know if
it’s because of the budget crisis in the
state, but we haven’t heard much about
that. In other words, increasing fund-
ing in areas where you want develop-
ment. That is a real financial incentive,
particularly for rural areas. A lot of these
towns are small. They don’t have capi-
tal to put into infrastructure projects.
Using state dollars for infrastructure
would go a long way in rural areas to
support smart growth and anti-sprawl
measures.

Pontious
Following the findings of our report on
growth outside of growth areas, I think
county rural zoning is an incredibly
powerful tool that is not on the table as
much as it could be.

Historically, it has made a huge dif-
ference. Look at the difference between
Baltimore County, for example, and the
other suburban counties in the region.
Zoning is the main thing. It’s not the
only thing—they created a line where
county water and sewer service ends,
and they stopped a proposed outer
beltway, too. But they also decided that
they needed to zone the land outside
their growth area for rural uses, not for
development, because they realized that
the other things alone would not do the
job. Other counties have just not taken
that idea as seriously.

For the other counties to take action
along the lines of Baltimore County’s,
it would take an organized local con-
stituency to push for it. It is very diffi-
cult—developers, land speculators, and
those who want to build as many houses
as possible on their land tend to be
wealthy and well-connected. So it’s go-
ing to take an organized, ideally well-
funded effort to put together a
constituency to push through important
reforms if people in their counties want
to preserve their rural way of life.

One small example of citizen power

on zoning issues occurred last year when
the Carroll County commissioners
downzoned some land around the town
of Hampstead, something the town of
Hampstead had been trying to get them
to do for years. Hampstead decided “We
don’t want a lot of burdensome growth
around the town, we want to have rural
land, and we want you to zone the land
around the town for agriculture rather
than for development.”

The previous board of commissioners
always rejected their pleas. That board
was ousted by county voters—Republi-
can voters, I might add—who were so fed
up with growth that they kicked out the
two pro-growth, laissez-faire county
commissioners, and instead elected two
moderate-growth reform candidates.
This new board then quickly approved
Hampstead’s request to downzone land
around Hampstead.

Keller
If one’s goal is to keep people in devel-
oped areas where services and jobs are
located, then one has to provide disin-
centives for going out. In other words if
you buy into the concept of rural preser-
vation then one should be paying a pres-
ervation fee if one chooses to live in the
rural areas because one is enjoying the
benefits of living in that rural area and
one is actually impacting the rural area.
That’s a real far-fetched kind of a deal.

Providing incentives is probably a
more realistic way to go. If you live within
a certain distance of work or travel by
public transit you are having less impact
on the air and the water quality, so
shouldn’t we give people incentives to do
that? Lower taxes? Tax rebates? In other
words, use the private market as your way
of dealing with where people choose to
locate.

Gilligan
Restriction on land use development in
rural areas. There’s considerable lack of
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understanding of the public cost of
sprawl development. What the public
doesn’t seem to understand is that build-
ing and supporting a neighborhood
costs you as a citizen of the county a
substantial amount of money. You get
taxed for it every day, even if you don’t
know it. That’s the kind of policy deci-
sion that really needs to be talked about
more, to understand the cost of devel-
opment the way it currently exists.

One option is to charge more for that
development. You’re going to have to
drive school buses out there. You have
to get fire and police out there. Now
they have to drive, instead of one or two
miles in the city, five or ten miles up
the road. Water and sewer is even worse,
but now the money’s simply squeezing
that down. The public pays for all
amenities.

Some counties put an impact fee on
that. Well, most of the impact fees be-
ing charged right now are mostly going
to school funding. Is it enough? I sus-
pect not. Quite often, if you simply do
the tally of your total impact fees based
on the housing that is being created and
calculate if that will buy a new school,

the answer is no. Public funding gets
thrown in there, in a lot of ways, just for
the physical building.

Just as an example, Program Open
Space gave a small town substantial
money and they acquired 20 or 25 acres
for parkland. They acquired and devel-
oped a park at public expense and as
soon as that was completed, all the land
around that public park went into hous-
ing. Did that town charge enough to
have that land developed into housing?
The developer who acquired the land
was able to sell those houses like
hotcakes because they overlook the park.
That park benefited the developer. Did
he share in any way the income or profit
that came from that development with
the public sector that paid for the park?
I doubt that he coughed up a nickel for
it. In other words, he paid the same fees
as anyone else, yet those houses are all
sold out because of their location. Lo-
cal government has to begin to under-
stand how they create benefits for
developers, and those developers basi-
cally should cough up the money to re-
imburse the public for the substantial
benefits they’re getting.
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1969: Program Open Space was created, funded through a
small tax on the sale of homes or land.15  For decades, this pro-
gram has been nationally recognized as an effective model for
land preservation. More recently, its funding has been diverted
for other purposes. This year, the state has allocated no gen-
eral funds to support the purchase of state park land and just
$2.25 million for protection of ecologically significant spaces.16

1980s: The Critical Area Act, adopted in 1984, placed mild
limits on development in rural areas within 1,000 feet of the
Chesapeake Bay and imposed strict limits on development
within 100 feet of the water.

1992: The General Assembly passed a law known as the Eco-
nomic Growth, Resource Protection and Planning Act with
seven vision points for future growth in Maryland.17  Though
the law had little practical impact, it did begin to lay out a broader
vision of concentrating growth in appropriate areas, protect-
ing sensitive areas and natural resources, and using funding
mechanisms to further those goals. Local governments were
required to include these visions in their comprehensive plans.

1997: The General Assembly passed several components of
Governor Glendening’s Smart Growth legislation.18  This cre-
ated five separate tools for directing growth.

1. Priority Funding Areas: The legislation recognized that
state expenditures for infrastructure could be better used
if they were focused on specific areas. Following guide-
lines established by the state and reviewing existing and
anticipated local growth patterns, counties identified pri-
ority funding areas (PFAs) targeted for growth. State
money for transportation, housing, economic develop-
ment, and environmental projects can support growth
inside PFAs only. Growth can continue outside of PFAs,
but will not necessarily receive any state infrastructure
funding.

2. Rural Legacy Program: Previous land protection pro-
grams targeted small patches of land for protection. The
Rural Legacy Program’s goal is to protect large contigu-
ous stretches of threatened open space or agricultural
land by permitting the use of state funds for creating con-
servation easements that maintain the broader context
for open space. The program’s sole funding for the com-
ing year is through $2 million of bond funding allocated
by the General Assembly.

3. Brownfields Cleanup: This voluntary cleanup program
limits the legal liability of those who purchase and rede-
velop abandoned or unused properties that are polluted.
A developer must explain to the state how the proposed
remediation will satisfy public health and environmental

History of Sprawl Control Efforts in Maryland

protection criteria. By limiting the liability of those who
seek to clean up contaminated sites, the state hopes to
encourage redevelopment on typically urban sites and
reduce greenfield development pressure.

4. Live Near Your Work: Through this program, the state
seeks to encourage home ownership in neighborhoods
surrounding major employers and to make living in es-
tablished cities more attractive, reducing pressure to con-
struct sprawling new development on the urban fringe.
Additionally, locating homes near jobs reduces the need
for workers to commute long distances and eases con-
gestion. Finally, high home ownership rates add stability
to older neighborhoods. However, this program is not
funded for the coming year.

5.  Job Creation Tax Credits: Owners of small businesses
that create 25 or more jobs that pay at least 150 percent
of the minimum wage and that are located inside PFAs
can receive an income tax credit from the state of Mary-
land. With this program, the state promotes the creation
of jobs near existing labor pools.

Also in 1997: The Heritage Preservation Tax Credit offers a
state income tax credit equal to 20 percent of the cost of reno-
vating a historic structure.19  The program has been important
in encouraging redevelopment of Baltimore’s Hippodrome and
thousands of smaller projects throughout the state.20

2000: The General Assembly passed the Building Rehabilita-
tion Code. Known as “Smart Codes,” the Maryland Building
Rehabilitation Code allows renovations of buildings to improve
health and safety conditions without requiring that all work
comply with modern building codes regulating plumbing, elec-
trical, fire, mechanical and other standards. This removes a
possible barrier to investment in existing buildings.21

2001: The General Assembly adopted five more programs to
further the state’s efforts to direct growth to appropriate areas
and to protect open space. Two particularly notable programs are:

1. Community Legacy: This program, modeled on the
Rural Legacy program, provides state funds to cities and
counties for community revitalization projects such as
streetscape improvements and housing initiatives.22  The
program is currently funded through $5 million in bonds
and $250,000 in state general fund support.

2. Office of Smart Growth: The Office of Smart Growth
has three goals: 1) directly support and facilitate non-
sprawling development in line with the state’s growth
plans; 2) educate the public about the benefits of planned
growth; and 3) coordinate the state’s growth-related
resources.23
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Schum
Not everybody is, but I think more and
more people are making that personal
choice, having reached their limit on
how far they’re willing to commute and
how much traffic they’re willing to sit
in. People reach a point where they say
enough is enough. But I think ultimately
people have to be given choice. If they
feel like people are telling them where
they have to live and how they have to
travel they get resentful.

Once there are better choices, when
there’s great housing and safe streets and
cities that are more desirable, more
people will make the choice to live
there. It’s important for our planning
regulations and processes to provide
people with more choice so they can
more clearly compare the costs and ben-
efits of living in one place versus another.

Spence
Here in Talbot County, we have a de-
veloper who has put together a project
called Cook’s Hope. It’s within the town
of Easton, albeit on the border between
the county and the town. The develop-
ment is divided into an area the devel-
oper calls the village and an area where
people have 2-acre properties. The vil-
lage homes are single-family homes on
little postage-stamp lots and town-
houses, so it’s good density. Those

things are selling like hotcakes and the
developer is getting an incredible
amount of money for them. My sense
is, particularly for people in their late
40s, early 50s, baby boomers, that mar-
ket is very popular.

If you are a younger person with
three kids and you want a yard, the vil-
lage-style development is going to be
less appealing. There’s always going to
be the appeal of a one-acre lot or a two-
acre lot. The Cook’s Hope develop-
ment, however, has proven to me that
you can create these higher density de-
velopments with lots of open space
around them and still make a very good
profit.

Schmidt-Perkins
I don’t think smart growth is about ask-
ing for any personal sacrifices. I think
in Maryland we want to offer a choice
of lifestyles. All we have been offering
for a long time are big lawns, cul-de-
sacs, and three car garages, and so that’s
what people have bought. But when we
offer other alternatives—whether it’s
living downtown in an historic older
home with incentives to fix them up or
a wonderful condo on the water or a
mixed use new urbanism community—
people flock to those.

We want to make sure that we main-
tain a level of choice in Maryland to meet

Personal Choice
Are people in Maryland willing to give up big lawns, three-car garages, and quiet
cul-de-sacs in exchange for an end to sprawl?

“The Cook’s Hope development...has proven...that you can

create these higher density developments with lots of open

space around them and still make a very good profit.”

  — Spence
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all needs at every stage of people’s lives.
There should be an appropriate place
for a person starting out and an appro-
priate place for people whose kids have
left. It’s about having all options avail-
able, not denying anybody any of the
options, because that’s really what we
did with sprawl.

Unfortunately, we disinvested in a
number of different perfectly wonder-
ful community types that people had en-
joyed for generations and gave them one
type. Harriet Tregoning has this won-
derful analogy about lettuce. For years
and years we ate iceberg lettuce, because
that’s what there was on the grocer’s
shelf. But when we were offered all sorts
of different lettuces like red leaf, and
Boston, and so many others, people be-
gan to eat all different kinds of lettuce.
But they could still buy iceberg.

We need to be offering people a full
choice of living options. People shouldn’t
be required to live in a high-rise, nor
forbidden to live in rural areas. We need
to provide all the different alternatives,
for all the different affordability levels,
mobility levels, and options.

Downs
Some are, some aren’t. The younger
generation, as shown in preference polls
and marketing studies, has a propensity
to like urban neighborhoods, denser,
lots of choices, walkability. About half
of the aging boomers have that prefer-
ence as well. The other half of aging
boomers want an even bigger house fur-
ther out on a suburban tract of ground.
So like everything in America there are
all kinds of contradictory signs, but
there are more people now willing to
choose something other than traditional
suburban than any time probably since
the early 1950s.

Struever
The market demonstrates that a grow-
ing and diverse array of Marylanders do

put high value on smart growth ideals.
This is important in the growing de-
mand for a variety of housing types in a
wide range of urban neighborhoods—
from the infill suburban revitalization
projects of southeast Baltimore County
to Baltimore’s waterfront to neighbor-
hoods around its colleges and major in-
stitutions—that reflect smart growth’s
appeal to empty-nesters and retirees at
the older end of the market to young
college graduates and urban workers.

I’ve been satisfied with the demand
for our projects, and I think the resi-
dential market continues to gain
strength in the city, evidenced by the
rapidly increasing market values and
accelerating rental housing absorption
and home purchases. If anything, the
issue is the lack of appropriate housing
stock in Baltimore.

One example of this growing demand
would be downtown housing, where just
a few years ago there were only a hand-
ful of apartment buildings in all of
downtown, and now you have 2,000
units nearing completion or completed,
and that much again in the advanced
planning stage. Also, rents today are
higher than they were when all the
downtown housing started.

That kind of accelerating demand
demonstrates the market truth of the
contention that cities prosper with more
density and more diversity, so that the
more you offer of well-planned, well-
executed mixed-uses—uses which in-
clude office development as drivers of

“...there are more people now willing

to choose something other than

traditional suburban than any time

probably since the early 1950s.”

    — Downs
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urban economies; residential, because
they create the activity on evenings and
weekends; hotels and restaurants that
attract visitors; and the public spaces and
cultural institutions that create the rich-
ness of urban life—all of the above sus-
tain the retail and restaurants that are
the life of our streets and the social fab-
ric of our neighborhoods. So the more
redevelopment that happens the more
attractive older neighborhoods become,
and the more likely people will aban-
don suburban sprawl.

Choosing Alternatives to Sprawl: The Market for
Downtown Living

A  city facing growing housing demand would seem to have the
option of building up or building out. However, a third option
has become important in Baltimore. New upscale apartment com-

plexes in the Atrium, the Munsey Building, and the Standard exemplify
a recent trend toward renovating commercial and office structures for
housing.

The Atrium, built in 1924 as the Hecht Company Store, was reno-
vated and opened for residential use in 2001.24  It was the first major
part of the ongoing West Side Revitalization Initiative. Both private
and public funds are supporting this effort to create more housing units
in the area, as well as to turn the historic Hippodrome Theatre into a
state-of-the-art performing arts center.25

The Munsey Building, located in Baltimore’s central business dis-
trict, has a similar history. The apartments there opened in 2002, though
the building itself dates back to 1918. The management describes the
residences as a “landmark for world-class, urban luxury living.”26

Even more recently, in the spring of 2003, the Standard reopened its
doors. Formerly Baltimore’s Standard Oil Building, it was built by the
Rockefeller family in the 1920s and was used as an office building. The
new apartments are now billed as “the best of yesterday in a lively,
urban setting.”27  In the first three months after opening, the building
had already achieved 75 percent occupancy.

These new complexes offer tenants a downtown lifestyle along with
living in buildings already steeped in history. The consumer response
has been positive, demonstrating that there is a market for more than
just sprawl.

Gilligan
No, because sprawl is a nebulous con-
cept to them. They don’t know what it
costs them. They don’t know what it
does to them. It’s simple, “I want.”

If you want them to give up sprawl,
what’s in it for them? We can influence
this by making it better to live in an ur-
ban area as opposed to the five-acre lot
development. Residents in the quasi-ru-
ral developments complain about fire,
police, the condition of roads, the in-
convenience of the school bus, and all
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“We need to focus on providing the types of choices that

folks are looking for: communities with greenspace but where

they can walk to a park, walk to a store, walk to school.”

  — Pontious

that. They chose to move out there and
want us to pay for all their amenities.

We need to say “Live in the city, the
PFAs, and you’ll have public transpor-
tation, convenient shopping, safety.”
For people to live in an urban environ-
ment, it’s got to be nice, with conve-
niences such as a library down the street
and well-funded local parks. People
want to know what’s in it for them if
they move into a city.

Pontious
More people are willing to live in an ur-
ban or village-type area than we offer
that choice to. There’s evidence all over
the state for that. Downtown apart-
ments are some of the hottest real es-
tate in Baltimore right now. The biggest
population gain in Baltimore is in the
downtown area.

New town- or village-type develop-
ments with transit access, such as
Kentlands and King Farm in Montgom-
ery County are extremely rare. They’re
also extremely popular. When they go on
the market, they’re highly desirable and
they become expensive places to live pre-
cisely because there’s this untapped mar-
ket that they’re catering to.

Bethesda, right around the Metro
stop, is an extremely attractive place to
live. In Silver Spring, there are new
townhouses across the street from the
Metro stop. I think there are many more
people who are looking for that type of
option than we are giving that option to.
We need to focus on providing the types
of choices that folks are looking for: com-
munities with greenspace but where they
can walk to a park, walk to a store, walk
to school.
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Conclusion and Recommendations

While many different ideas can
be gleaned from the preceding
conversation, two general

points emerge.
First, there are many practical and ef-

fective policy handles for fighting
sprawl. Although sprawl is a complex
problem with no “magic bullet” solu-
tion, good tools exist that each can do
their part. Those tools are available to
small towns seeking to preserve the
quiet character of their neighborhoods,
to counties trying to protect their re-
maining agricultural land, and to the
state.

Second, attacking sprawl may not be
easy, but it must and can be done. The
state’s ecosystems and infrastructure are
already feeling the strain imposed by
sprawling development. Maryland resi-
dents face a declining quality of life as
commutes grow longer, open space is
more limited, and even the simplest er-
rand requires driving. Continuing on
the current trajectory of building low-
density housing far from jobs, shopping,
and entertainment, all inaccessible by
public transit, will further exacerbate
these problems. Maryland must invest
in creating sustainable, livable commu-
nities, through both retrofitting exist-
ing urban areas and promoting compact
development of new growth areas.

Achieving these goals will require a
concerted effort by city, county, and
state governments, with persistent sup-
port from citizens.

Planning
Maryland should create sustainable, liv-
able communities that provide a desir-
able alternative to sprawling
development.

•  Existing urban and suburban areas
can be retrofitted to make them
more attractive places to live.
Redevelopment can replace over-
sized shopping complexes sur-
rounded by vast parking lots with
more varied and accessible shops.
Mixed-use development can allow
residents to complete errands on
foot rather than in a car. The
addition of sidewalks and bike paths
can increase transportation options.

•  Increased funding for urban infra-
structure needs can help upgrade
schools, libraries, parks, and other
public facilities. With improved
amenities in existing communities,
residents have less incentive to
move to new, sprawling develop-
ments with new public buildings.
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•  Counties can help focus new
development in growth areas.
Changing zoning laws to promote
mixed-use development at higher
densities will allow more efficient
use of land already designated for
growth. Residents of these new
communities will be able to walk or
take transit, rather than drive, to
shops, restaurants, and work.

•  Citizens should ask that county
planners produce detailed maps
showing the long-term conse-
quences if growth follows existing
zoning regulations. These maps can
facilitate organizing community
feedback on planning decisions.

•  Brownfield redevelopment pro-
grams can help restore land in
urban areas. The state should seek
additional federal funding for its
brownfield assessment programs
and allocate increased funds to
brownfield cleanup efforts.

•  All levels of government should seek
office space in downtown areas and
in renovated buildings, or new build-
ings on previously developed land.

•  Private mortgage lenders, with
encouragement from the state,
could offer location-efficient
mortgages, which allow households
living near transit services to
borrow additional money because
their reduced transportation
expenses increase their disposable
income. Such mortgages can help
draw residents to urban areas.

Land Preservation
Maryland must protect its remaining
farms, forests, open spaces, and wetlands
from development.

•  Counties should update their
zoning to limit development in
rural areas. Baltimore County has

zoned its agricultural areas for a
density of one house every 50 acres,
thereby largely preventing low-level
sprawl on greenfields. Other coun-
ties have far more permissive zoning
regulations that allow one house per
five or ten acres, which has resulted
in greater rural development.

•  County governments should adopt
purchase-of-development-rights and
transfer-of-development-rights
programs that preserve agricultural
use of farmland.

•  Increased funding for programs such
as Program Open Space will allow
the purchase of more land for parks
or permanent conservation ease-
ments.

•  Property taxes for farms should be
based on the land’s agricultural or
conservation uses only, not its
potential for development. This will
reduce the financial pressure on
farmers to build on their land.

•  Governments should invest in urban
open space by maintaining existing
parks and requiring parks in new
developments.

Transportation
Maryland should reorient its transporta-
tion system to move people and goods—
not vehicles—efficiently. Further, the
state’s transportation policy should sup-
port, not undermine, growth manage-
ment goals.

•  The state should increase funding
for existing and new transit projects.
Half of all new transportation
revenue should go to transit. At the
same time, funding from the Trans-
portation Trust Fund should be
maintained.

•  Maryland should prioritize construc-
tion of the Baltimore regional rail
system. Equally important is
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constructing the Inner Purple Line.
The line, connecting Bethesda,
Silver Spring, and the University of
Maryland, would enhance the
usefulness of the entire Washing-
ton, D.C., Metro system.

•  Cities, counties, and the state can
increase the benefits of transit by
promoting transit-oriented devel-
opment. Zoning should be adjusted
to allow commercial uses and
higher densities near transit
stations. Creative funding arrange-
ments, such as public-private
partnerships, can facilitate larger
projects.

•  Bicycle and pedestrian access
should be improved in existing
communities and incorporated into
plans for all new development.
Traffic calming, crosswalks, side-
walks, bike lanes, and human-scale
development can make it safer and
more pleasant for people to travel
by foot or bicycle.

•  Funding for road construction
should be focused on fixing existing
roads before the building of new
ones. Any new roads should be
carefully scrutinized for their
potential to foster more sprawl by
making rural land accessible for
development.

•  Counties and cities can revise their
zoning laws to replace parking
space minimum requirements with
caps on the number of parking
spaces built at new stores and
offices. This reduces the total
amount of space that a new build-
ing occupies.

•  Companies can promote alterna-
tives to driving to work by allowing
employees to use pre-tax income to
buy transit passes or by offering a
cash incentive to those employees

who do not need a company-
sponsored parking space.

Subsidies
Maryland should continue to limit tax-
payer subsidies of sprawling develop-
ment and explore ways to ensure that
fiscal and tax polices support smart-
growth goals.

•  New projects outside of Priority
Funding Areas should not receive
public money for supporting
infrastructure. State transportation
funding, in particular, should not
go to projects outside of PFAs.

•  Counties should assess impact fees
that cover the public costs of new
development, including roads,
schools, and public safety services.
These fees can be waived or
reduced if development is
conducted in line with principles
of sustainable growth or to
encourage the development of
affordable housing. The General
Assembly can facilitate county
adoption of impact fees by granting
all counties the authority to assess
such fees.

•  A split tax rate, with higher taxes on
land and lower taxes on buildings,
can promote urban redevelopment
by raising the cost of land held by
speculators who have no interest in
improving their property and
lowering the cost of remodeling
existing buildings or constructing
a high-density project.

•  Developers should be required to
demonstrate that adequate natural
resources and public facilities—a
broader requirement than what is
included in many existing public
facilities ordinances—are available
before they receive approval for
new developments. Taxpayers
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should not be expected to
automatically pay for public
infrastructure required by sprawling
projects.

Maryland is feeling the impacts of
sprawl but has the resources and policies

“The determining factor in the growth and prosperity of

cities in the next half-century will be which have a viable

regional rail-based transit system and which don’t.”

     —  Bill Struever, President and CEO
 Struever Bros. Eccles & Rouse

available to tackle the problem. The
ideas put forth in this report by the
panelists and the general principles
articulated above contain many of the
tools that the state and its citizens
will need to create new patterns of
land use.
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