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We find ourselves closing in on the final days of  another year, and once again, we realize how grateful we our to our members. Thanks 
to you, we were able to add more land to the preservation rolls and keep development in the rural area at a level commensurate with 
the limited infrastructure. In conjunction with other hard working groups in the north county, we have contested eight industrial solar 
power generation plants in the third district in an effort to preserve the best soils for productive agricultural uses, as intended for the 
county’s Agricultural Priority Preservation area. As a result of  the Baltimore County Planning Board’s recommendations to the county 
council, it is hoped that regulations will be amended to prohibit this use on prime soils. We are working with county council members 
on ways to improve the solar law and achieve the optimum siting for solar that 
will make us a leader in renewable energy without sacrificing our best soils.

It is a time of  transition for the county as a new administration takes the reins. 
The county council has one new member, Izzy Patoka, who will replace Vicki 
Almond as the representative for District 2. Wade Kach remains our District 3 
representative. The new council held its first meeting on December 3 and were 
greeted by new county executive John Olszewski Jr. The group got off  to a 
friendly start, but all acknowledge there are tough decisions ahead. VPC is pleased 
to have a seat at the table on the county executive’s transition team, and we hope 
his promise of  an inclusive and transparent bureaucracy will take root and provide 
a meaningful role for community groups in relevant county processes. During 
the campaign and in the initial transition process, county executive Olszewski  
identified the need to increase land preservation funding, protect waterways, and 
prevent over development as well as make significant improvements to public 
schools.

The VPC leadership greatly appreciates the members of  our board and their 
outstanding contributions of  time, ideas, and financial support and wishes to 
thank all our members who support the VPC cause and help stay the course. We 
especially want to recognize all those who helped make the Worthington Roundabout a reality. We received a $3,500 Clean Up and 
Green Up grant from the state to do some additional landscaping at the site and are still hoping to raise the last $20,000 in funds that 
VPC committed to in order to leverage the state and county dollars to build the roundabout. It’s that time of  year when we ask our 
members to consider all that VPC does and to remember that much of  VPC’s success is evidenced by what you don’t see happen! An-
nual gifts are what cover our operating expenses, so that is the most important contribution, but additional gifts to the roundabout or 
special projects are greatly appreciated.

Panoramic shot of  a preserved farm in Upperco (photo courtesy of  Kevin B. Moore)

Above, the newly elected Baltimore County Council conducts its 
first session on December 4, 2018. Inset photo shows County 
Executive John Olszewski, Jr., who made a guest appearance at the 
council’s first meeting.
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Planning Board Recommends Prohibiting Commercial Solar on Prime Farmland
Following a lively public hearing in late summer, the Baltimore County Planning Board issued recommendations to the county 
council regarding changes to the existing regulations for industrial/commercial solar facilities. Constituents were gratified to have 
their expressed concerns taken to heart and especially glad to see the planning board recommend that regulations be changed to 
prohibit solar facilites on prime and productive soils and better protect scenic roads and views. 

While transitioning to renewable energy is a well-supported goal, in the case of  solar energy, many states and counties are finding 
that a lack of  planning combined with substantial incentives is causing this new land use to put prime farm land at risk. This is 
creating confusing policy battles and opposition that can be overcome with site planning and tailoring of  incentives that will guide 
solar projects to the areas with the most benefits and least conflicts. County and state legislators are looking for ways to achieve 
the best outcome considering the issues an challenges described below.

Developer-owned Solar Targets Baltimore County Farmland
In an effort to increase the amount of  renewable energy, the Maryland Public Service Commission adopted regulations for a 
three-year community solar pilot program in Maryland. Four regional utilities now offer opportunities for solar developers to 
apply for large, industrial projects generating up to two mega watts of  power. BGE’s service territory covers 2,300 square miles 
and includes Baltimore City and all or part of  10 Maryland counties. Anne Arundel, Carroll, Harford, and Montgomery counties 
all prohibit industrial solar on prime farmland, but Baltimore County does not. Out of  26 community solar projects in the BGE 
region, 15 are in Baltimore County on land zoned Resource Conservation. Most of  the projects target parcels with prime and 
productive soils and along scenic roads. Because other counties in our region have included better protection for prime farmland 
in solar regulations, Baltimore County has far more applicants. 

The term “community solar” is a bit of  a misnomer. While the program is designed to provide access to solar-generated power 
to those without the ability to put in individual systems on their homes, hence the term “community,” the community’s main role 
is to be a subscriber that helps pay for the large systems installed by developers, often on farmland. The tax credits and most of  
the profit for selling the solar-generated power go to the developers, while subscribers get about 
a $5-per-month initial reduction on their electric bill. Without regulations or incentives to guide 
these developers to areas where it would be overall more beneficial to the public, the siting is 
strictly profit driven, and, like any developer, the preference is to go for raw, flat land. Due to 
generous tax incentives aimed at encouraging a move towards clean energy, we are subsidizing 
the loss of  a finite and vital resource, our prime farmland.

Status of  Solar Power in Baltimore County
New county executive John Olszewski, Jr., has a strong environmental platform, including setting 
a timeline for the county to achieve 100% renewable energy. That is a great goal but needs to be 
more fully defined. As stated previously, an increase in solar energy production must be accom-
panied by the planning necessary to align the shift with grid capacity and establish guidelines 
and incentives that direct solar facilities to the most beneficial areas. Residents receive the most 
financial benefits from projects where they own the solar panels, and residential solar projects 
also create the most jobs. Solar panel arrays are one of  the few ways to give new life to unused or 
underutilized lands such as closed landfills and brownfields. 

Solar panels can also be co-located on parking lots, commercial rooftops, schools and 
other institutional uses. In some cases, solar panels on farms make sense, particularly 
when they are on barn roofs, paired with existing ag uses, or placed on lower-quality 
soils and used to provide power to the farm. According to PJM’s Generation At-
tribute Tracking System (GATS), at present, Baltimore County ranks fifth in the 
state for solar power generation, with over 6,000 projects generating 80 mega watts 
of  power. This amount will need to increase dramatically to reach established state 
goals, and in order to contribute substantially to a transition to renewable energy, the 
county will need advanced technology, incentives, and regulation updates in addition 
to the planning needed to find the best places to accommodate solar. 

Above are two examples of  optimum solar siting: 
top photo shows solar panels placed on a closed 

landfill, and the bottom photo shows solar panels 
over a parking lot.
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Just What is Prime Farmland?
An exerpt from the USDA’s Natural Resource Conservation Service webpage

Prime farmland is of  major importance in meeting the nation’s short- and long-range needs for food and fiber. Because the sup-
ply of  high-quality farmland is limited, the U.S. Department of  Agriculture recognizes that responsible levels of  government, as 
well as individuals, should encourage and facilitate the wise use of  our nation’s prime farmland.

Prime farmland, as defined by the U.S. Department of  Agriculture, is land that has the best combination of  physical and chemical 
characteristics for producing food, feed, forage, fiber, and oilseed crops and is available for these uses. It could be cultivated land, 
pastureland, forestland, or other land, but it is not urban or built-up land or water areas. 

The soil quality, growing season, and moisture supply are those needed for the soil to economically produce sustained high yields 
of  crops when proper management, including water management, and acceptable farming methods are applied. In general, 
prime farmland has an adequate and dependable supply of  moisture from precipitation or irrigation, a favorable temperature and 
growing season, acceptable acidity or alkalinity, an acceptable salt and sodium content, and few or no rocks. The water supply 
is dependable and of  adequate quality. Prime farmland is permeable to water and air. It is not excessively erodible or saturated 
with water for long periods, and it either is not frequently flooded during the growing season or is protected from flooding. Slope 
ranges mainly from 0 to 6 percent. 

A recent trend in land use in some areas has been the loss of  some prime farmland to industrial and urban uses. The loss of  
prime farmland to other uses puts pressure on marginal lands, which generally are more erodible, droughty, and less productive 
and cannot be easily cultivated.

Source: https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcseprd1338623.html

The Importance of  Baltimore County’s Prime Soils Highlighted in Testimony on Industrial Solar
On day four of  the special exception hearing for an industrial solar facility on Freeland Road before the Baltimore 
County Board of  Appeals, Baltimore County Peoples Counsel, Peter Zimmerman, called on Paul Soloman, a local 
planning and zoning expert, to discuss the significance of  prime and productive soils. To date, none of  the industrial 
solar project applicants have bothered to address impacts to prime soils and the ag industry in their site selection or 
project configuration. Community groups have challenged projects in the north county that propose to place arrays 
of  8,000 to 10,000 panels on the county’s best and most productive soils. Mr. Soloman, who is also a local farmer and 
graduate of  the Penn State College of  Agriculture, explained to the board that northern Baltimore County is part of  
a region that is nationally significant for its outstanding soil quality and suitable climate for agriculture. He went on to 
opine that the Freeland Road site chosen for a large panel array is simply “the best of  the best” when it comes to agri-
cultural land. The Glenelg soil classifications on the property are scarce and of  the very highest quality.

Recent studies by American Farmland Trust and the World Resources Institute point to the importance of  prime soils 
in providing adequate food supplies in the future. Worldwide, the global population is expected to grow from 7 billion 
to 9.8 billion by 2050. In short, the most productive soils will be desperately needed and required to produce much 
more than they are currently providing. Baltimore County’s Agricultural Preservation Priority Area is increasingly more 
important for future food security.

Panoramic shot of  the Freeland Road farm where a proposed commercial solar array would utilize the best soils. 
Photo courtesy of  Lynne Jones, President of  the Sparks-Glencoe Community Planning Council
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A Profile of  VPC Board Member Ann Hurd
by Megan Billingsley

I sat down with Ann Whitman Hurd for coffee the other 
day; she’s my latest volunteer in the “Meet the Board” series. 
We had a wide-ranging conversation discussing everything 
from her experiences living abroad, to moving back to 
Baltimore and her engagement with the VPC. I started my 
research for this conversation like I do most things in life, 
checking the Googles…  from this, I learned that Ann’s 
wedding announcement had been in the New York Times, and 
she has not one, but two secret identities. For a woman who 
comes across as very low key, I was positively giddy at the 
opportunity to find out more about her (and her alter-egos).

When we sat down, I immediately asked her about “Melissa Cleary” and “Kate Morgan.”  Ann 
laughed and asked how I had found out about them. I’m fairly certain I gave her a look, possibly 
accompanied by an eye roll, that as a middle-school teacher she is very familiar with, “um, the 
Googles,” I said. 

After some years as an editor of  natural history and gardening books, writing was something 
Ann sort of  fell into, and while she enjoyed writing little-old-lady mysteries, and another series 
about a young professor and her dog, the entertaining bit in recollecting this period of  her life 
was the transcontinental writing and editing process.  At this point, Ann and her husband, David, 
were living in Chile, and these were the days before the internet and email, so writing meant 
sending a hard copy stack of  paper to New York for editing. The New York editor, with almost 
no turn-around time for revising the manuscripts, and the tiresome uncertainty of  the interna-
tional mail, pretty much just went ahead and published Ann’s first drafts. This hands-off  editorial approach might 
have sped up Ann’s transition from writing to teaching.

Living in Chile proved to be one of  the major influences in Ann’s interest in land preservation. She and her family 
were living there when Douglas Tompkins, co-founder of  North Face, made some of  his initial purchases in Chil-
ean Patagonia with the intent to preserve that land from development. Ann recalls the puzzlement, suspicion and 
anger directed towards Tompkins, from both ordinary citizens and industry leaders; the purchase of  so much land 
by a foreigner, it was reasoned, must have some dark motive beyond philanthropic preservation. In retrospect, many 
Chileans have acknowledged that Tompkins’ actions raised the profile of  that area and encouraged eco-tourism in a 
region that eventually became part of  the largest national park in South America.

After Chile, the Hurds made brief  stops in Brazil and Baltimore before moving on to Asia. During two years in 
Hong Kong - whose picturesque landscape masks an almost total lack of  horizontal open space - their children 
attended the only school on Hong Kong Island that had an actual outdoor playing field for sports. Because open 
space is at a premium in Hong Kong, every square centimeter is prized. The family then moved on to “China 
proper,” and encountered a very different experience in land use planning - an apparent total lack of  forethought for 
the development of  extensive, flat, wide-open countryside. When they arrived, they lived in Shunyi, a small farming 
village outside of  Beijing, where expatriates occupied a couple of  small housing complexes near the two internation-
al schools, and a tiny grocery occasionally answered cravings for Triscuits or Cheerios.  (continued on page 5)

Ann and David Hurd at the Great Wall of  China
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In the nine years they lived there, they experienced the consequences of  unmanaged urban sprawl, transforming their 
area from a place where flocks of  sheep had wandered freely, and local farmers dried their corn harvest on a little-
used road, to a crowded suburban neighborhood with enormous apartment buildings, hotels, shopping centers, a 
massive convention center, and a Sargasso Sea of  vehicular traffic.

When I asked Ann about their transition back to the United States, she recalled originally being surprised when her 
husband suggested Baltimore - but “out in the country.” To her mind, “the country” meant a twenty-minute drive 
from town - she was astonished by the development that had overtaken areas that, in her childhood, had been ru-
ral. As for how she became involved with the VPC, after living abroad and seeing the consequences of  a lack of  
planning, it was a no-brainer to get involved with an organization working to preserve the valleys. On Ann’s future 
agenda… finding ways to get young people more engaged with the work of  the VPC and land preservation more 
broadly. We are in whole-hearted support!

Series of  photos illustrating the rapid transformation of  a rural road in Beijing to an urban street.

Development and Land Use Issues Update

• An appeal of  the Associated Jewish Charities proposed major subdivision at Associated Way and Garrison 
Forest Road will be heard by the Maryland Court of  Special Appeals on January 2, 2019. This development has 
been adamantly opposed by the Greater Greenspring Association and the VPC due to the overall intensity of  the 
site, which also contains the Jewish Community Center and Weinberg Village senior living apartments.

• Ten single-family homes are proposed for a 20-acre wooded lot at 1721 Broadway Road; at the December com-
munity input meeting, residents expressed concerns about existing stormwater runoff  problems and extreme 
traffic issues.

• An appeal of  the decision prohibiting the proposed four-lot development on the historic Stemmer House prop-
erty on Caves Road will be heard by the Maryland Court of  Special Appeals in early 2019. In a prior decision, the 
Circuit Court for Baltimore County agreed with VPC attorney Michael McCann’s assertion that the project had 
already been denied in 2004 and that the case was barred under the doctrine of  collateral estoppel. The developer 
appealed that decision.

• Two bridge replacements on Butler Road, one over Piney Run near Dover Road and one near Mantua Mill 
Road over McGill Run, are now postponed. Significant repairs were made to the McGill Run bridge allowing for 
a delay in replacement. SHA is working on a hydraulics and hydrology study for the bridge over Piney Run, which 
will take one to two years to complete. Once the study for Piney Run is complete, SHA will revisit the needs and 
schedule for both structures.
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Trout Restoration Project to Help the Jones Falls
by Jeremy Koser and Mike Galvin, JMT
 
Johnson, Mirmiran &  Thompson (JMT) is planning a significant environmental restoration project for the Greenspring Valley 
in 2019. The project, located at the southwest corner of  Greenspring Valley Road and Park Heights Avenue, will restore ap-
proximately 8,400 feet of  the Jones Falls and its smaller tributaries and restore approximately 18 acres of  high quality wetlands, 
as well as add an additional 5 acres of  forest and warm-season grassland habitats. The project will also include the addition 
of  a conservation easement which will protect those restored portions of  the property from development, as well as preserve 
prime trout spawning habitats in perpetuity. The conservation easement will cover an approximately 40-acre footprint.
 
Doug Nelson, Secretary for the Eccleston Land Company, who owns the property, said “As stewards of  the Eccleston prop-
erty, we are excited about the opportunity to take part in restoring a unique wetland ecosystem.” He then said “We have always 
been focused on the preservation of  open land in an increasingly developed suburban landscape. This project allows us to take 
the further step of  actually improving the open land and by extension, the surrounding ecosystem.”
 
The project reverses impacts from the former dairy operation, removing trenches, a dam, piping, and a former waterworks 
which was dewatering several thousand feet of  stream on the site and preventing fish from accessing further upstream. “In 15 
years of  restoring trout streams, I’ve never been more excited about the restoration potential at a site” said Jim Morris, JMT’s 
director of  restoration design and policy. “The improvements we make here will have a positive impact in the watershed for 
generations to come on an important resource in Baltimore County.” The Jones Falls is one of  the few Maryland natural repro-
ducing brown trout (Salmo trutta) streams and the only stream which has the potential to allow trout inside the Baltimore City 
limits. Brown trout require cold, clean water for their lifecycle, and are an imperiled species due to loss of  habitat, watershed 
pollution, urban development, and climate change.
 
The project has required extensive state and federal agency coordination, and has included outreach with local stakeholder 
organizations, like Trout Unlimited (TU). The conservation committee of  the Maryland Chapter of  TU is actively involved in 
reviewing the plans for the project. In addition, the Maryland chapter coordinates closely with the regulatory agencies to en-
sure the protection and, ideally, enhancement of  the trout and trout habitat. TU is a national organization with about 300,000 
members and supporters organized into over 400 chapters and councils from Maine to Montana to Alaska. This dedicated 
grassroots army is matched by a respected staff  of  lawyers, policy experts and scientists who work out of  more than 30 offices 
nationwide. These conservation professionals ensure that TU is at the forefront of  fisheries restoration work at the local, state 
and national levels.

 
A section of  showing extensive streambank erosion A dam along the stream that will be removed
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The project has extensive biological goals, setting it apart from the typical pollution-prevention projects conducted by the county 
and state in the area to meet state and federal Chesapeake Bay restoration goals. “We’re committing to goals and management 
practices in perpetuity, which should enable the natural reproduction of  brown trout even in the face of  watershed and climactic 
pressures.” Morris emphasized. “Although removal of  sediment and nutrient pollution from eroding stream banks is a goal of  the 
project, the bar for success is set strictly on higher biological results. If  the trout don’t like it, the project won’t be considered a 
success.”
 
Construction for the project is tentatively scheduled for the summer of  2019, with scientific studies continuing on an ongoing 
basis. These studies include monitoring of  the stream temperature, and also biological monitoring of  what lives in the wetlands 
and streams. These studies will continue for approximately 7-10 years following construction. “People shouldn’t be alarmed to see 
folks in orange vests out on the site,” Morris stated. “It takes a lot of  study and effort on the site, as well as by our team back in 
the office, to make projects like this happen.”
 
Construction will be conducted by a qualified contractor, skilled in stream and wetland restoration and supervised by JMT. It will 
include grading, earthwork, re-shaping and relocating the stream, as well as creating wetland features, placing woody debris for 
habitat, removing invasive plant species, and an extensive planting plan of  trees, shrubs, and species specific for promoting native 
pollinators throughout the year. Although extensive construction is planned at the site, with a vigorous planting plan it shouldn’t 
be disturbed for long. The goal of  such plantings is to ensure that something is blooming for pollinator foraging throughout the 
growing season, and other species are planted which have hollow or pithy stems, ideal for certain pollinators to use for rearing 
young or hibernation through the winter. Other plantings will re-establish riparian canopy cover, much of  which has been lost 
through the devastating impact of  emerald ash borer (Agrilus planipennis) on the native green ash (Fraxinus pennsylvanica) trees. Trees 
will be planted which are more resilient and not impacted by the borer.
 
The project is privately funded. Stream and wetland credits from the project will be sold as offsets as part of  the state and federal 
Compensatory Mitigation Regulations, which require roads, highways, and other projects that impact resources to restore those 
resources elsewhere. Mitigation banking is the preferred means of  replacing these resources due to the high standards for restora-
tion, as well as the resources being restored prior to any impacts. The project is anticipated to have a positive economic impact 
to the area, utilizing local suppliers for materials and labor as well as contributing tax revenue. It should also have aesthetic value, 
removing eroding stream banks, removing unsightly invasive vegetation, and replacing these features with attractive native plants, 
and a mixture of  wetland types including open water.
 
Anyone with questions about the project can reach the business manager for the project, Mr. Jim Morris, at JMT by calling 
443-662-4354 or emailing jmorris@jmt.com. 
 

VPC received a $3,500 Clean Up and 
Green Up grant from the Maryland Envi-
ronmental Trust to beautify the Worthing-
ton Roundabout. Funds were spent to hire a 
landscaping company to fill in rutted areas, 
re-seed grass in bare spots, and add Shenan-
doah grasses. It is hoped that the tall grasses 
will, in addition to making the area more at-
tractive, make the new road alignment/curve 
more obvious so that motorists travel a bit 

slower and don’t veer onto the soft shoulder. 
This will look great come spring!

Worthington Roundabout Gets Spruced Up Thanks to Grant from MET

mailto:jmorris@jmt.com


Yes, I want to protect Baltimore County’s agricultural, natural, 
historic, and scenic resources, and work to promote a balanced 

and rational use of the land for the benefit of present and future 
generations by becoming a VPC member at the following level:

  Executive ($10,000 & above)
  Steward ($5,000 to $9,999)
  Guardian ( $2,500 to $4,999)
  Preservationist ($1,500 to $2,499)
  Conservator ($500 to $1,499)
  Advocate ($150 to $499)
  Supporter (up to $149)

      Young Associate (up to $50)
 
Name____________________________________________________
Address__________________________________________________
_________________________________________________________
City/State/Zip______________________________________________
Phone____________________ email___________________________ 
  

The Valleys Planning Council Inc.
P.O. Box 5402, Towson, MD 21285-5402

410-337-6877    www.thevpc.org

The Valleys Planning 
Council is a 501 (c) (3)

tax-exempt 
organization.

Your donation is tax 
deductible to the fullest

extent allowed.
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