Maryland Land Use &
Growth Trends




Land Use Now to 2030

. Where are we and where are we going?

. Where do we want to be in 20307
Issues to be concerned with while getting there?
How do we get there?

. What must be done to achieve vision?




Changes In Land Use
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We Used to Live and
Work in Compact
Communities...

Small house lots
Mix of housing types

Interconnected street network to
disperse traffic

Mixed uses: housing, shopping
and civic functions



Population Density and Land Use

State of Maryland

Population Density
(Persons/Square Mile)
0-100

100.1 =400
| 4001 = 1,250

B 1,250.1 = 2,500
2500.1 = 4,500
4,500.1 =6,500

6,500.1 = 8,500
B EOD1 =10 500
Over 10,500

Land Use

Low Density Residemntial
I Medium Density Residential
B tigh Denzity Residential
Institutinnal
B Commercial

- Industrial

[] county Beundary
Water




Maryland Priority Funding Areas

and Protected Lands
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Number of Parcels and Acres Developed Inside
and Outside of PFAs in Maryland, 1990 — 2005
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Prepared by the Maryland Department of Planning, Planning Data Services, September, 2007.



Percent of Parcels Developed Inside & Outside
PFAs in Maryland, 1990 - 1996
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B Inside PFA (no comment) B Inside PFA (comment) B Outside PFA

Prepared by the Maryland Department of Planning, Planning Data Services, September, 2007. Source of the
data is MDProperty View. Data is for improved residential single-family parcels with value of improvements
of $1,000 or more, on parcels of 20 acres or less



Percent of Parcels Developed Inside & Outside
PFAs in Maryland, 1997 - 2005
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B Inside PFA (no comment) B Inside PFA (comment) B Outside PFA

Prepared by the Maryland Department of Planning, Planning Data Services, September, 2007. Source of the
data is MDProperty View. Data is for improved residential single-family parcels with value of improvements
of $1,000 or more, on parcels of 20 acres or less






1973 Land Use / Land Cover
for Maryland
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2030 Land Use for Maryland

Current Trends
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2030 Land Use for Maryland

Smart Growth Scenario
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Maryland Priority Funding Areas / Protected Lands
and
New Potential Developed Acres by 2030

Current Policies
New Developed Acres

I Frotected Lands
Municipalities
Municipal Comment Area
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Growth Issues

Density, Design, Location of Residential
Development

Transportation

Open Space & Rural Preservation
Environment

Economic Development & Redevelopment
Infrastructure (location, maintenance, cost)
Jobs vs. Housing

NIMBY

Build-out?



Growth and the Chesapeake Bay
One Step Forward Two Steps Back

e New re o rton B ay .9... PRI

restoration efforts

Evaluation Report

- Development Growth Qutpacing
- Offlce Of Inspector General Progress in Watershed Efforts to
for EPA concludes that new Restors the Chesapeake Bay

development is increasing
nutrient and sediment loads
at rates faster than
restoration efforts are
reducing them
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More and More Work Needs To Be
Done Because of Developing Lands

Increasing Reductions Needed
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Reductions Needed Based Reductions Needed Based
on 2000 Loadings on 2005 Loadings

Source: Development Growth Outpacing Progress in Watershed Efforts to Restore the
P Bay. Office of Inspector General, EPA. September 10, 2007. Report No. 2007-P-00031
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 How to handle projected growth?

— How much where (inside vs. outside of PFAS)?
— Public Services & Infrastructure?

— Density & Design?

— Impacts: land, water, community, fiscal?

e A process to address these questions to
move towards implementation?







GENERALIZED ZONING IN MARYLAND
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M| R Tools to Promote
‘ Preservation

Comprehensive Plans

Land Acquisition

Farmland Zoning

Historic Overlay Zoning
Buying Development Rights

Cluster Development —
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Vulnerability of Rural and Natural Resource Lands to Residential Development
State of Maryland
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Vulnerahility: Potential for Additional Residential Lots in
100 Acre Grid Cell and Eight Surrounding Cells

I Limited Vuinerability - Fewer than 18 additional lots per 800 acres
B Moderate Vulnerability - 19-40 additional lols per 900 acres
| High Vulnerability - More than 40 additional lols per 900 acres

i ¥ i Fy Marylard Depastrent of Planming
MNote: Up-to-date zoning and protected lands data is lacking for J !.D.r" SRV gy

Calvert CDUF‘II}'. Siource data: Marytand Proparty View 2006, MOP's Dovedopmant
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Potential Return on Public Investment in Example Priority Preservation Areas
Natural and Rural Resource Lands

Potential Return on Conservation Investment *
B Highest Potential

[ | Moderate Polential

I Lowest Potential

- Special Consideration: Potential Depends on Adjacent Land Use
* Ratings based on gegree to which land use 5 stabilized by

zoning, preservation and land use tools commensurate with relative
development threal and conservation goals

Example Priority Preservation Areas
F~~~] Highest Potential Return
[IIIT] Moderate Potential Retum

Note: Up.to-date roning and protecied lands dala lacking for
Cakwen County
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\ Fy Maryland Depasirment of Planning
I Mot 2007
Source data: Maryland Propaorty View 2008, MDP's Dovalopmaent
Capasty Model, County Zoning Data, MDP Protected Lands Data
PFi Boundaries




Growth Impacts on Water & Sewer

* Annexation requests increase the dilemma of how
adeqguate water and sewer services can be
provided to the influx of new residents.

» Developers often offer to pay for the
Infrastructure. However, the long term costs of
upgrades and maintenance are left to the
jurisdiction to address and pay for.

* Many systems are already overburdened and are iIn
need of significant upgrades.



Growth Impact on Transportation

* Many jurisdictions have road systems that
are behind in maintenance and construction
of new roads.

 Increased population means more cars on




Growth Impact on Schools

* Forecasting for school enrollment is done
several years outside of the projected school
year.

 Difficulties arise to produce accurate
projections when subdivisions are
constantly approved and permitted.
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Tools to Promote Compact
Development

Comprehensive Plan
Zoning Ordinance
Form Based Codes

Transit Oriented Development

Transfer of Development Rights

Historic Tax Credits
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