
After a cool, wet finish to spring, we head into summer where hot, humid days will soon be upon us. The steeplechase race 
season was great fun and now farmers are in the fields, kids are out of  school, and plans for vacations are firming up. But 
there is no vacation from land use issues, and Towson has been abuzz with much-contested hearings on industrial solar 
power generating facilities – eight projects with thousands of  panels each proposed in District 3 alone. Please see the article 
inside for details on the current review of  regulations underway at the planning board, and lend your voice to the proceed-
ings if  you are so inclined.

At VPC, rural road issues are a near constant agenda item. Following two serious accidents recently in the village of  Butler, 
VPC member Michael Wharton was spurred into action. Mike took the time to contact VPC staff  to discuss his concerns, 
and then followed up with a request to District 4 State Highway Engineer, Wendy Wolcott and Baltimore County police 
officers in precincts 3 and 7. (Falls Road is the precinct dividing line, so one precinct handles northbound traffic and 
another handles southbound.) As is the case on many rural roads in the county, speed and enforcement is an issue on Falls 
Road. Mike requested that SHA review what the posted speeds should be on the stretch of  Falls Road through the village 
of  Butler and evaluate whether additional speed limit signs are warranted. There was some belief  among residents that the 
posted speed limit on Falls Road used to drop from 40 mph to 30 mph through the village, but that the signs noting the 
change have disappeared. Mike also requested an enforcement effort in the area and offered his driveway as a post for an 
officer. As a result of  Mike’s requests, SHA is conducting a review of  the corridor, including a three-year crash history, a 
speed study, and an investigation of  the posted speed limits assigned in the village of  Butler. There was also an enforce-
ment effort for several days on Butler, Falls, and Western Run roads.

VPC has had discussions and meetings with many members in recent years who are seeking ways to slow traffic on both 
state and county rural roads. There is generally scant enforcement in the rural area, and drivers have grown accustomed to 
driving as fast as they can, and if  caught behind someone observing the speed limit, will often pass on double yellow lines. 

Baltimore County is unusual in that there are no incorporated towns 
and thus no local police forces. Everything falls to the county 
police, and they are stretched thin, and enforcement is not easy in the 
large area outside the urban rural demarcation line. Some residents 
have suggested using speed cameras as a viable enforcement tool, but, 
at present, state law allows cameras to be used only in school zones. 

We look forward to reviewing the results of  SHA’s traffic study and 
working jointly with Mike and other residents to improve safety along 
Falls Road and other heavily travelled corridors where speed is an issue. 
We would be interested in members’ thoughts on the possible use of  
speed cameras in certain locations or other ideas for increased enforce-
ment.

Looking ahead, we are all eager to see the results of  the primary elec-
tion. VPC participated in events to vet candidates for county executive 
and county council, and a recap of  all candidates running in VPC’s 
territory is included in this issue. Please get out to vote on the 26th if  
you haven’t already.
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Falls Road corridor through village of  Butler. 
Photo courtesy of  Mike Wharton.



Where Have All the Ash Trees Gone?
Ash trees are a native hardwood species to Maryland and, according to Colleen Kenny, with the Maryland Depart-
ment of  Natural Resources (DNR), represent about 2% of  the total volume of  trees in the state. Some areas, however, 
have a much higher density of  ash trees, including areas along the Gunpowder River here in Baltimore County. The 
Baltimore metropolitan area is estimated to have over five million ash trees. The Maryland Department of  Agriculture 
identified ash as the most common tree in Baltimore representing more than 10% of  all city trees.

The emerald ash borer, an invasive pest from Asia, is now well-established in Maryland and wreaking havoc. Millions 
of  infected ash trees have died in the U.S. since the exotic beetle first appeared in 2002. The infestation of  a tree is 
often hard to detect at first, but trees can die within three years of  infestation. The upper third of  the tree will 
generally start to die first. The destruction starts when a female lays its eggs on the outer bark. Hatched larvae then 
bore into the tree and begin feeding beneath the bark and interrupt the normal food and water movement in the tree, 
starving it. 

This invasive beetle is spreading fast in Baltimore County, and without chemical treatment, ash trees are doomed. 
Treatment of  healthy trees can save them. DNR’s Kenny recommends stem injection with emamectin benzoate (one 
of  the common brand names is Tree-Age). This treatment must be performed by a licensed pesticide applicator before 
the ash tree has lost up to 30% of  its foliage due to infestation. If  it has gone beyond 30%, it is often too late to save 
the tree. She also had two warnings for residents: 1) Healthy ash trees should be treated immediately. Don’t wait for 
signs of  infestation or dieback; and 2) Ash trees that become infested have a tendency to become brittle and snap, 
which can be a safety concern for trees growing near homes and walkways, and also makes it difficult and more costly 
for tree companies to remove, as they cannot be safely climbed. So if  treatment is not planned, it may be best to go 
ahead and remove any ash tree.
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Ash trees, planted along Tufton Avenue by G. Bernard Fenwick in 
1939, were removed earlier this year due to infestation of  the emerald 

ash borer. The trees were removed by BGE for safety reasons.

Two ash trees on the farm of  Rob and Julie Deford in 
Sparks: one chemically treated to save and one dead from 

the emerald ash borer.

Healthy, treated 
ash tree

Dead, infected 
ash tree
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Save our Trees 
Make your Trees the DE-VINE Trees of  Maryland

by Zoh Hieronimus

Drive through any neighborhood or along our public byways and 
you will see old-growth oaks, maples, evergreens and other spe-
cies, as well as young stands of  trees and bushes, being swallowed 
in various kinds of  vines. Large, vibrant trees take decades, if  not 
centuries, to grow, and the habitats they offer animals and humans 
are vital to a healthy ecosystem and increase property values.

Two readily seen strangling vines in Baltimore County are English 
ivy (Hedera helix) and Oriental bittersweet (Celastrus orbiculatus). 
Others such as Japanese honeysuckle vine, Kudzu, Mile-a-minute 
vine/devil's tear thumb, Porcelainberry and Vinca/periwinkle 
(Vinca minor) are also an issue. 

English ivy looks beautiful growing on garden walls or as controlled groundcover, but is 
lethal growing up trees and shrubbery. Left alone these vines will kill what they engulf  within 
a few years. To save our trees and shrubs, simply cut the vines at their base and the vines 
will die over time. Do not pull them out of  the tree, as the bark gets removed making the 
trees vulnerable to various diseases. Simply let the vines die, and the trees will recover. Clear 
a three-foot wide circumference on the ground around each effected specimen to prevent a 
vine’s regrowth using repeated cutting, mowing or root extraction, as appropriate to suppress 
any regrowth attempts.

The Oriental (Asiatic) bittersweet is a perennial deciduous, climbing, woody vine that can grow to lengths of  60 feet 
and up to 4 inches in diameter. Easily identifiable in winter as spindly long trailers that look like swinging vines or 
massive woody spirals around tree trunks and branches, they can girdle 
and kill large trees. When cut at their base, these vines die over the 
following few years and gradually fall out of  the trees. Dead vines can 
be disengaged (often strand by strand) or removed entirely from lower-
growing shrubbery to minimize the destructive weight on any species. 
Many parts of  remaining vines, which have become integral to the trunk 
or branch system, should be left in place. By cutting the base of  any 
vines, their immediate destructive impact can be stopped.
 
For more information on vines, visit the University of  MD extension 
service program https://extension.umd.edu/hgic/problems/invasive-
vine-groundcover-control.  

(Special thanks to our guest contributor and long-time VPC member, Zoh Hieroni-
mus. If  you have suggestions for articles for future newsletters, please contact Megan 
Billingsley (megan@thevpc.org). VPC appreciates getting and sharing news from the 
community.)
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Amendment to the 2017 Easement Table
The VPC’s March newsletter included a table of  new easements placed on Baltimore County 
properties in 2017. The table did not include information on a 63-acre property owned by 
Ann and Mike Hankin where a Maryland Environmental Trust (MET) overlay easement was 
added. (Our apologies to Mike and Ann for this omission.)

This parcel was initially put under a local conservation easement with the Land Preservation Trust (LPT) by the 
Chilimindris Family Trust in 2000, reserving the right to build one primary dwelling and one tenant house. The 
Hankins, whose farm abuts the property and is under MET easement, purchased 18 acres of  the adjacent parcel in 
2006 and purchased the remaining 45 acres in 2014. In 2017, the Hankins amended their MET easement to cover the 
additional 63 acres, eliminating the primary dwelling unit right, thereby increasing protection for natural resources 
and further reducing the development potential.

2018 Grand National Steeplechase
In a year plagued with endless winter followed by endless rain, the 116th running of  the Grand National Steeplechase 
was run on a perfect day this spring. Clear blue skies 
and sunshine greeted racers and spectators who 
brought picnics and sipped on Southsides. Senior 
Senator scored his second straight Grand National 
Steeplechase victory and the crowd was delighted by 
the spectacle. The VPC joined in the fun in an of-
ficial capacity this year, having taken over the admin-
istration of  the annual event. It is a natural pairing, 
as the races are held on properties owned by VPC 
members, the membership is in strong attendance, 
and the welcoming of  the public to enjoy an after-
noon on private property that has been permanently 
preserved under conservation easement is emblem-
atic of  VPC’s mission.

The weekend’s events kicked off  with a party on 
the eve of  the Grand National hosted by the Old 
Line Society (OLS) at the home of  VPC board 
member, Justin Batoff  and his brother Jeremy. 
This has become a much-anticipated annual event 
that brings out many revelers who enjoy discuss-
ing the possibilities of  the next day’s race. Despite 
a slight lingering chill, the partygoers, dressed in 
their spring finest, enjoyed live music with a lovely 
spread of  hors d’oeuvres and well-stocked bar. 
The VPC was once again the recipient of  the pro-
ceeds made by the event, and is very thankful to 
Justin and Jeremy Batoff, the OLS, and VPC’s Young Associ-
ates for the hard work in putting this event on. This party has 
been used as a way to introduce younger people to the impor-
tance of  VPC’s work and encourage their involvement in the 
organization. And thanks also to the OLS for allowing the use 
of  the photos at right.

Photo from the 2018 Grand National Steeplechase by Carol Fenwick
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The Valleys Planning Council held its annual meeting on May 8th and kicked off  the event with a fun candidate 
forum, Speed Dating with the Candidates. This session involved all nine county council candidates for districts two 
and three. The candidates rotated through small groups of  members and responded to a wide range of  land use ques-
tions designed to ascertain their commitment to and understanding of  land preservation, maintaining the integrity of  
the URDL, and supporting the agricultural industry. The format allowed for a more 
personal interaction between the candidates and their constituents. Across the board, 
candidates said they found VPC members to be extraordinarily engaged and well-
informed. Board members who served as group leaders did a great job of  keeping the 
discussion on track, and the small groups allowed more interaction.

The annual business meeting followed the candidate forum. The membership 
accepted the nominating committee’s recommendation of  Barbara Horneffer (photo 
at right) to the VPC board, reaffirmed the VPC’s mission statement, reviewed the 
financial position, and received an overview of  the land use issues currently on the 
VPC’s radar.

A special thanks to the board members who 
arrived early bearing beverages and decorations, as well as those who stayed late to help clean up. 
As always, the VPC team pitched in to make the meeting both informative and enjoyable.

VPC 2018 Annual Meeting
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Baltimore County Executive Candidates
Republican: Pat McDonough
  Al Redmer Jr.

Democratic: Vicki Almond
  Jim Brochin
  Kevin Marron
  Johnny Olszewski

County Council District 2 Candidates
Republican: Michael Lee

Democratic: Izzy Patoka
  Rick Yaffe
  Harlan Zinn

County Council District 3 Candidates
Republican: Ed Hale Jr.
  Wade Kach*
  Doug Zinn

Democratic: Colleen Ebacher
  Bronwyn Mitchell-Strong  

Maryland State Delegate Candidates
District 10 (three seats)
Republican: Michael Brown Sr.
  George Harman
  Matthew Kaliszak
  Brian Marcos

Democratic: Benjamin Brooks*
  Nathaniel Costley Sr.
  Jay Jalisi*
  Adrienne Jones*
  Lauren Lipscomb
  Jordan Porompyae

District 11 (three seats)
Republican: Jonathan Porter
  
Democratic: Amy Blank
  Jon Cardin
  Linda Dorsey-Walker
  Shelly Hettleman*
  Kate Skovron
  Dana Stein*

District 42B (two seats)
Republican: Raymond Boccelli
  Justin Kinsey
  Nino Mangione
  Tim Robinson
  Michele Guyton

Democratic: Sachin Hebbar
  Daniel Nemec

Maryland State Senate Candidates
District 10 (one seat)
Republican: Stephanie Boston
  
Democratic: Rob Johnson
  Delores Kelley*
  Lawrence Williams

District 11 (one seat)
Democratic: Sheldon Laskin
  Bobby Zirkin*

District 42 (one seat)
Republican: Chris West

Democratic: Robbie Leonard
  Gretchen Maneval

Primary Election Day - June 26, 2018
Anyone who has not taken advantage of  early voting is encouraged to vote on Tuesday, June 26, 2018. 

The candidates for seats within VPC’s territory are listed below. (* = incumbent)

  V O T E
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Baltimore County Councilmanic Districts Baltimore County State Legislative Districts

Summer Fun at the Ag Center 
Agriculture Here and Now

Summer Camp Offered by the Maryland Agricultural Resource Council

The Maryland Agricultural Resource Council (MARC) is sponsoring a great summer camp for kids between 
the ages of  8 and 12. There are two five-day sessions offered: Session 1 is July 30 through August 3 and Ses-
sion 2 is August 6 through August 10. Both sessions run from 9 a.m. to 3 p.m. The fee is $260 for one child 
and $230 for an additional child. The price includes a T-shirt, snacks and materials. The camp provides a 
fun and valuable farm experience that introduces kids to planting and harvesting vegetables, raising bees and 
honey, feeding and caring for animals, as well as conservation and resource preservation. Interested campers 
must be enrolled by July 7th. For more information, please visit www.marylandagriculture.org/summer-camp.

Family Farm Day - September 23, 2018

MARC is also busy planning for the annual Family Farm Day coming up in late September. Mark your calen-
dar and make plans to join in the one-day festival and enjoy food, music, exhibits, tractor rides, vendors, and 
educational programs. Tickets are $20 per car load. For more information and tickets, please visit 
www.marylandagriculture.org/family-farm-day.

Find
Your 

Districts
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In my continued quest to meet all of  the board members, I recently spent time 
with Barbie Horneffer, who took me on a lovely tour of  her farm. Barbie has long 
been engaged with VPC, with a previous stint as a board member under her belt, 
and long-time art show committee member, she rejoined the board this year. When 
I arrived at her farm, Barbie was holding a small branch from a mystery plant and 
had cracked open a field guide in an effort to identify the plant. As I would soon see 
first-hand, not many plants on the property stay unidentified for long.  

We hopped into the 4x4 and took off  down one of  the many fox hunting trails in 
pursuit of  an elderberry bush Barbie had seen on her ride the previous day. Last 
year, she had made an elderberry flower tonic and is eager to repeat again this year.  
Along the route to the elderberry bush, we spotted a number of  local and invasive 
plant species. 

The lovely, native, blue-eyed grass delicately delineated the edge of  the pasture as we en-
tered the woods. Just after we entered the woods, Barbie pointed out the multiflora rose, 
originally encouraged for hedges and erosion control in the mid-20th century, which has 
earned its spot on the invasives list by quickly overrunning pastures, lowering crop yields, 
and creating dense thickets. Once we reached the pasture containing the elderflower bush, 
it became very apparent how vigorously the multiflora rose reproduces, and after a few 
minutes of  searching, we finally located the elderflower almost completely overgrown 
with multiflora rose.

Elderflower relocated, we set off  once again, this time in a slightly more explorative ram-
ble with Barbie pointing out the tulip poplar, blackberry, wineberry, and mountain laurel 
plants on our way to some of  her favorites, the showy orchid and lady slipper orchid.  
Prior to our excursion, I had no idea there were native orchids in Maryland, and while I 
missed peak bloom for both, I loved seeing these flowers in their native environment.

Unfortunately, it’s not just the leafy invasives that folks in the county are worrying 
about, the deer and coyotes have moved in, poaching chickens and decimating local 
flora. Barbie mentioned that the lady slipper orchid used to cover the hillside, but since 
the deer have been back in greater numbers, she has only seen the orchid on very steep 
hills where deer have a hard time stopping for a snack.

When I asked Barbie what she’s most looking forward to in the coming summer she 
said it is seeing the trailing arbutus, a small ground flower with a fantastic floral scent, 
butterfly weed, and the white turtlehead, a breeding place for the Baltimore checkered 
spot butterfly. She also said that the chanterelles come up in July after a hot spell fol-
lowed by some rain, but, if  you pick them, go with someone who knows what to look for and please don’t eat 
strange mushrooms as they can be poisonous. 

If  you are interested in learning more about the history of  botany, Barbie recommended The Brother Gardeners: Botany, 
Empire, and the Birth of  an Obsession by Andrea Wulf, which shares, among others, the story of  how the tulip poplar 
came to Europe from the Americas.

A Board Member’s Passion
by Megan Billingsley

Multiflora Rose

Mountain Laurel



The Newsletter of THE VALLEYS PLANNING COUNCIL INC.June 2018

9

Farmers and Community Leaders Speak Loud and Clear on Solar

In early June, the Baltimore County Planning Board held a public hearing on regulations 
passed by the County Council last summer that allowed up to 10 industrial/commercial 
solar power generation facilities in each of  the county’s seven districts. The legislation 
included a requirement for the Planning Department to study the impact of  solar devel-
opment in the following year and make a recommendation to the Planning Board on any 
proposed changes to the legislation to the County Council.

Valleys Planning Council (VPC) attended two meetings in April and May discussing the 
impact of  the legislation with the Planning Department, a process that included several 
other stakeholders, and resulted in a summary of  recommendations for the Planning 
Board to consider. Although supportive of  renewable energy policies, the VPC, Farm 
Bureau, and many north county community groups have long had concerns 
about the wisdom of  allowing this land-intensive use in the agricultural zones. 
The heart of  the argument is that crops can only be raised on a finite supply 
of  land with good soils, whereas large solar arrays can be located on a variety 
of  lands, including some lands that are spoiled or contaminated, parking lots 
and rooftops, closed landfills, etc.

The Planning Board’s public hearing was well attended by community groups 
from across the county, almost uniformly opposed to placing solar facilities on 
prime and productive agricultural lands.  Led by the Valleys Planning Council, 
Sparks-Glencoe Community Planning Group, and the North County Com-
munity Group, passionate community members put forward the case in favor 
of  a comprehensive siting plan for solar development in the county that would 
limit the solar installations on prime and productive soils. While the opposition 
to the industrial solar applicants have delayed the installation of  any projects 
during this first year, it was clear that the new regulations did nothing to steer applicants to the most desirable areas 
for this use, instead, sending them flocking to farmland. While the county’s regulations allow this new use by special 
exception in all resource conservation, business and manufacturing zones, all of  the special exception applications 
have been for RC zones, most of  them in district 3.

Throughout the hearing, the community representatives raised issues of  long-term food security, concerns about 
permanent damage to the equine and agricultural economies, and conveyed an overall sense of  frustration by being 
left out of  the legislative decision-making and development review processes.  

While many Planning Board hearings challenge participants to stay focused, this particular gathering, despite the sti-
fling room temperature and delayed start, was an engaging exchange of  ideas that left both board members and the 
community energized. Following the hearing, many board members discussed what they had heard with each other 
and with participants and observers in the room, leaving one board member to say, “It’s obvious to me that we still 
have a lot we need to learn about this issue.”

The planning board will hold further discussion on their recommendations at the regular meeting on June 21, fol-
lowed by a vote on recommendations to the County Council. It is not clear when the council will take further action 
on the matter. A summary of  key points made by those testifying in favor of  amending the regulations to curb or 
prohibit this use on productive farmland is provided on the following pages.

The American Farmland Trust has a 
new report, Farms Under Threat, that 
makes a compelling case to increase 

efforts to protect productive farmland, 
and provides updated figures on the 
stunning loss of  agricultural land.
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Review Committee Makeup and Study of  Bill 37-17 Both Deficient

• Two meetings of  the committee were not sufficient to review this complex issue.
• There was scant representation of  the farm/rural community on the committee and an abundance of  solar 

company reps.
• Many of  the committee members did not live in Baltimore County (Sierra Club members were from the City 

and Solar Company reps were from various areas); and there was not representation from each district.
• There were no solar projects completed to allow for evaluation.
• There was no attempt at research on the amount of  solar needed, the optimum sites to accommodate solar, 

or evaluation of  grid capacity.
• County Council foisted this ill-considered use on the community.

Economics Should be Researched

• Value of  SRECs (solar renewable energy credit) has dropped from $100/SREC to $5/SREC – making solar a 
risky investment.

• Under 37-17, all the financial benefit is going to the solar companies, who are taking advantage of  the cheap-
est land and government subsidies, and a few landowners; analysis of  projects that can lower energy costs for 
county facilities and/or the immediate community is needed.

• Out-of-state solar companies (“carpetbaggers”) are swooping in and making a killing.
• Horse industry and ag industry are major economic drivers in Maryland and Baltimore County; outrageous to 

jeopardize these industries by making hasty and ill-informed decisions on regulatory changes to the area that 
supports them and without the consultation of  those major stakeholders.

• The county has spent millions of  dollars to preserve ag land and landowners have given up development 
rights and accepted restrictive zoning – all to be sacrificed for a non-productive ag use.

• Solar industry provides temporary jobs and then limited full-time jobs for persons to check on solar facility 
as compared to a farm that employs on average one person per quarter acre year round and more in growing 
seasons.

• Farmers can’t compete with solar companies for leased land. Farmers can barely afford to pay $200/acre, 
whereas solar companies are offering $1,000-$3,000/acre. 

Industry and Individual Company Viability

• Industry is heavily subsidized and may suffer major changes if  subsidies decline or expire.
• Technology advances are rapid and could make large industrial solar arrays obsolete before the end of  the 25-

year leases.
• Solar companies set up LLCs for each project, causing uncertainty in any long-term commitment or responsi-

bility. Parent companies are distancing themselves from long-term responsibility. 
• Solar companies prefer long-term leases to buying the land, an indication that they are not in this for a perma-

nent or possibly even long-term commitment.
• Baltimore County rural residents/farmers are being penalized by those wanting to make a fast buck.

Key Points in Testimony By Residents Opposed to Industrial Solar on Farm Land



The Newsletter of THE VALLEYS PLANNING COUNCIL INC.June 2018

11

Common Sense

Prime soils should be the last choice for industrial solar, not the first choice. While we want renewable energy and 
productive farms – it shouldn’t be a choice. We can have both. But growing food can only be accomplished on areas 
with good soil with the right climate. Solar arrays can go many places, and can enhance land that is unsuitable for 
other purposes.

• Bill 37-17 allows solar companies to cherry pick the sites that are easiest and most profitable for their needs. 

• The issue is not whether solar energy production should be supported, it is WHERE it should be directed/lo-
cated. 

• The grid capacity is a great unknown and essential component:

• Closed landfills, brownfields, parking lots, rooftops, and other built areas that can be enhanced by solar panels 
should be evaluated as FIRST choice for industrial solar, followed by areas zoned for commercial/industrial.

o	 Commercial/industrial areas can be reclaimed for that use in 25 years easier than an ag area, which 
will have to recondition soil (and loss of  leased land may result in fewer farmers in the long run).

Insufficient Understanding of  Environmental and Soil Impacts

• The impacts of  stormwater runoff  are under-estimated because the regulations only consider the area disturbed 
for the support poles, not the area under the panels. Studies show an increase in temperature associated with 
large panel arrays.

Proposed Changes/Improvements

• Prohibit industrial solar on RC land, in Rural Legacy Areas, on Scenic Roads – similar to Harford, Carroll, and 
Montgomery counties.

• Put a moratorium on community solar while a comprehensive study is conducted. The study should seek: to:
o	 Balance the need for renewable energy with our need to preserve the finite supply of  prime ag land.
o	 Identify sites that can be enhanced through commercial solar use.
o	 Develop siting criteria for the most efficient use of  the electric grid.
o	 Channel benefits of  solar power to the county or immediate community.
o	 Streamline the approval process for solar companies choosing preferred sites.
o	 Generate community goodwill and buy-in for solar projects.

o	 RC zones were designed to protect our best resource and ag land from sprawl and opportunistic 
development. Why should industrial solar get a pass?

o	 Maryland license plate: “Our Family, Our Farms” – we are literally giving away the farm.

o	 Many lines cannot accommodate the 2 MW limit and solar companies are not advised of  the avail-
able capacity until the project is approved and ready to connect.

o	 Other users in the vicinity can be blocked from putting solar on their homes/farms once a nearby 
project has used available capacity on the line.

o	 Some areas have better access to more capacity and should be prioritized.

Key Points in Testimony By Residents Opposed to Industrial Solar on Farm Land
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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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Mary Louise Foster

Lucy Goelet

Ann Green

Edward Halle Jr.

Douglas Hamilton Jr.

Barbie Horneffer

Ann Whitman Hurd

Henry Jenkins *

Don Kirson*

Martha Lessner

George Mahoney

Michael McGonigle

Paul G. Miller

Caroline Montague *

Meriwether Morris

Foster Nichols Jr.

Achsah O’Donovan

Neill Peck

Gail Riepe

Deborah Rosenberg

Lewis Scharff

Claudia Vieth

Elizabeth Wilmerding *

Paul Wooden Jr.

Ned Worthington IV

* Executive Committee
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