Montgo;hvbé}y
Votes Expose
Anxieties

Over Growth

By Tru Caare
Washington Post Staff Writer

A closely divided Montgomery County
Council decided yesterday to retain the
county’a current growth policy, amid sigas
that reports of disarray at the agency that
aversees development are heightening elec-
tion-season tensions among mentbers,

The council voted 5 to 4 to keep intact its
growth policy, an influential decument that
establishes where and how the county will
create housing and jobs. The council, which
reviews the policy every two years, elected
to keep the one it adopted in 2003, even
though its chief architect, council member
Steven A. Silverman (D-At Large), had
pushed for more restrictions on growth.

But an unlikely coalition — three council .

members who supported stricter controls
two years ago and two who generally sup-
port more relaxed regulations — formed to
deliver an unexpected rebuff of Silverman, 4
candidate for county executive.

In a separate, preliminatry vote that also
reflects the anxiety aireally voiced by some

t a potemtial anti-developtient hack-

at the polls next year, the council failed
to get a majority to support construction of
more than 6,000 housing units and retfail
around the Shady Grove Metro station.

Four council members supported Shady
Grove's master plan, and three abstained
until 2 final vote in January. -

Council member Phil Andrews (D-Gai-
thershurg-Rockville), who voted against a
new growth policy and the Shady Grove
plan, said the decisions show that voter sen-
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Council Rejects
New Growth Plan,
Shady Grove PI'O] ect

GROWTH, From B1

ment is out of ccmh‘ol,’ "
drews,alongl:meadmteofslow

er growth,

A series of recent actions have
put council members on edge re-
garding the county’s political cli-
mate, . . :

hundreds of kommea were built in vi-
olation of approved plans. This
month, Rockville passed an ordi
nance that allows officials to reject
proposed developments if schools,
sireets and other public services
are overburdened.

What makes the rejection of the
proposedp-owthpohcysowrpm-
ing — and so indicative of the tur-
moil on the council — is that it
would have been more restrictive
than the current blueprint.

In 2003, the council voted 5 to 4
toremeitagrowthplantorameso—
_mlled impact taxes, which are

The move to eliminvate that pro-
vision, led by Sitverinan, eﬁectwdy
lifted bans on new subdivisions in

, Olney,
land/

Aapen Hill,
Montgmry\ﬁl!agemd
White Oak.

Civic activists decried the ded-
sion. Theysmﬂthecmmcﬂ.ledby
Silverman and other members of
the *End Gridlock™ alate — sup-
mrtedbyCmmtyExemtmDoug-

M. Duncan (D) in 2002 — had

opened these areas to Tunaway
growth

This year, the council's Plan-
ning, Housing and Economic De-
velopment Committee, chaired by
Silverman, moved to set a ceiling
on the number of jobs that can be
created in Bethesda and to reduce
congestion standards in other
parts of the county, That meant it
would be harder for construction
to occur without corresponding up-
grades to roads, financed by devel-

opers.

“I'm out knocking on
doors and visiting nty
constituents, and I am
hearing this regularly:
‘Development is out of
control.” ”

Phil Andrews
(D-Gaithersburg-Rochville)

restore policy area review, An-
drews, council President Tom Pe-
rez (D-Silver Spring) and Praisner
(D-Eastern County) opposed the
dameasure in an informal vote Mon-

Silverman, Michael Knapp (D-
Upcounty) Nancy Floreen (D-At
Large), Howard A. Denis (R-Poto-
mac-Bethesda), George L. Leven-
thal (D-At Large) and Michael L.
Subin (D-At Large) supported the

By yesterday, however, Floreen
and Knapp, usually reliable pro-
growth votes, had switched sides.
Election-year considerations ap-;
peared to factor into their deci-
sions,

Floreen said she switched be-
cause opponents of the proposed
growth plan made prmmses about
revmtmg policy area view that she

believed they had no intention of

Kmpp. who represents Clarks-
burg, said he switched his vote be-
cause he was leery of being labeled
“pro-growth or anti-growth.”



