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Odenton Town Center Advisory Committee 

Western District Police Station 

8273 Telegraph Road, Odenton, MD 21113 

September 26, 2017 

Meeting Notes 

 

Members Present: Gordon Groven, Matthew Korbelak, Andrea Mansfield, Paulette McCree, 

Torrey Snow, Courtney Spangler 

Ex Officio Members: Raj Kudchadkar 

Members Absent: Ed Keohane, Kim Madore, Steve Randol, Keasha Haythe 

Visitors: Jason Schwier, Andrew Beyea, Ron Perillo, Nancy Perillo 

County Staff: Lynn Miller, Don Ziegler 

 

Administrative items: 

The meeting was called to order at 6:35 PM. The meeting agenda and last month’s meeting 

minutes were approved as circulated. Lynn noted that in addition to discussing the Central 

Maryland Chamber’s capital project priorities, Raj Kudchadkar would also be giving an 

overview of the new Chamber and their focus. 

 

Lynn reminded all that the “biannual” meetings to discuss Odenton Town Center (OTC) capital 

projects, formerly held at the Department of Public Works (DPW), will be discontinued. This 

topic will now be covered twice annually at an Odenton Town Center Advisory Committee 

meeting, which will allow more committee members to participate. 

 

She also advised that staff have drafted a 2017 OTC Annual Report which is complete except for 

the list of priority capital projects, which will be completed pending tonight’s discussion. She 

will send the draft report out prior to the next meeting. 

 

Central Maryland Chamber Overview and Priorities 

Raj Kudchadkar, President and CEO, Central Maryland Chamber 

 

Raj gave a brief overview of his background as Director of Howard County’s Office of Military 

Affairs (including managing Base Realignment and Closure), as Deputy Director of Howard 

County’s Office of Planning and Zoning, and most recently as the new CEO of the newly formed 

Central Maryland Chamber (CMC). The CMC generally covers western Anne Arundel County, 

eastern Howard County, and northern Prince George’s County. The Chamber has over 600 

members, and its mission in general is to help build and support strong communities and to 

promote future prosperity within them. He noted the Chamber will being developing a strategic 

plan in early 2018. 
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Raj noted the key economic drivers in the Chamber’s service area are Fort Meade, the Odenton 

Town Center, BWI Airport, and Live! Casino and Hotel. He provided some statistics related to 

employment in the region and specifically these employers, revenue generated by each, and 

growth projections. He noted that Fort Meade has a contractor tail of 2.5 (2.5 supporting jobs off 

the installation for every job on the installation) generating over 160,000 jobs in the region, and 

believes that Fort Meade and job growth associated with it will be a central focus of the CMC. 

 

Raj then presented some items that the Chamber feels should be priorities for capital project 

funding for the OTC. These included: 

• a public park serving the OTC; 

• sidewalk needs, particularly along MD 175 between MD 170 (Telegraph Road) and Sappington 

Circle (three particular segments were noted); 

• a new gateway entrance sign for the OTC; and 

• a branding study or program to develop an “identity package” for the OTC. 

 

Raj also mentioned the CMC is considering advocating for the relocation of the existing traffic 

signal and intersection at the Giant shopping center to align with the Odenton Health and 

Technology Campus and Winmark Center. The realignment may improve bicycle and pedestrian 

safety along MD 175. 

 

Discussion about the public park followed. Raj noted that two sites are currently being 

considered (Nevada Avenue site and the Odenton Library site). The Chamber is not at this time 

advocating for one site over the other, but feels that the County and community should get 

behind one proposal soon so that all efforts can be focused on that target and not be divided. 

 

A more general discussion took place regarding the park ideas among the committee and some 

public attending. Some of the pros and cons of each were discussed. All of the committee 

members present felt they had a preference toward the Library site, but recognized the 

advantages and disadvantages of both. 

 

Nevada Avenue site: Pros are its central and visible location surrounded by much of the new 

development in the Core. Cons are the longer walking distance to the MARC Station, and the 

potential risk associated with timing and acquisition costs for the County to acquire the four 

parcels to develop a park. 

 

Library site: Pros are the opportunity to create a community focal area containing both the 

Library and the park; walking distance to the MARC Station; and no land acquisition costs. Cons 

are the poor visibility due to the grade elevations at MD 175, and the large amount of 

environmentally-constrained areas on the property (wetlands, floodplain). 
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The discussion proceeded to the need for sidewalks in the OTC. It was noted that the current 

Grid Streets project in the Core (funded in the Capital Improvement Plan) will include sidewalks 

along those streets. Other improvements, such as along MD 170, will be provided in part by 

developers of projects along those roads. Sidewalk improvements along MD 175 west of 

Telegraph Road will be made in phases as part of the State Highway Administration’s (SHA) 

improvements to MD 175. 

 

Committee members agreed with Raj that sections of MD 175 between Telegraph Road and 

Sappington Circle are in need of sidewalks for pedestrian safety and enhanced area connectivity. 

There are some sections with sidewalks but they are not continuous. Lynn noted that SHA has 

only completed a Feasibility Study at this time for that segment of MD 175 and has not 

completed an Environmental Assessment or Preliminary Engineering, and thought that the 

County and/or State may want to hold any sidewalk improvements until the engineering plans 

have been completed for the road improvements, so that all improvements will be coordinated. 

She will speak to DPW staff about how this might work. She also noted that for capital projects 

that will require State funds, the County can consider including those in the Maryland 

Department of Transportation Annual Priority Letter submitted to the State by the County each 

year, which is where the County lays out its capital project priorities that it would like to see 

funded or otherwise supported by the State. There was some discussion of different shared 

financing mechanisms that have been successful in other cities and towns to pay for sidewalk 

improvements. A property tax credit for property owners to offset costs related to streetscape 

beautification is one example, and forming a business improvement district is another way for a 

community to raise funds for this type of investment.  

 

Discussion about a gateway project involves primarily the desire for a new sign and logo to 

“announce” visitors to the OTC. Many feel the existing train logo signage has been around for 

years and has gotten old, and would like a change. Raj noted that the Chamber feels strongly that 

the focus of the area should include Fort Meade and its role as the lead cyber-security agency in 

the U.S., as well as the many jobs it supports in the region. A logo and signage that reflects this 

should be considered. Locations for future gateway signage would still need to be discussed. 

 

All felt that a branding program to create an overall identity for the OTC/Ft. Meade area, not just 

involving signage, was a valid idea. Lynn agreed and noted this is not a typical “capital project” 

though it might require some County funds for implementation once a program is developed, and 

wondered if there is another funding mechanism other than the County’s CIP that could 

contribute to the development of a branding program. Raj and Lynn will talk to the Chamber 

members and Anne Arundel Economic Development Corporation to get their thoughts. 
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The group reviewed the capital project items listed in last year’s (2016) OTC Annual Report, in 

the recent status chart provided by Public Works, and in the Chamber’s list. There seems to be 

general agreement that those projects discussed that are not currently funded should still be 

considered as priorities. 

 

Courtney will compile all of this into a priority recommendation list or document from the 

committee and will send it out for review by the members, then on to the Planning staff who will 

incorporate it into the OTC Annual Report for 2017. Lynn will send out the draft report when 

ready. 

 

New business: 

Torrey Snow inquired about the MAGLEV train proposal and stated that many community 

members want to know more. Lynn stated that the County’s planning office is not heavily 

involved at this early stage and she did not have any current status news. After discussion it was 

agreed that persons inquiring should be directed to the Maryland Transit Administration which is 

the lead State agency on the project. It was noted by Andrea that multiple alignments are being 

studied and that no final alignment for a MAGLEV route has been determined, and that many 

segments would likely be constructed underground. 

 

General public comment: 

A local resident commented that regarding the new Town Center Boulevard to be completed 

later this year, it will be critical to locate school bus stops strategically so that school children 

can avoid having to cross Town Center Boulevard as much as possible, as there will be large 

traffic volumes once the road is completed. The resident also noted that the vacant parcel located 

at the southeast quadrant of MD 175 and Town Center Boulevard, next to the MARC surface 

parking lot, is not being maintained and has become overgrown and unsightly. 

 

Another local resident commented that a stop sign is needed at Hale Street and Chessington 

Drive in the Town Center Commons development. Large volumes of traffic exiting the adjacent 

MARC parking lot, particularly during rush hour, make it difficult for local residents to enter and 

exit their street and are causing safety concerns. 

 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:50 PM. The next meeting is scheduled for October 31, 2017 at 

the Western District Police Station. [Note: There was some discussion of moving the next 

meeting date due to Halloween, but Lynn was not sure of the availability of the meeting location 

for other dates.  Staff will explore options and notify. Otherwise assume the meeting will be held 

Oct. 31.] 


