posting facility over 21,000 tons of woodwaste,
grass and leaves are received and recycled in
1991. One issue for future consideration is the de-
gree to which the County will support recycling
by making industrial land available for the con-
struction of reprocessing facilities.

* The County’s solid waste management
plan calls for the construction of a Resource Re-
covery Facility (RRF), increased recycling, and
construction of at least one new landfill. The
RRF, a waste-to-electricity plant proposed for a
site in Dickerson, is designed to burn up to 1,800
tons a day of waste, which, it is estimated, will ac-
count for 58 percent of the waste stream by 1995.
The balance will be recycled or sent to one of the
new landfills to be located either in Dickerson or
Boyds. Critics of this proposal claim that the RRF
will undermine recycling efforts and create envi-
ronmental hazards, such as air pollution and
toxic ash, in the County’s wedge areas.

While the incinerator issue awaits resolution
by an adjudicatory hearing, a 10-million-cubic-
yard capacity expansion of the Oaks Landfill re-
cently has begun and will extend the landfill's
useful life another 7 to 10 years. One of the recur-
ring controversies associated with solid waste dis-
posal is the siting of new facilities due to concerns
about environmental and community impacts.

16. ENERGY

County residents and businesses have come
to expect inexpensive and reliable supplies of en-
ergy to sustain the standard of living and eco-
nomic growth we benefit from. For the future, the
County is looking to increased conservation and
efficiency as one means of meeting energy de-
mand that will rise with growth and develop-
ment. There are several reasons for this strategy.
First, there is no assurance that energy will re-
main cheap and abundant in the future. Second,
most of the money spent on energy leaves the
area, whereas conservation efforts might stimu-
late the local economy. Third, reducing energy de-
mand through conservation will further efforts to

improve regional air quality.
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* Energy expenditures in Montgomery
County increased about 182 percent between
1976 and 1990. Increases in the cost of energy, es-
pecially for electricity and vehicle fuels, account
for much of this change. During this same period,
energy consumption rose 45 percent. Based on
1990 data, roughly 45 percent of energy expendi-
tures were spent on vehicle fuels, 41 percent on
electricity, 10 percent on natural gas and 4 per-
cent on oil products.

Most Energy Expenditures in
Montgomery County Are For Vehicle
Fuels and Electricity

x Vehicle Fuel
R 45%

nmral Gas
10%

Oit Products
4%

Electricity
41%

1990 Expenditures
$1.259 Billion

* The County plans to increase efficiency
through a variety of means. The 1990 Montgom-
ery County Energy Plan seeks to amend building
codes, educational programs and renewable en-
ergy projects such as solar energy and co-genera-
tion that are supportive of energy conservation. It
also seeks to encourage land use patterns that of-
fer alternatives modes of transportation to the sin-
gle-occupant auto and shorter trip lengths.

17. DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

The planning process involves the balancing
of a number of competing goals and objectives.
When these competing interests are examined in
the evaluation of an individual development pro-




posal, the conflicts become readily apparent.
Many of the more commonly applied guidelines
that can be used in the Planning Department’s re-
view have been combined into a single volume
for reference by staff, developers, and the Plan-
ning Board.

* The Planning Board has consolidated
guidelines to identify and protect natural re-
sources during the development process. The
guidelines focus on the protection and preserva-
tion of: stream valleys, wetlands, floodplains, for-
ests, threatened and endangered species,
unsuitable land, and on the avoidance of areas
that could be flooded in the event of a dam break.
These guidelines, originally published in 1983,
were updated in 1991.

* The collective effect of the Planning
Board’s development guidelines is consistent
with the intent of the state’s "Chesapeake Bay
Watershed Development Policies and Guide-
lines." The State guidelines give general guid-
ance while the County’s development guidelines

125

(Environmental Management of Development in
Montgomery County, Maryland) quantify or pro-
vide more specific guidance relevant to the Plan-
ning Board's role in the development process.

* The Planning Board may require develop-
ers to provide an Environmental Impact Analy-

sis when proposing construction in areas
identified as environmentally sensitive or re-
quiring special protection. This analysis is used
to inventory and analyze natural features, assess
the impacts of development, and identify appro-
priate mitigation measures. The Planning Board
also may require binding development agree-
ments to ensure adherence to the conditions of ap-
proval relating to environmental protection.

* Conservation easements, dedication of
parkland, and dedication of open space are used
in part to ensure the protection of sensitive envi-
ronmental features. In addition, much of this
land provides recreation and relief from urbaniza-
tion.



