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• The sources of information, assumptions, and methodologies used.

• A description of variables that could affect the assessment.

• If a bill, ZTA, or master plan (or master plan amendment) is likely to have no climate 

impact, why that is the case.

• The potential positive or negative effects, if any, of the bill, ZTA, or master plan 

upon climate change.
• Quantitative or qualitative evaluations of the identified effects upon greenhouse gas emissions, 

sequestration, and carbon drawdown.

• Quantitative or qualitative evaluations of the of the identified effects upon community resilience 

and adaptative capacity.

• Amendments or other recommendations, if any, that would reduce or eliminate 

any anticipated negative effects of the bill, ZTA, or master plan upon carbon dioxide 

removal, sequestration, drawdown, community climate resilience, and adaptive 

capacity.
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Types of master plans:

General Plan—provides broad policy guidance for the entire county over 30+ years

Functional Plan—provides policy recommendations for countywide systems such as housing, transportation, & 
historic preservation

(Area) Master Plan—defines land use & community goals for a specific geographic area; sets a vision for the 
future with specific recommendations for that area

Sector Plans—master plans for a small area such as a Metro Station area

Minor Master Plans—encompass small cluster of properties; can be prepared in a shorter timeframe than a 
master or sector plan due to limited scope

Master Plan Amendments:

Comprehensive Amendment—comprehensively amends/replaces current master plan or functional master plan

Minor Amendment--does not replace the previous master plan but amends one or more specific 
recommendations of the current master plan.

Note: For the purposes of this project, master plan means all kinds of master plans and master plan amendments.
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• Council introduction of ZTA

• Montgomery Planning staff 
review 

• Planning Board review, public 
hearing & transmittal of 
comments to Council

• County Council public hearing, 
Committee & Full Council work 
session(s), final vote



Zoning Text Amendment (ZTA) Master Plan

Timeline 2-3 weeks ~2 years

Consider how these timelines may affect the depth and breadth of climate 
assessments that Montgomery Planning can develop for ZTAs vs. Master Plans.
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NOTE: Montgomery Planning’s scope does not include development of OLO’s template for climate assessments of bills, which is separate effort.
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Jurisdiction

Required Scope Methods, Approaches, Tools
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GHG Emissions Assessment Examples

King County, 

Washington 

X X Green Building and Sustainable Infrastructure Guidelines – Carbon Calculators and Mitigation Strategies: These guidelines and calculators aid capital project managers in 

meeting the requirements of Green Building Ordinance (GBO) 16147.  GBO 16147 requires measuring GHG emissions of capital projects and taking steps to mitigate GHG 

emissions impacts.

British Columbia, 

Canada 

X X GHG Assessment Methodology Guidance: This document provides guidance for GHG estimates required to be developed as a part of the application process for project seeking 

funding from the CleanBC Communities Fund (CCF). The guidance recommends addressing both direction and indirection emissions and allows for judgement if the quantification 

would require considerable efforts and onerous data collection procedures that could render the preliminary assessment to be prohibitively costly. 

Community Resilience and Adaptive Capacity Assessment Examples

National 

Academies of 

Sciences, 

Engineering, and 

Medicine

n/a X Building and Measuring Community Resilience: Actions for Communities and the Gulf Research Program

This synthesis report found that six types of community resilience dimensions are most commonly used across 33 existing frameworks to measure community resilience: natural 

(or environmental), built (infrastructure), financial (economic), human and cultural, social, political (institutional or governance).

Maryland X X Coastal Adaptation Report Card

This example assesses adaptation progress using both qualitative and quantitative socioeconomic, ecosystem, flooding, and planning indicators. Each indicator receives an 

individual rating, which results in an overall letter grade score. The results are presented visually in a public-friendly summary graphic.

Cambridge, MA X X Climate Resilience Zoning Task Force

This is one example of a city using its climate vulnerability assessments to inform new resilient zoning standards to adapt to projected changes in flooding and extreme heat. The 

city also qualitatively reviewed and adjusted current zoning standards to remove obstacles that prevent or discourage resilience measures. 

https://kingcounty.gov/~/media/depts/dnrp/solid-waste/green-building/documents/emissions-guidelines.ashx?la=en
https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/driving-and-transportation/funding-engagement-permits/grants-funding/investing-in-canada/ghg-methodology-guidance.pdf
https://www2.gov.bc.ca/gov/content/environment/climate-change/clean-buildings/cleanbc-communities-fund
https://www.unisdr.org/preventionweb/files/64416_25383.pdf
https://ian.umces.edu/site/assets/files/28119/2021-maryland-coastal-adaptation-report-card.pdf
https://www.cambridgema.gov/~/media/Files/CDD/ZoningDevel/OtherProjects/resiliencetaskforce/20220216_CRZTF_Report_Final.pdf
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July 22 Aug 22 Sep 22 Oct 22 Nov 22 Dec 22 Jan 23 Feb 23 Mar 23

Bill 3-22 passed 

ICF background research

Stakeholder meeting #1 – Listening 
session

9/12

ICF draft recommendations

Stakeholder meeting #2 – discuss draft 
recommendations

10/10

ICF update recommendations

Stakeholder meeting #3 – present final 
recommendations

11/14

ICF finalize recommendations

Present final ICF recommendations to 
Planning Board

12/1

Effective date of assessments 3/1




