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This countywide functional master plan combines the related elements of green infrastructure planning
and rural and agricultural conservation into one functional master plan in order to streamline the process,
meet state requirements for planning elements, and more efficiently update existing plans and maps.

The Resource Conservation Plan was prepared in response to recommendations in the County’s general
land use plan, Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan (Plan 2035). Developed with the active
participation of the community, including property owners, developers, residents, and elected officials, this
document contains goals, measurable objectives, policies, and strategies pertaining to green infrastructure
planning, agricultural and forestry conservation, and rural character conservation.
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FOREWORD

The Prince George’s County Planning Board of The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning
Commission is pleased to make available the Approved Prince George’s County Resource Conservation Plan:

A Countywide Functional Master Plan (Resource Conservation Plan or RCP). This plan combines the related
elements of green infrastructure planning and rural and agricultural conservation into one functional master
plan to streamline the plan preparation process, meet state requirements for planning elements, and more
efficiently update existing plans and maps. The Resource Conservation Plan was prepared in response to
recommendations in the County’s general land use plan, Plan Prince George’s 2035 Approved General Plan
(Plan 2035), and supports the plan’s desired development pattern. It contains three functional master plans:

o The Green Infrastructure Plan that updates the 2005 Approved Countywide Green Infrastructure Plan.

o The Agriculture Conservation Plan that updates and replaces the 2012 Adopted and Approved Priority
Preservation Area Functional Master Plan (PPA) and expands to include policies and strategies that
apply countywide.

« The Rural Character Conservation Plan that brings forward the recommendations of multiple studies
and planning efforts to provide guidance for rural character conservation and viewshed protections.

The Resource Conservation Plan is the culmination of several years of work by community members, the
business community, staff from County agencies and commissions, and elected and appointed officials

to green our County, to provide better access to healthy food, and to preserve our cultural heritage.
Numerous studies and previous planning projects support the contents of the RCP and contribute to the
platform of sustainability needed to implement the vision of Plan 2035. Community input for the RCP
was gathered through a variety of methods including five community input sessions, a robust website, and
direct outreach to community groups and organizations. Input received during the development of Plan
2035 also contributed to the plan recommendations.

The RCP supports the core principles of sustainability established in Plan 2035. The plan addresses the social,
economic, and environmental benefits of plan implementation through the various strategies proposed in
each of the three plans. The Green Infrastructure Plan expands the definition of “green infrastructure” to
include green roofs, green buildings, and other methods for greening the built environment. The Agriculture
Conservation Plan builds on the previous implementation success of the PPA and adds urban agriculture to
the types of agriculture and forestry enterprises that the County supports. The Rural Character Conservation
Plan brings together multiple studies and previous planning efforts into one plan the purpose of which is to
provide guidance for the conservation of irreplaceable viewsheds and rural character elements.

The Planning Board greatly appreciates the contributions and active involvement of the community and
stakeholders in this countywide planning effort. We encourage your continued involvement in this and
other countywide planning and development initiatives. We invite you to visit www.pgplanning.org to
learn how you can continue to impact your communities in positive ways.

Ctrs g ot

Elizabeth Hewlett
Chairman
Prince George’s County Planning Board
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