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MEETING RECORD 
 

Organization:  Maryland State Highway Administration 
 
Meeting Date/Time:  November 10, 2010 at 9:00 AM 
 
Project: MD 175 Project Planning Study 
 
Location:   West County Area Library and MD 175 Corridor 
 
Purpose of Meeting: The purpose of this meeting was to offer the agencies an 

opportunity to review additional woodland impact areas related to 
the MD 175 Project Planning Study as a result of the new 
Environmental Site Design (ESD) requirements. 

 
Meeting Attendees:   
Bradley Smith  SHA-Environmental Planning  410-545-8698 
Alaina DeGeorgio Environmental Protection Agency  215-814-2741 
Mitch Keiler  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  410-573-4554 
Tony Redman  MD Department of Natural Resources 410-260-8336 
Steve Hurt  MD Department of the Environment  410-336-1528 
Jack Dinne  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers  410-962-6005 
Dan Plantholt  Wilson T. Ballard Co.    410-363-0150 
John Houchins  Fort Meade     301-677-9372 
Susan Frey  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service  410-573-4540 
Joe Dement  Wilson T. Ballard Co.    410-363-0150 
 
 
Following introductions, the Maryland State Highway Administration’s (SHA) consultant, 
Wilson T. Ballard Company (WTB) laid out mapping of the MD 175 corridor that highlighted 
areas where additional tree impacts would be required due to ESD.  SHA and WTB noted that 
there were three or four areas where a majority of the additional impacts were coming from, and 
focused the discussion on those areas. 
 
General Discussion/Plan Review 
The first area that was discussed was an area near the MD 175/Blue Water Boulevard 
intersection, adjacent to a Radio Shack.  The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) wondered 
if the area where the stormwater management facility was proposed was a forested wetland,
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because if it was, it would be difficult for EPA to support construction of a stormwater 
management facility in that location.  SHA and WTB noted that based on the previous wetland 
delineation, this area was not identified as a wetland, but the agencies could review the area 
when the group visits the site.  The Maryland Department of the Environment (MDE) noted that 
due to the parcel’s location along MD 175 between two existing commercial properties, there is a 
high likelihood the parcel would be developed even if the stormwater management facility was 
not proposed. 
 
The discussion then moved to the ESD ditch along the northside of MD 175 near Reece Road.  
Answering a general question from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), WTB noted 
that ESD facilities treat only the area of roadway immediately adjacent to the ESD feature.  It 
was also noted that the additional woodland impacts in this area were a result of ESD only. 
 
Next discussed were two large stormwater management facilities on Fort Meade property near 
Clark Road, across from the U.S. Army Reserve Center.  WTB pointed out that the two 
stormwater management facilities currently shown on the plans were originally included in the 
Alternates Retained for Detailed Study package, then resized in the first version Preferred 
Alternative/Conceptual Mitigation (PACM) package, but after further consideration have been 
returned to their original size.  Addressing a question from Maryland Department of Natural 
Resources (DNR), WTB confirmed that the configuration of the two facilities was somewhat 
flexible, keeping in mind the overall total capacity would need to rename the same.   
 
Before proceeding to each site for further discussion and evaluation, Fort Meade made a general 
comment that a landscape plan for the medians along MD 175 should be coordinated as soon as 
possible.  SHA stated that those discussions are generally held in the design phase, but noted the 
comment for future consideration. 
 
Clark Road Field Review 
The first stop on the field review was on Fort Meade property near Clark Road.  Access was 
gained within the fence at the eastside of Clark Road.  Locked gates prevented the group from 
accessing the westside of Clark Road; however the perimeter was visible from the eastside of the 
Clark Road fence.  While traversing the site, it was observed that there was no water flow in the 
stream that runs parallel to MD 175.  Between the stream bed and MD 175 it was noted that the 
eastside of Clark Road generally contained more pines than the westside of Clark Road.  It was 
also noted that the eastside of Clark Road provided a greater buffer between MD 175 and the 
stream.  In order to address agency concerns and provide at least a 100-foot buffer from the 
stream, while reducing impacts to oak stands, SHA and WTB agreed to investigate shifting more 
of the stormwater management facility to the eastside of Clark Road.  It was stated that from the 
agencies perspective, this was a better option.  It was also noted that, absent of any increases in 
stream impacts, as the property owner, Fort Meade’s preference on which side should bear more 
of the stormwater management facility would be given significant weight.  WTB also discussed 
using Clark Road as an access area for the facility outfall, either by placing culverts under Clark  
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Road or adjacent to Clark Road.  This would reduce additional tree impacts and also take 
advantage of the existing grade on Clark Road.  Fort Meade agreed to coordinate a follow-up 
field review for USFWS and anyone else that wanted to see the forested area on the westside of 
Clark Road.  Before moving on to the next site, the agencies and SHA agreed that the best 
approach at this site was to investigate shifting a greater burden of the stormwater management 
facility to the eastside of Clark Road. 
 
MD 175/Blue Water Boulevard Field Review 
The second stop on the field review was an area adjacent to and behind the Radio Shack at the 
intersection of MD 175 and Blue Water Boulevard.  SHA and the agencies noted that this area 
was a younger forest stand with the predominate species being red maple, sweet gum and yellow 
poplar.  Concrete rubble and small pockets of wet soil were also observed.  MDE requested the 
agencies be provided with wetland/soil data sheets for the area.  Before leaving the site, the 
agencies agreed that they would not oppose placing the stormwater management facility in this 
location. 
 
MD 175/Reece Road Field Review 
The third stop on the field review was an area in the northwest quadrant of the MD 175/Reece 
Road intersection.  Due to the existing topography, the ESD in this area involves extensive 
grading of the adjacent slope.  Upon review, it was noted that two distinctive areas would be 
impacted by the ESD and grading- one area of overgrown ornamental landscaping and one area 
of mature woodland, the majority of which are oaks.  The two areas are separated by a chain link 
fence.  Based on recommendations from the agencies, it was agreed that SHA will investigate 
shifting the majority of the ESD to the area of overgrown ornamental landscaping.  Shifting or 
reducing the grading required on the northside of the fence will preserve the older oak trees. 
 
Wrap up 
Before commencing the meeting, the group gathered to discuss next steps.  The agencies agreed 
that SHA could move forward with the proposed ESD and stormwater management locations, 
with the understanding that further design and reconfigurations would be investigated at Clark 
Road and MD 175/Reece Road.   
 
Additionally, SHA briefed the group on their proposal to include a third potential mitigation site 
in the PACM before re-circulating for final agency acceptance/concurrence.  It was noted that 
final agency acceptance/concurrence on the PACM would be requested in the next few weeks 
with a definitive date to be determined.  When the meeting concluded, a small portion of the 
group also convened on the shoulder of MD 175 to view the area to the west of Clark Road. 
 
cc:  Attendees 
   Ms. Danielle Black, SHA-PMD 
   Mr. Ian Cavanaugh, FHWA 
   Ms. Denise King, FHWA 
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