


CHESAPEAKE BAY CRITICAL AREA COMMISSION

Minutes of Meeting Held
- May 15, 1985

The Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Cormission met at the
Newton White Mansion in Prince George's County, after having
toured a number of areas in the County during the day. The
meeting was called to order by Chairman Solomon Liss with the
following Commission Members in attendance:

Clarence "Du" Burns -Parris Glendening
Florence Beck Kurdle J. Frank Raley, Jr.
Harry T. Stine A Albert Zhaniser
Shepard Krech, Jr. - Barbara O'Neill
Robert Price Samue! Turner
John Luthy, Jr. Lloyd Tyler, 111
Wayne Cawley, Jr. Ardath Cade

Torrey Brown : Constance Lieder
William Eichbaum '

R

Chairman Liss opened the meeting with several
announcements. He stated that he had received a letter from
Donald Hutchinson, Baltimore County, requesting-resxgnotlon and
replacement on the .Committee. The Legislative Oversight
Committee met the day before to review criteria that had been
~prepared by the Commission. Chairman Liss said that many of the
members of the Oversite Cormittee had not favored the Critical
Area Act when it was passed and had not supported the intent of
what the Critical Area Commission has been trying to
accomplish. He said that the Commission had tried to address the
comments which had been made previously by the Oversight
Committee on the criteria, and indicated to the Commission that
it should try to accommodate their objections or concerns as long
as they did not undermlne the purpose and focus of the '
Commission.

The criterid need to be submitted to the Maryland Register
by May 22 in order to meet a June 7, 1985 publication, and at
that time, a listing of the public hearings would also be

_published. He announced that the following dates have been
scheduled for public hearings: June 27, July 1|, 8, Il, 15, and
I8. 1t was agreed that a similar format would be used as in the
previous meetings, with a brief presentation followed by
opportunity for people to speak. Chairman Liss then spoke
briefly about the responsibilities of the Commission members in
discussing the criteria with their local legislative
representative. He encouraged them to enlist the assistance of
citizens who support the criteria and said that it was the task
of the Commission to make the public aware of what criteria are
being proposed, as well as why they are being proposed. :

In a presentation on local government incentives, Marcus
Pollock, Commission staff member, indicated that incentives will




be a separate portion of the criteria publication in the
Register. He briefly summarized a matrix indicating the range of
incentives which might be available to local governments. He
also distributed to the members a copy of the Citizen's Program.
for the Chesapeake Bay Citizen Directory. Mr. Pollock encouraged
the local governments to utilize the assistance of many of the
organizations listed in the Directory for support in working with
both incentives and the program. He stated that the incentives
will help local governments encourage development away from the
Critical Area. Chairman Liss said that one of the questions
asked by the Legislative Oversight Committee was whether the
State was going to finance the cost of local govermments carrying
out their tasks. He indicated that conversations with the.

. Governor's Office indicate that they are aware of this problem,
and as yet, no answers are forthcoming. The Governor's Office is
studying the matter and it is hoped that the State will be able
to proepare some sort.of package of incentives or arrangements to
work with the local governments when it is time for them to begin
implementation of programs.

The balance of the meeting was spent reviewing specific
sections of the criteria which had not been previously reviewed
or had formal votes. The Water-Dependent Activities Section, the
Non-Tidal Wetldnds Section, the Rare, and Endangered Species
Section, and the Standards for Local Programs were then reviewed
with a range of amendments supported. ||t was indicated that the
issue of "grandfathering" would need more work by the Commission
over the summer, as might other elements, such as criteria
relating to the extent of increase allowed for Intensely
Developed Areas, standards for piers and dock structures, etc.

- The Commission agreed to meet on Tuesday morning, May 21 at
9:00 a.m. at the Department of Natural Resources in order to
review the complete package of criteria prior to its publication.

There being not further busineSé, the meeting was adjourned.

These minutes were prepared by Helene Tenner
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TORREY C. BROWN, M.D. JOHN R. GRIFFIN

BECRETARY o DEPUTY SECRETARY
STATE OF MARYLAND )

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES "
TIDEWATER ADMINISTRATION
TAWES STATE OFFICE BUILDING
ANNAPOLIS 21401

June 17, 1985

MEMO TO: Torrey C. Brown, M.D.

FROM: Helene Tenner j é

SUBJECT: Briefing for GAC - June 2lst

| .

Atgg&hggﬁisysome information which I prepared last week for Ellen Fraites
to use in the preparation of a speg&h for the Governor. There are a number
of specifics about DNR's initiatives which you might want to use in your
presentation on Friday morning.

Showing this group the large map which you used at the Executive
Council meeting will also be helpful.

Since the group will be small (about 10), you, Wayne and Bill can be
fairly informal, but I do think specifics on accomplished projects will be
helpful.

In addition, they'll want to know your perspective on any upcoming trends,
problems or areas in which they can be helpful to you. I'm sure Bette Bauereis
will not be shy in asking questions,

If you want any other assistance from me on this meeting please let me
know.

Attached is a list of the Maryland members of the Citizen Advisory Committee
who have been invited in addition to David Maney, CRAC Chairman, and Jim Gutman,
SWQAC Chairman. Mitch Nathanson will not be present and Mayor Elbourn is
sending Jim Gyory in his place.

HT: ah

attachment

TTY FOR DEAF — BALTIMORE 269-2609 WASHINGTON METRO 565-04%50
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CHESAPERKE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL

CITIZEN ADVISORY COMMITTEE

APPOINTED NOVEMBER 1984

¢ [ william C. Baker
' Chesapekae Bay Foundation

¥,

162 Prince George Street
Annapolis, Maryiand 21401
(301) 268-8316

Dr. Elizabeth Bauereis

‘Baltimore Gas and Electric Company

Charles Center
Baltimore, Maryland 21201

(301) 234-6533

B. Wallace Beauchamp

Beauchamz, Martin, Gay and Ccmpany. Inc.

P.0O. Box 7536
Richmond, Virginia 23231
(804) 2256-1024

Barbara A. Bryan

Circa Lté. Real Estate Develorment
1747 Church S=rest, N.W.
washington, D.C. 20036

(202) 2863-2270

Edwina H. Coder

League of Women Voters of rennsylvania
156 Hamiiton Road

Lancaster, Pennsylvania 17503

(717) 394-31£46

paul J. Elbourn, SrJ
Mayor of Rock Hall

P.0O. Box 8

Rock Hall, Maryland 21661
(301) 39~ 7¢1I

clifford A. Falkenau
1878 Burley Drive
annapeolis, Maryland g o) §
(301) 757-6145

Howard Gasaway

2806 32nd Street, S.E.
Washington D. C. 20020
(202}544-3585

Davidson Gill

Remlik Hall Farm
Remlik, Virginia 23175
(B04) 758-2929

W. Calvin Gray, Jr.

Gray Developers, Inc.

P.0. Box 507

Severna Park, Maryland 21148
(301) 647-0600

Honorable Evelyn M. Hailey
1535 Versailles Avenue
Norfolk, Virginia 2350¢
(804) 627-1546

Carl Humelsine

Colonial Williamsburg rcunﬂat1~~
P.0. Box C

Williamsburg, Virginia 23187
(804) 229-1000 ext. 3400

George W. Mapp, Jr.

Box 506

Accomac, Vircinia 23301
(804) 787-2424

* Reverend Levi B. Miller, Jr.

800 North Woodington Road
Baltimore, Marvland 2122¢

(301) 945-6443

Cranston Morgan
Morgan and Sons
white Stone, Virginia 22573
(804) 436-5154

Alvin N. Mvers

Fennsylvania Farmers fssociaticn
P.0. Box 736

Camp Hill, Pennsylvania 17711
(717) 761-2740
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Mitchell Nathanson

Marine Trades Association of Maryland
1402 Colony Road

Pasadena, Maryland 21122

(301) 974-1295

Geneva T. Perry

Washington Area Waterfront Advisory Group
210 "T" Street, N.W.

washington, D.C. 2000

(202) 483-1696

Walter L. Pomeroy

National Audubon Society

1104 Fernwood Avenue, Suite 300
Camp Hill, Pennsylvania 17011
(717) 763-4985

Gerald R. Prout

Manager, Environmental Relations

FMC Corporation - Phosphorus Chemicals Division
2000 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

(215) 299-6871

David P. Sayre

St. Mary's County Board of County Commissioners
St. Mary's County Governmental Center

P.0. Box 351

Leonardtown, Maryland 20650

(301) 994-0365

Lloyd Smith

East River Park, Inc.

4800 Mannie Helen Burroughs Avenue
washington, D.C. 20019

(202) 3Q&-1200

ponald L. Spickler

Maryland State Soil’ Conservat on Commlttee
Rt. 1, Box 351

Clear Soring, Maryland 21722

(301) B842-2534

Wayne L. Sullivan

Manager, Environmental Services
Allied Corporation

P.0. Box 831

Hopewell, Virginia 23860

(804) 541-6884

George B. Wolff

State Conservation Cormission
208 North 3rd Street, Suite 420
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101
(717) 232-8754



The Tidal Fisheries Division is responsible for five of Maryland's Chesgeake
Bay Program Initiatives. The following is a status report oa the impleentation
of those initiatives since they were funded in July 1985.

A. Increase Anadromous Fish Brood Stock

This initiative will help perpetuate anadromous finfish stocks so that
natural reproduction can occur once habitat and environmeatal conditions
of the Bay are corrected. _An intercept hatchery is planned to provie a
modern fisheries management tool that is not presently available to the
Maryland resource agencies.

The hatchery feasibility study has been completed with the assistance of
the Emergency Striped Bass Study Planning and Coordimating Committee. Money
has now been released to begin tge evaluation of six potential hatsterv sites.
Once a site has been selected this initiative will focus on developing and

refining the technical aspects of striped bass culture to assure futire

production cf juvenile striped bass. A contract has been let to a consultant

fim to select and evaluate potential hétchery sites.

This past spring the Department of Natural Resources Fisheries Division
staff operated.a striped bass hatchery in the Cedarville facilities. Collections
of brood stock were made throughout rivers of the Bay system and over 11,000,000
fry were shipped to Fish and Wildlife Service hatcheries throughout the United
States so that they could be reared and returned to the Bay in the fall of 1985.
This program was operated this year by verbal agreement between Fish and Wildlife
Service and the State of Maryland. A formal five year written agreement will
be signed on the 21st of July and this program will continue until the intercept
hatchery is on line and can assume the role of producing fingerlings for the Bay.

The overall intent of this program is to maintain the genetic integrity of the

fish that return to specific rivers to spawn. The objective is striped bass

restoration and once this.speciés is returned to former levels of'abundance
the iﬁtercept hatchery program has the capability of directing its attention

to other stocks such as American shad. and sturgeon that once ahound the Chesapcake




- Repletion Program.

Oyster Repletions and Technology Traasfer

This initiative is designed to enhance the Marylasd oyster induitty
through an agressive program of oyster repletion, implementation of iew
oyster culture technology, and a program of information transfer to the
industry in order to increase and stabilize harvest at approximately 2%
million bushels annually.
Shell Planting and Seeding

Funding has enabled the Department to incr%\s‘gg%r}f'%et‘iﬂ_?hell PLml:i?,gs R

}U/()"‘M 200,807 fwv- Y reress

from 150,000 cubic yards. A total of 845 acres of oyster bars were jlanted, i

and the cost of the dredge shell program was $942,611.81.

' As part of the oyster repletion initiative a site at Deal Island was

renovated and a new hatchery building is being constructed by the Department

of Natural Resources personnel. This facility will first concentrate on the

production of eyed larvae to be released on natural oyster bars. Millions of
larvae can be transported in a five gallon bucket and one individual in an outboard
could potentially place as many oysters in the upper Bay bars as the entire

oyster fleet would be capable of transporting from seed areas in a two month

period. It is obvious that if this technique is successful there would be

a tremendous savings in cost and labor that would be expeuded by the Oyster
Additional studies by the oyster hatchery will concentrate

on developing genetic strains that are resistant to MSX and more tolerant to

the low salinity environment in the upper Bay. Refinement of oyster hatching

and setting techniques will also add to the efficiency of the hatchery but may

assist in the development of private oyster hatcheries throughout the Chespaeake

Bay region.




C. Recgeational Fishing

As of this date approximately $700,000 of new revenues have been generated
by the Chesapeake Bay saltwater sportfishing license. As summer progresses it

is anticipated that even more sales will be realized.

Funds will be used for the following:
* Research and monitoring of sportfish to determine why stocks are
decreasing and to use new techniques for enhancement.
* Acquisition and maintenance of fishing piers to increase fishing access.
* Increased production of sportfish in hatcheries for research papers.
* Construction and placement of sportfish habitat reefs to increase

estuarine fish nursery areas.

D. Fisheries Management Program

The purpose of this initiative is to develop fisheries management plans

for specific Bay species. The State has hired three technically trained

/fisheries biologists who have extensive experience in preparation of fisheries

management plans. To date their activities have included a review of

all the interstate management plans for fish species that live in the Bay and have
devised a format for the preparation of Maryland's fisheries management plans.

This format coordinates the components found in plans of other states and in the

federal plans for the management of estuarine fishes. We released a contract to

have Martin Marietta Corporation review all the current data and write a fisheries

management plan for the American shad, hickory shad, and herring. As the group

should know the American shad has been placed in a status of in need of
conservation and there is a moratorium on the taking of the species because the

stocks are so low. The American shad, the hickory shad, and the river herring

have had over a decade of depressed reproduction with virtually no reproduction

being recorded for the American shad or the hickory shad. Stocks of these two

species are at an all time low. The management plan will provide some insite

on how to approach them in the future. The group has prepared a list of completion



dates for the management plans of various species. ®mexuf The first plan to be

prepared is already in a draft and in a review process. This will be a fisheries
management plan for the American eel. Many watermen around the Bay use the eel

as crab pot bait and there was a thriving export market until just about three

years ago when the species became over fished.
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STATUS OF INITIATIVES

MARYLAND DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

The Maryland Department of Natural Resources is making great progress in
carrying out the initiatives which are under its jurisdiction. Of prime
importance are the initiatives which relate to resource restoration which
ultimately be the key to measuring the Bay éleanup. The activities of the
State at this point afe designed to enhance the natural resources of the Bay.
In the program for submerged aquatic vegetation, six sites off of the
Choptank River have been planted. The grasses that were planted last fall

on the Susquehanna Flats have survived the Wwinter and are thriving.

s

(This is the space to insert fisheries material from George Krantz)

One of the more important ways of controlling pollution into the Bay is through
the use of shoreline erosion programs. The Non-Structural Shoreline Program,
which uses the planting of Bay grasses as a measure of stabilization of the

shoreline, has selected five sites on State property for demonstration projects.

- On Wye Island the grass planting from the fall has been completed and that project

has also survived the winter and has served as a model example of the kind of
projecf that can be done. The Wye Project also turned out to be extremely cost

effective with costs of $54 a foot for the grass planting as opposed to $200

a foot for stone revetment.




Other projects which are progressing include those which will enhance the shore-

line. The Board of Public Works approved $1.99M ‘in projects for the coming

( year for the Shoreline Improvement Loan Program. Fifteen projects have been

{J -\ |selected and they include waterfront revitalization projects for North Beach, rerd

I Salisbury, Choptank Marsh Walk in Denton, and improvements for Terrapin Beach

n Queen Annes County as well as others.

_Another program which was instrumental in stabilizing the shoreline was the

Y

(iuse of the Youth Conservation Corps.

|
and their tasks included clearing debris in ponds,

in Western Maryland as well as numerous shoreline Bay cleanup efforts.

Last summer 726 youths at over 80 locations

soil erosion control projects

In the area of stormwater management, the State has dispersed grant monies to

. the local jurdictions so that they can implement their stormwater management

programs.

In the area of sediment control, the State has hired a number of sediment and erosion

control inspectors and they are pursuing enforcement in the counties in which the

State has responsibility. Nine of the counties are undertaking their own sediment

control enforcement and the State is currently working with the balance of them

and enforcing the State Sediment Control Regulations.

/ In the area of forest protection, twenty-eight forest management plans have been

« \( |written for a total of 2,881 acres within the Critical Area.adjacent to the

M
Cy Q . .
\T\ ay. Forested buffers have been established on 27 acres of the Critical Area.

Prepared by Helene Tenner 6/7/85




