
 

 

 

Thrive Has Some Laudable Goals - 
(citing the most recent Thrive draft 

that contains a laudable goal on each topic) 

 

- But They Are Contradicted by Thrive’s 

Flawed Process and Proposed Policies. 
 (selected examples - by no means exhaustive) 

 

Housing as a Human Right 
“Montgomery County must view access to safe, 

affordable, and accessible housing as a basic human 

right. Every resident of Montgomery County 

should have a place to call home and no resident 

should be homeless.” (Thrive PHED draft 10/2021, 

page 64). 

 

Thrive’s blanket upzoning + sprawl would: 
- not provide affordable housing; instead would 

escalate and destabilize land prices and rents., 

- worsen displacement of low-income people. 

- add to the rent and property tax burdens of 

moderate and low-income people. 

 

              Racial Equity and Social Justice 
“Thrive Montgomery 2050 strives to create racially 

integrated and just communities.” (Thrive PHED 

draft Oct. 2021 p. 9) 

 

Thrive’s flawed process, and its growth and 

sprawl policies, would: 
- displace and further marginalize low-income 

people and communities of color from decisions 

affecting our lives, including housing rights and 

green space access. 

- largely benefit majority-white neighborhoods. 

- put a chill on new efforts in affordable housing 

and social justice through land banking.  

 

Environmental Protection 
Policy 6.3.3: Ensure that all residents breathe clean 

air and are not exposed to an unhealthy 

environment. (Thrive Public Hearing Draft – Oct. 

2020) 

 
[Thrive] proposes a series of strategies to mitigate 

the effects of climate change and minimize 

pollution. Thrive PHED draft, page 11. 

 

Thrive’s blanket upzoning & sprawl would: 
- increase density in rural areas, polluting our 

clean drinking water supplies. 

- remove forests, green spaces and urban trees, 

requiring only projects of ten or more units to 

provide a small common open space. 

- worsen the climate emergency: flooding, air 

toxics & heat problems 

https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/COUNCIL/Resources/Files/2021/PHED-CommitteeDraftThrive2050.pdf
https://www.montgomerycountymd.gov/COUNCIL/Resources/Files/2021/PHED-CommitteeDraftThrive2050.pdf


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Conclusion: Thrive’s proposed policies and flawed process contradict its laudable goals  - 

and if implemented would worsen the core problems it’s supposed to alleviate. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thrive Has Some Laudable Goals - 
(citing the most recent Thrive draft 

that contains a laudable goal on each topic) 

 

- But They Are Contradicted by Thrive’s 

Flawed Process and Proposed Policies. 
(selected examples - by no means exhaustive) 

 

Agricultural Reserve 
“Maintain agriculture as the primary land use in the 

Agricultural Reserve through policies, regulations, 

easements, and incentives, including those that 

maintain a critical mass of contiguous farmland.” 

(Thrive PHED draft Oct. 2021 p. 22) 

 

Thrive’s promotion of recreation and tourism 

in the Ag Reserve would: 
-  encourage speculators to acquire more farmland 

in the Ag Reserve for non-farm uses. 

- drive up and de-stabilize land prices and leases. 

- result in displacement of existing farmers, and 

higher barriers to new farmers including people of 

color. 

 

Transit and Safe Streets 
“Stop planning or constructing new highways and 

major road widenings for cars.” (Thrive Planning 

Board draft April 2021, page 80.) 

 

Thrive’s car-centric policies would:  
- drain resources away from transit, worsen 

highway sprawl and increase dangers to 

pedestrians and cyclists. 

- keep planned-but-unbuilt highways including M-

83 in the master plans, so they can be built at any 

time, since the PHED Committee deleted the 

proposed No New Highways policy.  

- expand car-dependency, e.g. through widespread 

upzonings & the sprawling Limited Growth Area. 

https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Thrive-Planning-Board-Draft-web.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Thrive-Planning-Board-Draft-web.pdf


 

 

 

 

 Role of Citizen Planners 
“Thrive’s outreach and engagement to the public 

will be considered successful when community 

members provide significant and meaningful input 

and feedback throughout the process.” 
(Thrive Outreach and Engagement Appendix, 

Mont.Co. Planning Board, April 2021.  p.2) 

 

 

Thrive’s flawed process has discouraged 

residents’ involvement with local government: 
- residents who question Thrive’s direction for our 

county have been disrespected and marginalized.  

- Thrive’s complexity has discouraged many 

residents from sustained involvement. 

- Thrive’s blanket upzoning subverts traditional 

local-area-tailoring of master plans and sector 

plans, .  

- Thrive should be paused, to enable residents, 

community-led groups and small independent 

businesses to co-create our General Plan update. 

 

Conclusion: Thrive’s proposed policies and flawed process contradict its laudable goals  - 

and if implemented would worsen the core problems it’s supposed to alleviate. 

 

https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Thrive-Montgomery-Outreach-appendix-4-12.pdf
https://montgomeryplanning.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/04/Thrive-Montgomery-Outreach-appendix-4-12.pdf

