
  
 
 
 

 

February 5th, 2014 
 
Montgomery County Council 
100 Maryland Ave 
Rockville, MD    
 
Time for a new vision for the FY15-20 Capital Improvements Program Transportation Budget 
 
Dear County Council: 
 
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the FY15-20 Capital Improvements Program. My name is Kelly 
Blynn and I am speaking on behalf of the Coalition for Smarter Growth, the leading non-profit group advocating 
for transit and walkable communities in the DC region, which counts thousands of supporters in Montgomery 
County. 
 
I’d like to start by drawing your attention to a graph 
published by the Metropolitan Washington Council 
of Governments last December.  The line with a 
downward trend represents our regional carbon 
emissions reductions goals by 2040, while the line 
headed upwards represents our emissions if we 
build the transportation projects currently in the 
Constrained Long Range Plan. 
 
This graph may be regional, but the message is the 
same: we need a new vision for transportation.  For 
the environment, quality of life, and the economy, 
it’s time to really commit to Montgomery’s long 
held goals of reducing auto dependency and 
reflecting that in this six-year budget. 
 
To be clear, we support road projects that truly 
serve our goals of a thriving economy and better 
access for all residents and workers.  We believe 
that the county can and should do much more to 
leverage taxpayer funds to support road projects 
that are safe for all users and that encourage other forms of travel besides driving.  Too many of the roads in this 
CIP are designed to be wide, high speed roads that will be dangerous for pedestrians, induce more traffic, and will 
be costly to build and maintain. 
 
We’d like to draw your attention to a few examples of road projects we believe should be reconsidered.  In 
particular, we urge you to eliminate facility planning funding for M-83 in FY2015-2020.  EPA and the Army 
Corps of Engineers raised serious concerns about Midcounty Highway that have not yet been addressed, and the 
project has not yet received its federal environmental permit.  Additional funding for planning beyond this year 
would be inappropriate.  Goshen Road South is a $63M investment that will convert a two lane road to a high 
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speed, four lane closed access parkway.  Nearby, a widening of Snouffer School Road in two segments will cost 
over $34 million.  Importantly, the packet mentions that the roadway serves the county’s smart growth initiative.  
If that were truly the case, a cross-section that is lower speed, easier to cross, and friendlier to pedestrians and 
cyclists should be considered. 
 
We support road projects that are safe and comfortable for all users, like those that Councilmember Riemer and 
Berliner’s amendments to the County’s Road Code will encourage. We believe that the Bethesda Streetscaping 
project, as well as the projects in White Flint to build out a walkable street grid are excellent examples for building 
Complete Streets in Montgomery County. 
 
There are many other projects in this CIP that fit a forward-thinking transportation vision. We applaud the 
continued support for the Capital Crescent Trail and the South Entrance of the Bethesda Metro as key projects to 
support the coming Purple Line.  Finishing the Metropolitan Branch Trail is long past due, and the allocation of 
state funds to begin studying the Rapid Transit System will fill an important gap in high quality transit service.  We 
also urge the Council to consider the addition of capital funds to advance the Bicycle Pedestrian Priority Areas, a 
state program to upgrade bike and pedestrian infrastructure to access transit stations that has been stalled for 
several years.  
 
At first glance, it appears that this CIP is relatively 
balanced between modes: 27.5% for roads, 23.3% 
for mass transit, and 17.1% for bike and pedestrian 
facilities.  But looking a little closer, spending in 
several other categories also supports more car-
oriented infrastructure, such as more parking 
capacity and road widenings under “traffic 
improvements”.  And while we applaud the large 
investment in road maintenance, it highlights the 
high cost of maintaining infrastructure, and should 
remind the county to consider the full costs of 
building more road capacity.  
 
While past studies conclude that road capacity 
projects are necessary, the demographic trend 
towards driving less, especially among young 
people, contradicts their justification.  As the county 
builds more frequent transit and concentrates 
development around stations, constructing more unwalkable high speed roadways and interchanges will only 
undermine its investments by making it more difficult for people to drive less.  We urge the Council to think hard 
about the list of projects before them, and create a budget that represents a coherent plan for a transportation 
network that safely accommodates all users, and meets the county’s climate change and smart growth goals.  
Thank you for this opportunity. 


