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09/21/16 Bobbie K Dear Mr. Lofton:     I am writing in support of water open access to the Chesapeake Bay.  Beverly-Triton 
Beach Park a lovely site on the shore.  It is uniquely suited for launching 'car top' boats:  canoes, kayaks, 
paddleboards, wind surfers, and kite boards – the narrow 30-50 feet of open beach at the end of the 
gravel drive is almost exactly the amount of space required to launch one kite board.     Please review the 
enclosed photos of the 'beach' taken at low tide on Labor Day.  If you have not walked the 'beach', please 
do:  there is NO BEACH other than the cleared and trucked-in-sand area mentioned above, which is 
wide enough for one family group at its widest.  And the tidal erosion of the cliff is not surprising given 
that the Bay is moving west; the installation of breakwaters about 16 years ago has not helped.  Erosion 
will only worsen as sea level continues to rise.  When you visit, walk the cantilevered path at the top 
edge of the cliff to feel the fragility from another vantage point.  See below for the recommendation for 
boardwalks through wetland areas.  Most of the Park is forested wetlands.      Accordingly, Beverly-
Triton Beach Park, mostly within the RCA (Resource Conservation Area), is uniquely unsuited to 
swimming, disco golf, paved trails or parking lots, or covered pavilions.     The attachments hereto 
regarding the Park's fragile ecology support – no prove - the validity of my statement:     First, the actual 
feasibility studies conducted for the Park's 2000 Master Plan:     SOIL:  Many of the soil series on site 
have a K-factor greater than .035...high susceptibility to erosion...generally...very acidic and when the 
subsoil is exposed, precipitation...in contact with the exposed soil can generate sulfuric acid run-
off....have significant impact to...receiving waters.  Likewise, the high acidity...makes revegetation of the 
soil extremely difficult. Eliminating or reducing disturbance to these soils is highly recommended. (p. 4.)     
The attached SERC report explains how the affect of acidification and low oxygen put fish in double 
jeopardy.      WETLANDS:  The majority of the Park (226.2 acres) is restricted tidal or non tidal 
wetlands.  See the descriptions from the 2000 Master Plan of standing water at summer inspections.  
Low value areas support small amphibian breeding...drainage swales are more valuable, providing water 
quality benefits to downstream receiving waters...are valuable filters of pollutants and nutrients...are 
important habitats for fish, shellfish and wildlife...and most fertile breeding site on the Bay for horseshoe 
crabs (p. 18) (see attached Nat'l Wildlife Foundation info on crucial role horseshoe crab eggs play for 'at 
risk' migratory birds found in the Park ('Shorebirds Fate Hinges on Horseshoe Crabs').     Also the 320 
foot stream that empties at its south end into the Bay via the Deep Pond and into Shoreham's Big Pond 
after it crosses under Triton Beach Road and through the Saunders Point neighborhood – that is the 
stream shown on RK&K's map as being in the middle of the proposed disco golf course, which also 
proposes eliminating understory cover.  (See RK&K map 001)     FOREST:  Mature stands, including 
many specimen trees, provide excellent habitat for FIDB (Forest Interior Dwelling Birds); different 
dominant stands depending on moist or temporarily flooded wetlands, to slopes, to drier sites which 
provide buffering to runoff from residential areas.          One of the problems with paving or graveling 
paths through the forest is the            disturbance of understory and root systems of trees (not to ignore 
the effect of      impervious surface and trampling on wet soil).  Hence the much healthier – and      more 
accessible for handicapped visitors – is raised boardwalks (see photos).     Wildlife and the many birds 
observed in the Park speak for themselves.     Why the county would waste funds for a perk test, or for a 
consultant who proposes a septic field within the buffer area, when the Mayo-hybrid sewer system, with 
grinders and beakers, was developed specifically for this non-perking peninsula, to which the 'ranger 
house' in the Park is already connected, is on a par with proposing swimming capacity for 400 on a 
shallow 30-50 foot beach contiguous with a dog beach, and parking for 150 cars in the buffer.  It simply 
defies credulity.     A covered, 2400 sq. ft. pavilion in the buffer would hardly pass state Dept. of the 
Environment or Critical area Commission's COMAR requirements.  And how would picnic tables 
scattered in appropriate areas be incompatible with welcoming the public?     It is simple to observe that 
there are different unique characteristics, topographically, ecologically, accessibility, etc. for each of the 
public shorelines in Anne Arundel County.  One size does not fit all.  Beverly-Triton Beach Park is and 
should be allowed to remain a pollution buffering preserve in which to picnic, walk and observe nature 
and the Bay.  What there is of the 'beach' is a natural launch site for car top boats.  The current draft plan 
will only contribute to further pollution and degradation of the Bay and its creatures.     Thank you for 
considering the science and facts as the Committee deliberates.  I would be glad to present these 
materials to your Committee.  
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09/21/16 Valerie W COMMENTS: TRITON BEACH CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS     Below are key items where Anne 
Arundel County has lost or deferred funding. While everyone has been happy with the decrease in 
property taxes, we obviously see that there are going to be areas of cutback which those taxes could have 
funded. At issue is not so much that we will have to deal with those cutbacks as adding new projects and 
improvements that will, going forward, drive services cuts deeper due to increased operating expenses to 
maintain those new projects.     Below are some of the cuts we anticipate as well as questions about 
future costs if we go forward with Triton Beach as an expanded park property:     Public Safety     In 
June of this year AA County declined a Federal SAFER grant which would have permitted expansion of 
the county firefighting force by 52. The decision stemmed from the projection that the cost of the newly 
arbitrated raise hike for firefighters coupled with adding the expense of 50+ new personnel would be too 
expensive and the county would be strapped to pay for the expanded staff once the grant monies ended 
in two years. At this point there will be only 10 back-fill/additional firefighters hired. According to 
Budget Director John Hammond the fire department has roughly 100 vacancies and loses approximately 
four employees a month. This creates a declining firefighting force rather than holding a steady state and 
the Annapolis Fire Department is already unable to meet the National Fire Protection Association 
standards to have a unit at a structure fire within four minutes.     Education     The AA County Board of 
Education approved a $1.14 billion operating budget request for Fiscal Year 2017 that includes more 
than $15 million for compensation increases for all employees but eliminates a portion of the funding for 
a proposed shift in school hours that would have largely aligned with medical recommendations. 
The Maryland of Health and Mental Hygiene and the Maryland State Department of Education have 
issued a joint report recommending that school systems schedule starting after 8 a.m.AA County has the 
earliest start times in the state.     County Library System     From the AACPL website: “Due to proposed 
county budget cuts, the Anne Arundel County Public Library (AACPL) system may be forced to close 
its doors on Wednesday evenings as well as increase fines and fees. A closure means students wouldn’t 
be able to complete school projects, adults wouldn’t be able to search for jobs and community 
associations wouldn’t have meeting space for 52 days of the year.”     Additionally, under the proposed 
plan, the current daily fine for all items, except DVDs and eReaders, would rise from $0.25 to $0.30. 
The maximum fine for items other than magazines, would increase from $10 to $15 or the value of the 
item, whichever is lower.  The maximum fine for magazines would increase from $3 to $5.     The black 
and white copying and printing rate would increase from $0.15 to $0.20 per page and color copying and 
printing would jump from $0.40 to $1 per page.      If the proposed increase is approved in the county’s 
final budget, Anne Arundel County would have the second highest fine rates and the highest fee rates 
among central Maryland libraries. Only Montgomery County Public Libraries would have higher fines 
for customers. These increased fees and fines would only save the county $150,000.”     Mayo 
Community and General Taxpayer Concerns     The $210,000 for Budgets 2017 and 2018 assigned to 
fund design for “needed” Beverly Triton Beach Park seemed to indicate a formality with only capital 
dollars to be allocated in order to proceed with construction. However, my understanding is that there 
hopefully will be additional input from both community and fiscal sources on actual feasibility. 
Questions remain, given shortfalls for AA County for Public Safety and Education funding:     What are 
expenses to be added to the capital budget for infrastructure required to support park “improvement”, 
i.e., roads, water and sewer, public safety and security, maintenance, liability insurance, etc.     What, if 
any, plans are there to recoup capital and operating expenses from fees or commercial enterprise?     
How will operational expenditures be funded beyond park fees (as no park in AA County appears to be 
self-supporting via their own fees)? Will there be general property tax hikes, imposition of impact fees, 
special tax district creation? This last item, of course, is of special concern for Mayo residents.     The 
above issues are only a few of the critical data points which both the Mayo community and the county 
taxpayers in general have an interest in understanding prior to going forward with the Triton Beach 
project. 

09/26/16 Bobbie K This is what Beverly Triton Beach Park is perfect for!!! Even the wind here is perfect!!!  Conversely, 
swimmers cannot co-exist with the wind people-just watch a kite boarder arrange his/her gear and lift 
off. 
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09/26/16 Maureen P I am the Chair of the not-for-profit Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association. We are cartop watersports 
participants and our members include windsurfers, kite boarders, kayakers, and standup paddle 
boarders.  As part of our mission we serve as advocates for access to clean, safe, launch sites.  I 
understand that a new plan has been proposed for use of Anne Arundel County’s plans for Beverly-
Triton Beach Park.  Based on a review of the plans minor changes could be made that will allow Anne 
Arundel County to optimize Beverly-Triton’s overall use for the benefit of both cartop watersports users 
and the many others who greatly value and need water access.     The current plan for cartop access is a 
circular area that is approximately 75 feet in diameter.  This area will not be sufficient to accommodate 
the area that will be needed to manage cartop watersports for the following reasons:     1) Windsurfers 
need sufficient area rig and rest gear close to the water.  One individual rigging can easily utilize a 
circular area with a 15-foot diameter.  The current plans would then only accommodate five windsurfers 
(not including any other kite boarders, kayakers or small boat sailors.     2) A sufficient length of shore is 
required to accommodate launching and docking of watercraft that allows for both some scatter of 
equipment, once beached, and the inevitable up or downwind scatter from the original launch 
point.      As an alternative to the proposed plan the Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association advocates 
the current cartop launch area with a “Wind Sports Only” area extending up to 400 feet northeast along 
the shore toward the proposed dog beach.  With this adjustment potential conflicts with other visitors 
will be avoided and safety enhanced (particularly because there will be considerable more area up 
prevailing wind of the swimming area).     I, and our other users of Beverly-Triton area are available to 
clarify any of our concerns with you as needed and we sincerely hope you will consider our proposed 
change. 

09/27/16 Lara L To the Mayo parks planning committee:     I have lived on the Mayo peninsula for 19 years – first next to 
Mayo Beach Park and now near Beverly- Triton Beach. I would like to provide feedback on the 
proposed plans for the Beverly-Triton Beach as described in the maps that were created with a deadline 
for public comment on September 9, 2106.     I’m hoping that my comments will be considered equally 
with those submitted by September 9. I found out about the maps a few days before the deadline. I 
couldn’t find them on-line. I did find a note sent to some community members by Michelle Corkadel and 
contacted her directly. When I heard back from her, she sent me the maps directly; she also confirmed 
that the maps were not available online. I was travelling for work the next day, September 9, and I had 
no time to review or reflect or write comments.     Since I missed the deadline, I decided to gather 
information instead. I later learned that comments could be accepted after the deadline, and so I’m 
hoping you will include this letter among them.     Over the last few weeks, I’ve spent many hours trying 
to mesh what I know about the public access  cause and the environmental field with my own 
experiences at Beverly-Triton Beach and the many concerns of local residents. I have been well 
informed about the cause of public access on a regional basis since the “movement” began in 2009. 
Lately, I have been trying to educate myself on the park proposal (and the related public process) by 
going to a presentation, calling county staff, reaching out to local representatives on the Mayo parks 
committee, attending a Water Access Commission meeting, and touching base with environmental 
professionals. I found a copy of the environmental study and recommendations for the park released in 
2000; I remember these plans in development – I attended at least one open session at the local school to 
view the plans and ask questions of county staff, who were there in person. My efforts have led me to the 
opinions detailed in this letter.     I support conservative improvements to Beverly-Triton Beach that 
would:     Help more people appreciate and enjoy the fragile shoreline ecosystem     Maintain high 
standards for environmental stewardship     Provide adequate staffing to enforce park rules and lead 
public programs     Save the county money by reducing the proposed expenditure of some $4 million 
dollars     I do not believe the current proposal meets these goals. Specifically, I do not support the 
following:     Dog park. Promoting a waterfront dog front near an eroding beach, on top of important 
horseshoe crab habitat, in a county where dog feces are among the leading source of nutrient pollution to 
our waterways is simply not an environmentally responsible message. Note that the dog park at Quiet 
Waters Park was closed because the dogs’ digging was damaging and eroding the beach.     Swimming 
beach. Promotion of Beverly-Triton Park as a swimming beach is both impractical and environmentally 
inappropriate. The water is shallow for quite a distance; wading is really all that’s available here. You 
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might also create false expectations for visitors. Again, this is valuable horseshoe crab habitat, as cited in 
the 2000 report and observed by many people on the peninsula. Horseshoe crabs are most active in 
April-June. The sea nettles are usually abundant by July. So you will create a situation in which foot 
traffic is greatly intensified precisely when clusters of horseshoe crab eggs are throughout the beach. The 
area proposed for swimming is a very narrow beach, also near the currently eroding “cliffs.” Increasing 
visitation for swimming is unwise and will trigger a related need for greater parking, which raises 
questions about impervious surfaces and tree clearing; there are corresponding plans for toilets, and 
showers, and I think – but I’m not sure – that the showers are required for a swimming beach because of 
the on-going risks of bacteria in county waterways. Promoting swimming raises all of these concerns, 
when the park is already a lovely experience without it – all to support an activity that is not only costly 
but unwise.     Impervious surfaces, heated water, and septic. The current plan calls for a lot more 
parking, as well as installing showers and traditional toilets; it seems to me that these needs are all driven 
by anticipated visitation to a dog park and swimming beach. Therefore, I think the proposed scale is an 
unnecessary expense. Also, the best parks I’ve encountered use management practices as a teaching tool. 
To make the most of this shoreline experience for the public, you should accept nothing less than state-
of-the-art stormwater, wastewater, and graywater management. Use pervious pavement to the greatest 
extent possible, create bio-retention areas, and install fully composting toilets.     Playground. This is a 
nice intent, but the park is the playground. It’s not necessary, and it’s an added expense. Families come 
to enjoy the sand and the woods and the fishing and the birding. Playgrounds are available everywhere. 
This is a very special, largely undisturbed setting that provides an experience worth having, as-is, for all 
ages.     I do believe that the soft launch for paddle craft and wind surfing is a good feature and should be 
continued. Parking and trail improvements, as well as toilets, are needed, but not at the scale currently 
proposed. I think picnic tables are fine, but not under impervious surfaces. In general, I believe the 2000 
recommendations are much more suitable (I would be interested to know why that public process and 
professional environmental analysis were not the starting point for this discussion.)     Here are some 
features/improvements that I do support, along with the goals that I would prioritize:     Help more 
people appreciate and enjoy the fragile shoreline ecosystem.     Create a welcoming entrance with less 
fencing and bi-lingual signage that outlines park rules and conveys environmental/habitat/history 
information.     Provide expanded pervious parking (on a smaller scale than proposed).     Provide fully 
composting toilets.     Mark the trails and provide basic maintenance (ticks currently discourage visitors).     
Make at least some trails accessible under the ADA (it’s not clear to me whether impervious surfaces are 
the only option or not).     Publicize the park with ranger-led public programs.     Support the creation of 
a “Friends of Beverly-Triton Beach Park” group to promote volunteerism.     Maintain high standards for 
environmental stewardship.     Provide bi-lingual signs throughout the park that point out special 
features, like eagle, heron, and horseshoe crab habitat, and encourage stewardship (including “leave no 
trace”).     Ensure that trails are legal, marked, and respectful of sensitive habitat.     Demonstrate best 
management practices in all aspects of the park and use bi-lingual signage to explain them.     Do not 
promote activities with volumes of foot or auto traffic that compromise the ecological value of this 
shoreline setting.     Provide adequate staffing to enforce park rules and lead public programs.     On-site 
residential staffing is important for public and environmental safety. There is currently a good deal of 
after-hour access to the park for drinking, drugs, and fires. The boundaries are not secure and never will 
be – the wooded areas back to neighborhoods. The empty police car recently parked out front is joked 
about by teens and other local residents. We need staff. Greater promotion of the park will only raise 
awareness of its unwatched state.     There are terrific teaching opportunities in this location. It would be 
a great place to teach open-Bay paddling skills, discuss human history of the land, offer public 
archaeology programs, look at wetlands, offer guided birding trips, etc.     Save the county money by 
reducing the proposed expenditure of some $4 million dollars.     Beverly-Triton Beach is already pretty 
great without spending money. Yes, I agree that some conservative improvements are called for. But 
don’t lose sight of the fact that this park IS open and DOES provide water access – right now, with no 
further expense! It is ALREADY counted among the sites that the National Park Service tracks across 
the region to gauge and increase public access. This regional effort values a wide range of public access 
experiences; dog parks and swimming beaches are not required.     On August 7, 2014, the Washington 
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Post reported that Beverly-Triton Beach was “fully re-opened” to the public. The Post reporter said it 
was a “no-frills” park, yet he had no complaints. He didn’t mind the lack of swimming. In fact, he noted 
the narrow beach and presence of horseshoe crabs, and valued the park’s quiet, rustic setting (emphasis 
added): “This is a rustic, beautiful and, even on a summer weekend, mostly deserted beach on the 
Chesapeake Bay. It’s not very wide — the main stretch is about 20 to 30 feet from the water to the grass, 
and tapers to nearly 10 feet as you walk along the eroding sand dunes. There’s room to spread out 
towels and lie down, but not much. (You also may have to move a washed-up fish head or the hard shell 
of a horseshoe crab.) …. As at other Anne Arundel County parks, no swimming is allowed, though I’ve 
seen children splashing in the surf while building sandcastles. But the sand and the view of the water — 
watching sailboats and looking across the bay to Kent Island, almost seven  miles away — make up for 
the lack of swimming.” We don’t need a major investment that, in the end, could make this special place 
less special; in the meantime, our schools and fire department are in great need of funds. I just can’t 
support the expenditure. I’ve heard that there may be a fee to enter the park. I can see why that might be 
needed, and I’d like to learn more. But let’s minimize it. I think that there are low-income people who 
currently visit Beverly-Triton Beach Park; we should remember that these families may find themselves 
with less public access, not more. Minimizing expenses seems like a responsible first step.     Thank you 
for considering my comments. I would like to be added to any mailing list that provides information 
about next steps or additional opportunities to join the conversation. 

10/01/16 John S First, thank you for the time and thought you’re putting into the question of how to provide parks and 
recreational opportunities to county residents.  As a Mayo resident, I enjoy Beverly Triton Beach Park, 
hiking its trails and walking the beach.  I often see others enjoying the park as well and am pleased that 
others benefit from its largely undisturbed and natural setting.     My overall comment about the plan is 
that I’m concerned by the potential impact on the park’s natural state.  The county offers residents 
numerous developed parks and locations with sports fields and organized rec league amenities.  In 
contrast to such locations, I feel that it’s also important to provide residents with parks that have natural 
and undisturbed settings. Simple access to nature.       This kind of water access and park access is 
equally valuable; it is also one that is less created and more often a matter of simply not tampering too 
much.     In its current state, Beverly Triton Beach Park is open to the public; it offers hiking trails and a 
beach for walking and launching canoes/kayaks. I support limited improvements to the park to sustain 
and encourage these activities, but feel that over-developing the site with additional features or to 
accommodate large volume usage would seriously erode the natural quality of the park and its 
environmental health.     My guess too, is that the county may find more local support for efforts at 
Beverly Triton Beach Park if the approach is to improve with minimal impact and alteration.     On that 
note, I would also like to briefly comment on the county’s communication with the public during this 
process so far.  Someone once told me that, “… in an absence of information, people will assume the 
worst and make stuff up.”  I’m concerned that that is the current communication model in effect 
regarding discussions of the parks on the Mayo Peninsula.     Whether by design or not, information 
about this process and details about these projects are not consistently reaching the local public.  For 
example, the map detailing the proposed features was very difficult to obtain.  And because information 
is hard to come by, there is an increasing amount of distrust.     In interest of keeping the process of 
moving forward a constructive one and also one that benefits from thoughtful input, I strongly encourage 
the county to evaluate and improve its communications with the public.     Here are my comments and 
feedback on the features proposed on the map:     For environmental considerations, I would not support 
the dog beach.  Likewise, I’m concerned about the proposed septic drain field located so near to the 
water’s edge.  Bacteria contamination is a large issue for area beaches and both these features would 
contribute negatively to that existing problem.     Bathroom facilities:  Instead of traditional facilities, has 
the commission considered the viability of eco-friendly composting bathroom facilities?  It would 
minimize the need for water/sewage installation and disturbance of land.     The proposed swimming 
area is located at a point where there only narrow beach and shallow water depths.  Disturbing this area 
with additional foot traffic would damage the already vulnerable terrain.  Additionally, the proposed 
location of this feature raises concern overall that this proposal is not aware of specific land features.     
The map does not detail specifics about “improving existing trails.”  More details are needed concerning 
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trail locations near environmentally sensitive areas and the extent of ADA accommodations for trails.       
Lastly, I have concerns about the size of the parking area.  In the interest of encouraging park use, but 
not at a volume that would negatively impact the park’s natural setting, I would reduce the number of 
parking spaces. 

10/01/16 Lenny R Dear county representatives: I apologize for submitting this late, I know comments were already 
supposed to be in but evidently my email address, which I printed clearly at the meeting at Mayo 
Elementary, was not included on the list of people wishing to be contacted regarding this matter.     1. As 
with my earlier comments regarding Triton, my family, neighbors,and I stand vigorously opposed to 
ANY further development until our main road, Central Avenue, is widened to have at the very least a 
shoulder in all areas. As county representatives well know, this road is insufficient for the traffic it 
already bears. Any increase in traffic volume has an impact both on our safety and our quality of life, 
and emergency response times are already considered inadequate. This plan includes a 152 parking 
spots, coincidentally(?) the exact same number as proposed for Triton. The road must be widened first!     
2. The proposed fishing areas shown on the map for Mayo park made me laugh out loud. Literally. The 
eastern one on the small pond is on a body of water where there are no fish other than minnow. That 
pond is essentially a mud-hole with less than a foot of depth in any area. Anyone who attempts to fish 
there will be sorely disappointed. The second fishing area, on Big Pond, seems to be located as far as 
possible from the best fishing area in Big Pond, which is right at the inlet's mouth where there's a current 
and, for about three months of the year, good white perch fishing. Meanwhile, there's no fishing area on 
the riverfront, where there's actually some very good perch and striper fishing in the spring and fall. 
Currently, locals often fish along the jetty outside of the inlet mouth and along the rock jetties where the 
proposed swimming area is. At least some of these jetties appear to be un-utilized as swimming areas, 
yet none are dedicated to fishing. Additionally, I note that if you relegate fishing to areas where there are 
no fish, anglers are quite likely to ignore the signs and cast their bait where fish actually may be caught, 
potentially causing conflicts between park users. I sincerely suggest that you move the fishing areas and 
add at least one on the river-frontage.      3. Why do we need two cartop launches within a few hundred 
yards of each other? Wouldn't one of the two areas be better utilized for a different purpose?     4. Rick 
Anthony has assured area residents more than once that this park would, other than a limited number of 
public days, be utilized for private functions. Why invest in a number of new features designed for 
public use when the park will allegedly only be open for a limited number of days each year?  Why, in 
fact, does this plan exist in the first place? The answer is unknown to residents, yet we would point out 
that Mr. Anthony's credibility has already been destroyed, considering that he gave us this same 
assurance mere months before the park posted a sign encouraging public cartop boat launching in the 
area adjacent to the West Shoreham Beach communities small strip of private beach - in a manner and 
position that indicated to people that this private beach was part of the public area. As you probably 
know, this sign had to be covered and the community was forced to install a new gate, reducing our 
parking from two spots to one. (We have also had issues with people driving up the road past the no 
parking signs, to park in our neighborhood and walk back to the park). Adding a fishing area or 
improving a trail or two is understandable, but does not explain the need for over 150 parking spaces nor 
the large amount of space deemed "high development potential". Thus, we must question exactly what 
further development is desired here, and ask how we can be expected to believe what we're told when 
past experience has shown that we can't take what the county representatives tell us as true.     Thank you 
for taking these comments into consideration. 

10/04/16 Gerald C I have read repeatedly about the desire to increase water access in Anne Arundel County.  Given this 
desire, then why is Mayo Beach only open for public access on Sundays?  Mayo Beach park is 
established and has great facilities. Why not use this park?  What is needed to increase the available 
public usage on a daily basis.  Rental of some portion should not prevent other use.     Let’s use our 
existing parks and expand to other places as space and funding allows.   I do not understand why Mayo 
cannot be used more.  What can I do to help make this happen? 
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10/10/16 Bruce H As part of the Mayo Peninsula Parks Project, I respectfully submit the following pertaining to Beverly-
Triton Beach Park for your consideration:     A.      Beverly-Triton Beach Park Incomplete Off-Shore 
Breaker System:     At the last Mayo Peninsula Parks meeting Mr. Anthony mentioned that the 
“incomplete off-shore breaker system” would have its missing center section installed.     The 
incomplete off-shore breaker system was constructed by Martin G. Imbach, Inc. Marine and Heavy 
Construction, in the 1990’s.     Please see reference 1 for an aerial photograph of the Beverly-Triton 
Beach Park Off-Shore Breaker System.  The missing center section is located between the two parallel 
lines.     As I understand it, the center section was not installed because funds were diverted.     The off-
shore breaker system is supposed to provide the Beverly-Triton Beach Park shoreline protection from 
Chesapeake Bay tidal action.     I strongly recommend the missing center section of the Beverly-Triton 
Beach off-shore breaker system be constructed.     A.      Beverly Lake/Bream Lake to Chesapeake Bay 
Underground Conduit System     There is a failing underground conduit system connecting Beverly Lake 
and Bream Lake to the Chesapeake bay located at Latitude 38°52'35.0"N,  Longitude 76°30'07.9"W 
(Latitude 38.876401, Longitude -76.502199).     Please see references 1 and 2 for pictures taken on 
October 9, 2016.  As you can see, the conduit is failing.     If this conduit system fails, both Beverly Lake 
and Bream Lake will be choked off form the Chesapeake Bay.     This will most likely cause the ponds 
to stagnate and would be a tremendous loss.     I strongly recommend the aforementioned conduit system 
be repaired/restored. 

10/17/16 Bobbie K I am writing in support of public access to the Chesapeake Bay.  Beverly-Triton Beach Park is a lovely, 
unique site on the shore and should be shared.  It is uniquely suited for launching 'car top' boats:  canoes, 
kayaks, paddleboards, wind surfers, and kite boards – the narrow 50+- feet of open beach at the end of 
the gravel drive is almost exactly the amount of space required to launch one kite board.    But THERE 
IS NO BEACH (other than the cleared and trucked-in-sand area mentioned above, which is wide enough 
for one family group at its widest.)  And the tidal erosion of the cliff is not surprising given that the Bay 
is moving west; the installation of breakwaters (and quickly washed away sand replenishment) about 16 
years ago has not helped.  Please review the enclosed photos (attachment 1) of the 'beach' taken at Low 
Tide on Labor Day. Erosion will only worsen as sea level continues to rise.  Please visit, walk the 'beach' 
and then walk the cantilevered path at the top edge of the cliff to feel the fragility from another vantage 
point.  Most of the Park is fragile forested tidal and non-tidal wetlands.      Accordingly, Beverly-Triton 
Beach Park, mostly within the RCA (Resource Conservation Area), is uniquely unsuited to swimming, 
paved trails or parking lots, or covered pavilions.       The attachments hereto regarding the Park's fragile 
ecology support – no prove - the validity of my statement:     First, the actual feasibility studies 
(attachment 2) conducted for the Park's 2000 Master Plan:     SOIL:  Many of the soil series on site have 
a K-factor greater than .035...high susceptibility to erosion...generally...very acidic and when the subsoil 
is exposed, precipitation...in contact with the exposed soil can generate sulfuric acid run-off....have 
significant impact to...receiving waters.  Likewise, the high acidity...makes revegetation of the soil 
extremely difficult. Eliminating or reducing disturbance to these soils is highly recommended. (p. 4.)     
The enclosed SERC report (attachment 3) explains how the affect of acidification and low oxygen put 
fish in double jeopardy.      WETLANDS:  The majority of the Park (226.2 acres) is restricted tidal or 
non tidal wetlands.  See the descriptions from the 2000 Master Plan study of standing water at summer 
inspections.  Low value areas support small amphibian breeding.drainage swales are more valuable, 
providing water quality benefits to downstream receiving waters.   are valuable filters of pollutants and 
nutrients...are important habitats for fish, shellfish and wildlife...and most fertile breeding site on the Bay 
for horseshoe crabs (p. 18) (see attachment 4 - Nat'l Wildlife Foundation info on crucial role horseshoe 
crab eggs play as food for 'at risk' migratory birds found in the Park ('Shorebirds Fate Hinges on 
Horseshoe Crabs').     Also the 320 foot stream that empties at its south end into the Bay via the Deep 
Pond and into Shoreham's Big Pond after it crosses under Triton Beach Road and through the Saunders 
Point neighborhood must be protected from foot or other traffic.      FOREST:  Mature stands, including 
many specimen trees, provide excellent habitat for FIDB (Forest Interior Dwelling Birds); different 
dominant stands depending on moist or temporarily flooded wetlands, to slopes, to drier sites which 
provide buffering to runoff from residential areas.      One of the problems with paving or graveling 
paths through the forest is the disturbance of understory and root systems of trees (not to ignore the 
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effect of  impervious surface and trampling on wet soil).  Hence the much healthier – and   more 
accessible acess for handicapped visitors – is raised boardwalks (attachment 5).     Wildlife and the many 
birds observed in the Park speak for themselves (p. 17-24).     Why the county would waste funds for a 
perc test, or for a consultant who proposes a septic field within the buffer area, when the Mayo-hybrid 
sewer system, with grinders and beakers, was developed specifically for this non-perc-ing peninsula, to 
which I believe the 'ranger house' in the Park is already connected, is on the same realism scale as 
proposing swimming capacity for 400 on a shallow 50 foot beach contiguous with a dog beach, and 
parking for 150 cars in the buffer.  It simply defies credulity.     Finally, a covered, 2400 sq. ft. pavilion 
in the critical buffer would hardly pass state Dept. of the Environment, DNR or Critical area 
Commission's COMAR requirements or EPA regulations.  And how would picnic tables scattered in 
appropriate areas be incompatible with welcoming the public?     It is simple to observe that there are 
unique characteristics, topographically, ecologically, accessibility, etc. for each of the public shorelines 
in Anne Arundel County.  One size does not fit all.  Beverly-Triton Beach Park is and should be allowed 
to remain a pollution buffering preserve in which to picnic, walk and observe nature and the Bay, similar 
to Jug Bay.     What there is of the 'beach' is a natural and unique launch site for car top boats without 
need for improvements.  The current development plan will only contribute to further pollution and 
degradation of the Bay and its creatures.     Thank you for considering actual science and facts in your 
deliberations. 

10/17/16 Dawn S As requested by our neighborhood representative, I am forwarding you my comments on the proposed 
plans for the Triton Beach location.  Not that I think it will make any difference … you will do whatever 
it is you want regardless of how it will effect the families that live in Saunders Point.  Obviously, OUR 
tax dollars don’t count.  Since this has been in the media, we have increased traffic volume, more 
accidents on 214, more people speeding down Beverly Triton and more trash to look at both in the park 
and along the road.  But I guess that’s your version of progress.  Congratulations.     All I see here are the 
concerns of the kiteboarding and windsurfing people that are proposing changes to the plans to 
accommodate THEM!  But I see little to no mention of how the RESIDENTS of Saunders Point will be 
affected by these plans.  Are we supposed to fight traffic down 214 the entire way, only to be stopped 
from gaining entrance to our own neighborhood for windsurfers to unload their equipment?  And the 
argument from others to allow ALL AA County residents access to these beaches is a crock of 
crap.  THEY ALREADY HAVE ACCESS!  What I see there on a daily basis is cars from DC and VA in 
that parking lot.  Who gave THEM the right to utilize AA taxpayers privileges??  I have children … 3 to 
be exact … and am a single mom.  With the opening of this park on Triton Beach, the added traffic, the 
influx of both traffic and people will only contribute to crime in our neighborhoods.  This is the exact 
reason why I moved Saunders Point – for their blue ribbon school district and the safe community.  With 
the opening of this park and the added vandalism and crime that it will bring to our community … I no 
longer feel safe there.  My youngest is in middle school.  If these parks open and these plans are actually 
put into effect, it will be my intention to move (after 20 years in Saunders Point).      No amount of 
“having a voice” or “public opinion” will count.  The county will do what the county wants to do.  Steve 
Schuh has an agenda and the safety and desires of our little community aren’t important enough to be 
heard.  He will only hear those voices that will further his agenda … period.      For them to want to add 
more traffic to an area that is still on well water, septic and has zero emergency access to most of us on 
the peninsula proves my point that the COUNTY and the REPRESENTATIVES don’t give a crap about 
“the people”, not unless those voices are in agreement with them.  The rest just go unheard and remain 
frustrated.     I want to thank you for trying to keep the residents updated.  But no matter how loud our 
voices are, I’m sure they won’t hear them! 

10/19/16 Julie A Restricted Areas- Proposed Drop off and ADA parking- What is the material proposed for roadways and 
parking?  Is there non-impervious material that meets ADA requirements     Proposed Swim Area- 
Shoreline presently has grasses for erosion control, how will erosion be addressed as a swim area?     
Proposed Picnic Area- Is this a grassy area that will have to be routinely mowed?     Proposed 2 way 
roadway at 24 feet- City/Urban Streets are 9-10 feet wide lanes and what is the paving material.     
Assuming all parking areas would be non-impervious?      How will the "Ex Fishing Areas" be defined 
as they are tidal areas.     Are there plans to improve Loch Haven such as Bike/Ped access to the park?     
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How will traffic be controlled at Central Ave with the increased traffic volume (over 200 parking spaces 
proposed- cyclical use for ball fields) ? 

10/19/16 Priscilla W We know and do not welcome the  planned development for the park and hope that our dogs will be able 
to continue to exercise and play freely with each other when this happens.     The future of a confined 
"dog park"  as depicted on the map will certainly cause an unwanted change for us.  First of all and most 
importantly the dog beach area that is set aside is cited at the wrong end of the beach.  It would be more 
sensible for people to sit on the beach where the dog area is depicted on the map. It makes more sense 
for people with their dogs to walk around the tidal pond and end up at the beach at the opposite end and 
be at least twice as wide as what the map shows currently.  

10/20/16 Henry T  I have been a resident of Shelby for 43 years......Yes developed the parks....it's a great idea and long 
overdo  

10/20/16 Priscilla W I moved to the Mayo Peninsula 3 years ago and was introduced to Beverly Triton Beach Park by a close 
neighbor. I have been walking my dog daily in the park for that long.  Along the way I have met many 
dog lovers who have become my friends and my dog's friend and who also enjoy the peacefulness of this 
quiet park. I have researched the park's sordid history from reading newspaper articles and from people 
who live there.  It is just recently that there are signs of recovery on the trails we walk.   I have observed 
a family of bald eagles in their nest and as they search for food among the waters of the tidal pond and 
the Chesapeake shore area. The breakers house some of my favorite birds who return from South 
America each spring- the ospreys with their families. I find it distressing to know that this quiet nature 
will inevitably be greatly disturbed by an increase in construction of "bath houses", fences, and an 
onslaught of people who do not understand the delicate balance of this area. More trash will no 
doubt find its way into the recently recovering Bay from an increased population of visitors. I have even 
met people who hunt for metal with their metal detectors who have shared with me the fact that there is a 
tremendous accumulation of "metal trash" in the waters all along the beach.     I have observed large fish, 
crabs, horseshoe crabs, and even sting ray relatives washed up on the shore as well as rocks in the water. 
My question to the county is     Who will be responsible for the daily cleanup on the beach so that "beach 
goers" don't have to deal with these expired creatures getting in their way as they spread their blankets 
for a day at the beach. What will this daily cleanup cost the taxpayer on an annual basis?     Is the county 
aware of the buried trash and stacks of trash located throughout the wooded area?     Who will maintain 
the trash cans throughout the forested trails?     How confining to a visitor will it would be to arrive at a 
high tide to find that there is no beach? Or that the hillside has collapsed onto the sand?     I see a Frisbee 
golf area - who has done the research to determine a space this large for this sport is warranted?     I 
suggest that Mayo Beach may be a better beach for park expansion to bathing visitors. Give Beverly 
Triton more years to recoup. This beach and wooded areas are more suited for the nature lovers, the dog 
walkers.      In addition, why does this park need a park ranger? Are there other park rangers in AA 
County small parks? What is their function?     MOST IMPORTANT IN MY COMMENTS:     Because 
there are so many dog walkers and dogs who love to swim off this beach why is only 50 feet set aside for 
them?  This is a dog lovers county! Just walk along main street in Annapolis.  Store owners recognize 
this and leave water bowls outside on the street for the beloved dogs who walk with their owners in 
town.     FOR BEVERLY TRITON BEACH my strongest suggestion is to set aside (if this is on the 
county must list) an area twice this size designated on the planned map at the other end of the beach 
front for dogs-that is, the area closer to the Beverly Beach Community?  Dogs need more space for 
running around.  Take a look at Quiet Waters former area for dogs.     Finally, how does one get added to 
the park decision making committee.  I suggest that member requirement should be to be a resident of 
the Mayo peninsula and I would like to participate. I'm in!  

mailto:MayoParks@aacounty.org


Mayo Peninsula Parks – Public Comments via MayoParks@aacounty.org and Website from September 21 thru November 15,2016 
Rec'd Submit by Email text unchanged 

 

Page 10 of 68 

10/24/16 Lisa A Here are some photos that document my comment that a dog beach and a cartop boat launch at 
incompatible neighbors at Beverly-Triton Beach Park because of the needs of the windsports. I took the 
attached photos of the kiteboarders rigging their gear at BT on Memorial Day 2016.     As you see, the 
kiteboarders rig their sails on the grass. (Mike, the sails are the colorful "tents" you saw on the lawn as 
you went by the park on your powerboat.) They need a lot of room because the sails are big. A sail 
doesn't have a rigid frame. Rather, part of the sail is a tube that inflates to shape the sail. The sails are 
fragile and expensive and a dog running across a sail could easily puncture the sail with its nails.     The 
kiteboarders also launch in the water. There's one photo of a kiteboarder doing this. The sails have long 
lines and a dog in the water could easily get tangled in the lines and the sail.     Finally, both the 
windsurfers and kiteboarders spend a lot more time on the beach than the kayakers. Kayakers launch and 
are gone for the day. The windsurfers and kiteboarders return to the beach frequently to swap their sails 
as wind conditions change. Lots of wind = small sail, little wind = big sail. They also come back to the 
beach more frequently to rest. 

10/24/16 Michael F I currently live on property adjacent to the proposed glebe heights park in edgewater maryland and I 
would like to be involved in the planning of the park.  Who would I contact?     Also, I feel that having 6 
dog parks within a 1 mile radius (proposed glebe heights and south river farm parks)  is a bit excessive 
and would suggest some diversification of our parks.  Some options I would enjoy include:     a music 
venue like at quiet waters, ice skating rink, boccee courts, fixed outdoor exercise equipment, bathrooms 
at all sites, community pool 

10/25/16 Julie T I am concerned about the proposed improvements to the parks on the Mayo Peninsula.   I was part of the 
community planning committee 20 some years ago and we all agreed that we wanted little growth in our 
area.  While much of South County has kept their growth down Mayo and Edgewater have expanded 
unreasonably.  We are no longer the small quiet town I moved to.  Driving in Edgewater is like driving 
on the beltway.  While we may not have long waits of traffic, WE DON’T WANT THEM.  Not 
everywhere needs to grow and have traffic.  There are areas that want a quiet and uncrowded 
area.  Mayo was one of those places.       Have you considered how much it is going to cost to man the 
parks with the increased services?  How are you going to patrol fisherman, swimmers, and other people 
using the trails?     I am not able to walk in my neighborhood because of the amount of cars traveling on 
the road and a lack of sidewalks.  Can you make our community safer for pedestrians and bikes before 
you increase the traffic?         I am concerned with trying to get out of my neighborhood.  Route 214 has 
many neighborhood side roads on it.  It can take me 5 minutes to leave my neighborhood at times, this is 
only getting worse with the increase of housing development.    Thank you for taking into consideration 
my concerns for the continuous development in Mayo. 

10/25/16 Ralph H Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on proposed improvements to parks on the Mayo 
Peninsula.  These comments were prepared by me and approved by the Steering Committee of the 
Chesapeake Paddlers Association, Inc., a 650-member sea kayaking club.  Our members include both 
Anne Arundel county residents and residents of other jurisdictions who regularly use the launch spots in 
Anne Arundel County.  Mayo Beach Park—Retention of the two existing car-top boat launching sites 
and drop-off access points generally meets our needs for development of this park.  However, more 
parking spaces are needed in the drop off zones at these two locations.  Provision of additional parking 
(paved, hopefully with pervious materials allowing infiltration of runoff) would be a needed 
improvement for busy summer weekends when many people seek to use the park.  Likewise, provision 
of an outdoor shower and enclosure for portable toilets near the first car-top launch would be a needed 
improvement.      Our primary issue with Mayo Beach Park is ensuring more open access time for using 
the park.  The schedule of limited weekday and weekend openings (15 days in 2016) over the last two 
years is an improvement over having the park closed to access almost exclusively, as was the case in 
prior years.  We would like to see greater open public access, particularly on week days.  We understand 
that the developed facilities at the park are scheduled for paid events, but believe that access to at the 
least the first car-top launch area should be possible except for the very largest scheduled events.      
Beverly-Triton Beach Park—The proposed car-top boat launch would institutionalize an existing reality 
in that we currently use this area for launching.  Addition of the 12 parallel parking spaces along the 
access road would be an improvement, but more spaces are needed in the drop off area.  Providing a new 
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pervious paved parking lot (152 spaces) across the road from the gate will help on crowded weekends, 
but this lot is 1,600 feet from the launch area, which is quite a hike for anyone with any physical 
impairment.      The proposed picnic pavilion would be an improvement we would use for our 
Wednesday afternoon paddles.  Providing restrooms and changing rooms would also be a useful 
improvement for our needs.  While the proposed septic field would probably be adequate, efforts to 
connect this facility to existing sewer lines would reduce potential water quality to the Bay from this 
source.      South River Farm Park—The opportunities provided by moving the current maintenance 
facility from this park are tremendous.  Of the two proposed car-top boat launch locations, the 
Brickhouse Cove/Selby Bay location requires the least effort and expense, but additional parking in the 
drop off area is needed.  The carry to the water from the road would be significant (about 250 feet).  This 
could be ameliorated by extending a spur of the road with a turn around for dropping off boats, cutting 
the carry distance considerably.  The current shoreline in this area is a pretty steep bank that would need 
grading to make it useable as a launch.       The Limehouse Cove launch location would require building 
a new road farther out onto the peninsula in area which may present drainage difficulties.  Also, the 
shoreline condition at that location would require considerable work to make a launch site feasible.  On 
balance, we would prefer the Brickhouse Cove/Selby Bay launch, if changes were made to the road to 
shorten the carry distance.       Provision of a bath house/changing area and picnic pavilions would be 
desirable improvements for our use of this park.  The proposed locations are consistent with existing 
development and would be adequate for our needs.      The plans seem to have been developed with a 
very limited number of kayakers expected to arrive at one time.  Be advised that when our Wednesday 
evening paddling group uses these facilities, 10-15 people arrive nearly simultaneously, usually one to a 
car since carrying kayaks is the limit.  Other groups often exceed this number, sometimes having 35-40 
on a given trip.  With these numbers in mind, the drop off areas need to be able to deal with a dozen or 
more cars simultaneously, so additional temporary parking in the drop off area is needed.  You should 
require permanent parking in the larger lots, but the current designs will guarantee congestion in the drop 
off areas, leading to potential for accidents and other problems.       One element that has not been 
included in the planning for any of the sites is provision of a paddle-in campsite.  A facility of this kind 
would only require a small cleared area, fire pit and picnic table, and if accessible by a service road, 
seasonal provision of a portable toilet (or, use of other facilities if sufficiently close by).  Such a 
campsite would provide a vital link for kayak touring, connecting to destinations down the Bay at 
Franklin Point State Park, and up the Bay to Sandy Point State Park and other destinations.  Three 
potential locations for such a paddle-in campsite are 1) Between the beach and small pond at Beverly-
Triton Beach near the entrance to Deep Pond, and 2) At the very tip of the peninsula on the east end of 
South River Farm Park, 3) just north of the tidal pond at South River Farm Park (where one of the two 
kayak launches is proposed).  These facilities need to be kept unobtrusive and made available through a 
reservation system.  Examples of successful paddle-in campsite design and administration abound in the 
area, from the sites administered by MNCCPC and Charles County on the Patuxent Water Trail to those 
run by MD DNR at Chapel Point SP, and at Chickmuxen WMA, and by Virginia DEC at Caledon, 
Westmoreland, and Leesylvania SPs.  We urge planners to consider this potential use for parks on the 
Mayo peninsula.       Thank you for your consideration of our comments. 

10/27/16 Ann B Enjoys the passive use, nature study aspect of the park and would like that to remain. Pursue use of 
pervious materials for trails and parking. Disc golf would be more appropriate at a different, perhaps 
non-waterfront location. Location of septic field is close to the water and considering climate change it 
should be reconsidered. Keep trails as natural as possible. 

10/27/16 Eric O  Thanks for the chance to comment. Having lived in Beverly Beach and have hiked the park extensively 
for more than 25 years I can appreciate the concerns of residents about overdevelopment of the park as 
well as the perspective of county officials who desire to make improvements and make the park more 
inviting and accessible for residents of the country with limited access to the Bay.     In its current 
relatively wild state, much of the wooded park in largely unusable for close to 5 months due to 
overgrown, unmaintained trails and exploding tick populations over the warm months. Few if anyone 
ventures onto the trails during these months, so better maintenance for greater year-round access will be 
a benefit to everyone.      Another concern that is unmentioned is catastrophic (not too strong a word) 
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erosion along much of the beach frontage on the Triton end of the park. Huge sections of what is now 
cliff have been falling off,uprooting trees and ruining the formerly lovely waterfront trail. This all 
resulted in the botched engineering study and installation of offshore breakwaters some 20 years ago. 
Anyone can see that the existing jetties, in need of much repair, retain the beach front and water level far 
better than the offshore breakwaters. This project, frankly, was a disaster for our park.     Looking at the 
map I have to wonder: Have you walked the park? Are you familiar with the trails? Many existing trails 
are nowhere to be found. And my biggest concern/worry is that the crown jewel of Beverly Triton Park, 
a perimeter trail around the entire Deep Pond (the largest pond) will be removed from any management 
or, worse, eliminated and denied for access for hikers. This trail is a spectacular feature of the park that 
perhaps needs to be assessed and rerouted in certain places, I don't know. But as mentioned, the 
infestation of ticks over warm months keeps most people off the trail. These are my biggest concerns 
with Beverly Triton.      By far my biggest concern with road congestion and infrastructure relates to new 
housing with the end of the moratorium.  From my experience with nature parks and with the allocation 
of parking in the plan, the park will unlikely add appreciably to congestion on the roads. But the impact 
of more than 1,500 new homes on the roads will be very significant. Opening the parks for more visitors 
and introducing much more housing should be balanced with concern for peninsula residents by making 
needed road improvements to accommodate more traffic.     Mayo Beach Park would benefit from a 
perimeter trail that would provide access to the large pond shoreline and waterfront. I am excited to see 
the plans for South River Farms as well. Despite the opposition from many Mayo peninsula residents, I 
expect we who live here will benefit more than anyone with the improvements being proposed.     Thank 
you. I hope my comments can be considered. 

10/28/16 Diana H I have to say at first I was not concerned about the future plans of the Mayo Peninsula. I have lived here 
for 11 years. My thoughts changed dramatically the other day.     On 10/28/2016 AM, there was a car 
accident at Loch Haven and 214, and everyone on this side of Loch Haven (going to end of peninsula) 
was completely trapped in for hours. I’m not talking a few minutes. I’m talking about 2-3 hours.     It’s 
very frightening to be stuck and this was just from a car accident.     I am so frightened for my family, I 
have kids that are 5 and 6. If there is any emergency, we do not have the proper infrastructure to 
accommodate, most importantly the ability to escape/leave/depart. If there is any type of water-related 
incident (hurricanes, flooding, tornados), we are caught in an extremely precarious situation.     
Honestly, before any thoughts of growth or opening up for this area, our current infrastructure needs to 
be improved before the above scenario happens. Let’s walk before we run.     Another important piece is 
that myself and others are contacting Natural Wildlife Protection Groups to protect our beautiful 
peninsula. We have a broad range of beautiful bird and aquatic wildlife, including dolphins, bald eagles, 
sea otters, among the regular wild life that demand protection. 

10/28/16 Francine C I am happy to see that county residents may finally get more use out of the park!  I have a couple of 
questions about the plan.. 1. Could their be a path loop that circled the lake/body of water?  2. How come 
the largest part of the beach is leased to a private community?  Why don't all county residents get to use 
that section of beach too?  As I review the plans further I may have more questions. Thank you for 
providing the information.  

10/28/16 Jimmy P My family and I have lived on the Mayo Peninsula for 8 years now.  We moved here because of the 
proximity  to the Bay and the quiet community atmosphere.  I’m also a firm believer in the motto that 
“Nothing Stays the Same…you Can’t build fences around life”.  With that being said I think there needs 
to be a smart, environmental approach to advancements to the peninsula’s parks.  As you all know there 
in one way on and one way off, so there are concerns to the traffic flow and the impact on the 
environment if you all go through with building and adjusting the facilities at a few of the already 
existing parks.  It would be greatly appreciate if you all provided detail reports of the impact these 
facilities will cause to our treasured Chesapeake Bay.  This information I’ve been unable to find.  I do 
hope that someone’s agenda doesn’t outweigh what is best for our community and our environment.    
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10/28/16 Lauri D Good day,     I emphatically second these comments!  Not only will this plan create additional traffic, it 
will also create unsafe access and egress for children playing in and around the parks.  As such, I 
strongly urge you to revisit these plans.      "With the existing traffic issues on Loch Haven Road, what 
upgrades are going to be made to Loch Haven Road and the Loch Haven Road/214 interchange to 
handle the additional traffic for a few hundred parking spaces as outlined on your plan, not to mention 
the additional traffic from park improvements further down the peninsula and additional homes now 
being built and planed in our communites?  We just had another accident at this intersection which 
closed the peninsula down and delayed school start.  In addition, we have waited over 13 years for the 
214/Muddy Creek Road improvement to be completed, which was to take 6 months from start in 2003 
and it is still a work in progress. How can we be assured that you will complete any road improvements 
promised, if any, based on our current experience?" 

10/28/16 Tiffany C Please stop trying to build up the peninsula! Our infrastructure can not handle any more people or cars. 
There is a public park with facilities down the street! Stop ruining the land to fatten your wallet Mr. 
Schuh!!!! You need to be removed from office. You do not have our county in your best interests!!!! I 
am a 30 year old, single mother, homeowner in Saunders Point whom works for the school system. 
People like me is who you should be trying to represent and you aren't. You are terrible and we as a 
community will no longer stand for it. You are not making any friends by going 100% completely 
against what your own citizens want. We don't want the park built up. We do not want more cars, more 
people, more crime. We pay a lot of money to live here and should not feel for our safety of travelers 
coming through, getting lost, causing crime and accidents. on the other side, you are tearing down trees, 
polluting the bay and just ruining the essence of the park itself! just stop. give up!!! Find another place to 
fatten your wallet!!!!! 

10/29/16 Rahel R As a Mayo resident, we truly enjoy the parks that are available to residents.  Please do not expand the 
communities who can use the parks and please do not add recreational services.  We live near a public 
dock area and the noise level on the dock as well as the trash generated by the people who use the dock 
has created an environment that is simply not community oriented.  We have found that the noise level 
(loud music, people using the dock well past dark and alcohol) are not condusive to community 
enjoyment.  This has also resulted in a higher turn-over in the houses around the dock.  The garbage 
generated and dumped in the river is also a concern.  We are constantly fishing out styrofoam containers 
of fish bait, empty bottles of soda and beer from the river.     Pleae keep Mayo for residents. 

10/30/16 Tom J My family is against developing parks in Mayo. Our roads cannot handle an increase in traffic. I live in a 
neighborhood that must cross 214 to exit the peninsula. It's an absolute nightmare .  It is extremely 
dangerous most times of the day and evening. Will the county provide traffic lights for communities like 
River Club to safely exit and enter?  When will the county provide us an emergency service station on 
the Peninsula that is home to 8,000 people? Infastructure and safety need to be number 1 priority not 
adding more people and potential safety issues. 

10/31/16 Barbara I We are extremely concerned about these two new parks. While we appreciate neighborhood 
improvements we feel this will crush the traffic issue even more.  Are upgrades going to be made to 
Loch Haven Road and the Loch Haven Road/214 interchange to handle the additional traffic for a few 
hundred parking spaces as outlined on your plan? There is already the concern with additional traffic 
from park improvements further down the peninsula and additional homes now being built and planed in 
the surrounding communities?  Can you fix the traffic issue before considering adding more 
infrastructure to the community? 

10/31/16 Jack M Concerned about the health of the bay and deterioration which would be caused by additional use, 
fisteria, expansion of the parks is crazy, more people will create more pollution, do not need more 
traffic, roads are already hellacious 

10/31/16 Kristy P I object to the development of all the parks in the Mayo/Edgewater area. All of the proposed parks will 
destroy animal population and vegetation. The parks are beautiful as they are an should remain rustic 
parks for the county residents to attend.     If there definitely will be a park developed Triton Beach 
makes the most sense. The land, overlook, and beach possibilities would attract the most people.     
Central Avenue/ 214 currently cannot handle the amount of travelers. Traffic is awful Mon-Friday and 
tolerable on the weekends. What will the county be willing to help keep traffic flowing?     I strongly 
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object to South River Farm Park to be developed any more than it has been.  The Lochhaven and 214 
were not designed to handle the amount of traffic it will bring.     I brought my sister to the park 
yesterday. She was for the development (she wants a boat launch) however, by the end of the walk she 
agreed that the SRF was precious and special they way that is now. Adding 300+ parking, buildings, and 
creating unnatural beaches would be a devastating loss.     Key Points from articles:     “Habituating 
wildlife to human activity and foods can cause the animal to become unafraid of people which usually 
leads to human/wildlife conflicts and at times the animal has to be euthanized,”     Something that is 
even more upsetting is the fact that wild animals are frequently hit and killed within park roads, due to 
the shock that vehicle lights and noises have over them. However, in some cases the accidents are simply 
caused by distracted drivers too.     problems of trail cutting, in which people do not follow the marked 
trails and instead cut through the middle while stepping on vulnerable plants and grounds.     
Reference: http://www.ournationalparks.us/park_issues/visitors_to_parks_have_impact_on_ecosystems/ 

11/01/16 Earl B The Anne Arundel Group, Sierra Club would like to meet with you in the next week or two to discuss 
the concerns we have about the activities proposed on the Feasibility Study maps for Beverly/Triton 
Beach Park. The Group has recently concluded a series of three field trips to the Park as well as two 
meetings attended by interested parties regarding the plans for the Park, The Group is very concerned 
about preserving the ecology of the  forested “wilderness” area, as well as the environmental impact on 
the entire Park..  The Group finds that the current plan is deficient in consideration of preservation of the 
existing natural features and of environmental stewardship as noted below..     1. While the beach at 
Beverly/ Triton Park was historically used for swimming, the beach is now too narrow for use as a 
bathing beach, A portion of the beach is underwater at high tide while a bath towel can barely be laid 
Bay-ward on most of the rest of the beach. In addition, the Bay water is very shallow, -less than 2’ at 
MLW for over two hundred feet offshore Opening the beach for public swimming would have an 
adverse impact on its use by horse-shoe crabs as a nesting site. Most important, public swimming is 
already provided at nearby Mayo Beach Park which already has the infrastructure for it (bath-house 
etc.)and would be a more logically site for public swimming.     2. We strongly advise that a 
comprehensive study of the paths and trails in the park be done. Fire roads could be adapted as 
handicapped accessible paths. Some trails should be closed because of adverse impacts such as the trail 
some people have made around the pond.. Some trails may need resurfacing with  wood chips or other 
pervious materials.     3 Consideration should be given to a concept similar to that for Jug Bay Wetlands 
Sanctuary, which has been very successful at achieving a balance between environmental preservation 
and appropriate public recreation and education uses     Finally, we would be interested in knowing what 
the next steps are in developing management plans for the Mayo peninsula parks and the timeframe for 
undertaking them. . 

11/03/16  I could write a very lengthy comment on these proposed developments as I am strongly opposed but I 
will try to keep my comments to three main areas of discussion.  #1 - I cannot comprehend how this 
development is even being considered without first improving the infrastructure on the 
peninsula.  Specifically the roads.  For approximately 6 miles it is one lane in each direction without any 
shoulders.  As is, the daily back up is ridiculous - often taking 30 minutes to travel 6 miles,  the Fire 
Chief has expressed his concerns about the department's ability to respond to an emergency, the county 
has expressed their concern about inadequate ability to evacuate and a single accident can literally shut 
down access to or from the area for hours as it has on numerous occasions. #2 - misinformation 
regarding this proposed development - it has been suggested that there are a small number of people 
opposed to this development because they want to keep the shore access to 
themselves.  Mayo Beach does not currently have general open access.  Even as a local resident, I am not 
allowed access to Mayo Beach.  It is only accessible if you pay to reserve it, regardless if you live locally 
or not.  Beverly-Triton beach does have open access and anyone can access it during open park hours, 
regardless if you are a local resident or not.  Beverly-Triton park is a beautiful 'natural' park with 
unpaved trails.  We have many other options for developed parks in the county, many very close such as 
Sandy Point and Quiet Waters.  Why do we need to continue to develop every natural beauty we 
have?  What's wrong with having some developed parks and some parks that are kept in their natural 
state?  #3 - The environmental impact needs to be further studied before development.  I live in the area 
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and am not allowed to cut down a tree on my property without county approval due to potential 
environmental impact on the bay, or make improvements to my property that might affect impervious 
ground.  How can the county propose paving trails, creating parking lots and cutting down trees when I 
cannot?  Not to mention the erosion issue at Beverly Triton beach, the reduced grasses that are vital to 
the health of the bay, the reduced life of crabs, oysters, fish and other bay life.      Finally I would like to 
express my frustration with Steve Schuh and his handling of this issue.  At a local community meeting 
he expressed his desire to work with the community regarding our concerns.  One major concern we had 
was regarding late night activity, including minors drinking, at Beverly-Triton Park and the surrounding 
security issues.  For approximately 6 weeks after that meeting, a police car was parked outside the gates 
to Beverly-Triton Park.  There wasn't actually a police officer, just a police car.  Two cars would drive 
in, one officer would park his/her car, then get into the other officer's car and they would drive off.  They 
would repeat this procedure the following morning in order to pick up the abandoned police vehicle.  I 
witnessed this myself around 6:30 AM on more than one occasion when two officers would return in 1 
car in order to pick up the car left over night.  Just an example of Executive Schuh trying to pull the 
wool over his constituents eyes and not being honest. 

11/06/16 Gail L Beverley-Triton Park.  The plans to develop this park are very sad.  Trails do not require paving.  A 
parking lot for 500 carloads is also  ridiculous.  Swimming should NOT be permitted as the Bay in the 
Summer  moths is terribly polluted.  The idea of needing to decontaminate with  fresh water reinforces 
this point.      Do not continue to spread the prevarication that the park is not open  to the public.  It is 
this County Executive that insists the residents  here want to deny access to others.      Steve Schuh 
insists he wants county residents to have access, which  they do, however, he has no plan to ID county 
residents from State  residents from out-of-state residents. So his plan is for the park will  be accessible 
in the same manner as Sandy Point State Park without the  ability and resources to oversee it.      The 
C.E.'s vision to see the Mayo Peninsula over developed reflects his  false interest in county residents and 
serious relationship he wishes  to cultivate with big money developers.      We can see through Steve 
Schuh.  

11/06/16 Scott T I understand the County is considering a project to add significant infrastructure to Beverly/Triton 
Beach natural woodland and beach front park.  Currently, the park is a beautifully preserved natural 
habitat, with a beach and primitive wooded trails.   This is a public County park already available for 
wind-surfers, kite-boarders, hikers, or anyone else to enjoy.  I am concerned about the proposals to 
install pavilions, expanded paved parking, a playground, bath-houses, etc.  This will not only damage a 
beautiful, natural preserve and its wildlife habitat, the planned expansion will also create a significant 
burden for peninsula residents and potentially unsafe conditions.  Central Avenue on the peninsula has 
only 1 lane in each direction.  Triton Beach Road also has only 1 lane each way, and is also the only way 
in or out for local residents.  The planned expansion will bring more traffic than the roads can support - 
creating a problem for residents across the peninsula.  Residents currently walk or jog along the shoulder 
of Triton Beach Road, and the added traffic will increase their safety risk.  Finally, the proposed 
development potentially increases risk of park misuse such as underage drinking, people there after dark, 
etc.  This would put more strain on the County police as they would need to respond to increased 
incidents in the park.  Since the park is already available to County residents, and is loved precisely 
because it is undeveloped, it is unclear why a resource so good needs to be diminished at such cost 
to residents of the peninsula. 

11/08/16 Susan K I just finished viewing the proposed development plans for South River Farm Parks.     I am concerned 
about the infrastructure of our little community roads being able to handle the amount of traffic that will 
be flowing through our neighborhood, not to mention now being subject to vandalism, murder and theft 
in our community, because of the people the park  had potential to attract.  I have already found people 
sleeping in their car in our Mariana ever since the park opened to walk and limited drive capability.     In 
addition to battling on the main roads and highways, I will now have to battle to get to on to the 
peninsula and down Loch Haven Road. It is so obvious that road was not built and does not have further 
land  to extend the road so it could be used to handle the flow of traffic that this park will attract 
(especially when you enter Loch Haven Community, since this will now be a main thoroughfare).  What 
a nightmare.     Also, is it really necessary to have a park road cut in between houses to connect to 
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another park ( Park Road Connection to Mayo WRF Park)? Really, if the county executive lived here, he 
would make sure that never happened.     Thanks for reducing my property value, not to mention taking 
homes from the wildlife that live here.  With the housing development off of Lochhaven Road, they 
already have limited living area.     Thanks, Anne Arundel County and the Executive for ruining the 
neighborhood and killing off more wildlife.     Could not it just be left in its raw natural state as an area 
for walking and enjoying the true raw outdoors. 

11/08/16 Todd C The parks on the Mayo Peninsula should not be developed.  The traffic patterns on the Mayo Peninsula 
in AACO are not up to the task of accommodating more non-resident traffic.  Especially the South River 
Farm Park area off Loch Haven Road.  If athletic fields were developed at the farm park there would be 
an excessive amount of traffic at the intersection, significantly hampering movement and safety in the 
area.  Additionally the sensitive eco system feeding Selby Bay would be negatively impacted.  I do not 
support the development of parks on the Mayo Peninsula. 

11/10/16  Beverly Triton Beach Park     Remove or scale back the northeast picnic area.     If not adequately 
buffered, a large influx of park visitors will disturb the privacy and peacefulness of neighboring 
residences.  I would like to request that the development plan be modified to provide a 100 yard 
minimum privacy buffer between bordering residential properties.  Given that the park size totals 331 
acres, a 100 yard minimum buffer between development and residential property is not unreasonable.  It 
appears this is met in all cases but one:  the proposed northeast picnic area.      The northeast picnic area 
is relatively small in relation to the main picnic area and could easily be scaled back without inhibiting 
the picnic facilities.  Furthermore, the northeast picnic will disturb a bald eagle nesting area that is 
located within 100 feet of the northeast end.     Concerns over unenforced park hours, ordnances, and 
out-of-county visitors.      Even with the current level of attendance, we have people remaining in the 
park after dark, urinating in public, drinking alcohol, and a problem with litter.  The park should not 
become a magnet for people from outside the area who pose security and safety risks to the 
community.        To insure the park’s beauty is maximized and preserved for the benefit of county 
residents, park access should be restricted to Anne Arundel County residents.  A similar policy that 
pertains to restricting county recycling facilities/land fills for the benefit of county residents should apply 
to county parks.      Making the park available only to county residents will improve the park experience 
for Anne Arundel county residents, who have a vested interest in maintaining the pristine nature of the 
park and support this effort through tax dollars.  Reserving the park for Anne Arundel County residents 
will foster more of a family environment rather than attracting  non residents who pose safety and 
security risks to the surrounding community. 
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11/10/16 Brandon L Good afternoon,     I appreciate the county providing an opportunity for residents to comment on the 
ongoing development initiatives on the Mayo peninsula. I have reviewed the maps for the proposed park 
developments and appreciate the county's desire to develop these parks into something usable for county 
citizens; however i am very concerned by the potential impact of doing so. The increased traffic these 
parks will bring will make life for those of us on the peninsula unbearable and dangerous. Our 
infrastructure is already unsuitable for the current traffic levels. Tuesday evening after voting I 
experienced a situation that was all too common for peninsula residents; spending 45 minutes getting 
onto the peninsula after an accident. With there only being one way on or off the peninsula, it is hard to 
imagine what could be done to properly address this issue while allowing for increased traffic. 
Fortunately, we weren't in an emergency situation where the 45 minute wait was an inconvenience not a 
danger. However, that will not always be the case and am terrified of my family or neighbors potentially 
not having access to life saving services.     Additionally, I reviewed the recent Anne Arundel 
County map showing proposed areas of encouraged development; and again I cannot fathom why the 
peninsula is being targeted when so many other areas are being designated as non-targeted areas. From 
my perspective, it would be much more prudent to spread out conservation areas more broadly, further 
promoting the maintenance of our natural resources and wildlife throughout the county. As the proposals 
sit now, I am greatly saddened by the potential further destruction of the woodlands on the peninsula 
which are home to a very diverse set of species, including nesting bald eagles.     I understand that the 
county needs to consider all county residents and their right to utilize county property, however I also 
feel strongly that the county has a duty to ensure the protection of its residents and their ability to have 
access to emergency services; something that further development strongly jeopardizes. 

11/11/16 Jim Z  Hello,     I am a concerned resident of Anne Arundel County.     I have been looking at the plans for the 
mayo peninsula Parks.     I am very concerned with the plans for south river farm park.  The only access 
to South river Farm park is through the small 1950s  community of loch haven off of loch haven 
drive.   This road does not have a shoulder or sidewalks for pedestrians and or bicycles for the local 
residents.  The increase in traffic for the ball fields and the park would be a large burden on the local 
residents. The drawings show ball fields parking lots and dog parks all within the critical area.   I would 
suggest any impervious coverage to not take place within south river Farm park.  The other parks would 
be a more suitable area for the ball fields and parking lots with thier direct acess to route 214.  This 
would make it more convents and environmentally friendly for everyone involved. 

11/11/16 Joan H Hello:     I am an Edgewater resident who has been following the proposed expansion/improvements 
proposed for several local parks.  I went to the website to better understand the projects that are under 
consideration.  Here is my concern:     I have carefully reviewed the material online and I find this very 
difficult to understand.  Even looking at the drawings and the plans, there is no way to understand the 
traffic impact or the water use impact or neighborhood development impact from any of these proposed 
changes.     The fact that park is proposed means nothing without the use conditions specified. Will large 
scale events be permitted?  Will there be hundred or thousands of cars and participants clogging up the 
single lane road we all use?  I don't see the environmental impact or the traffic impact addressed in any 
of the material that's been posted to this site.      What I really want to know is whether Central Ave will 
be improved before these other projects are initiated, so what is now a single lane road 
can accommodate increased traffic.  I don't see any mention of that in what's been posted by the county.     
One day last week I could not get to work.  Literally, I was stuck in my home.  There was some sort of 
blockage on 214 that stretched from Muddy Creek down past Lou's Quick Stop.  Traffic was backed up 
about half a mile on Carr's Wharf because the cars were unable to get onto RT 214.  We currently have 
only a single lane off the Mayo Peninsula and a single lane on.  In most cases there is no shoulder and no 
left or right turn lanes.  When this one lane is blocked we are trapped on the peninsula.     So that's the 
main thing I want to know about the parks projects: whether RT 214 improvements will be 
made FIRST in order to handle the additional traffic.  I just don't see that in what's been presented. 
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11/11/16 Susanne 
and Nelson 
G 

We are residents of Loch Haven and support the concept of having the access road for the Park off of 
Route 214 (Central Avenue) instead of Loch Haven Drive.  Route 214 would provide better and easier 
access to the park for visitors, and it would be less disruptive to our Loch Haven neighborhood.  The 
noise, traffic, parking, and lighted ball fields would all be a major havoc to residents who live on Loch 
Haven Drive and other streets.  In addition, South River Farm at that proximity provides a wooded 
habitat for migrating birds and many other wildlife; this habitat should not be disturbed when there is a 
more viable solution to park entry off of Route 214.      Thank you for your consideration of this 
important matter. 

11/12/16 Jean and 
Gordon R 

1. We reviewed the comments and agree that traffic is a major consideration.  One waiting to turn left 
from Mayo Rd. backs up traffic for blocks.  We know because the only access to our home is by Mayo 
Rd (Central Ave. Rt 214).      2. The comments from SRF are very important.  The first few lines are 
repeated below so that you can  identify them. 9/12 Jesse L. 
Iliff jesse@southrion.neter BRTB SupportBy this letter, the South River Federation (SRF) conveys its 
comments on the preliminary draft planning maps for Beverly Triton Beach Park. Overall, SRF supports 
the proposed developments depicted in the preliminary sketch plans received on August 18, 2016, 
provided that all infrastructure developments installed use environmental site design to the maximum 
extent practicable, and robust sediment and erosion controls are installed and maintained for the duration 
of all construction activity. This is especially important in light of the following finding in the Beverly‐
Triton Beach Park Master Plan drafted in 2000 by Harms & Associates: [m]any of the soil series on site 
have a K‐factor greater than 0.35. This means that they have a high susceptibility to erosion especially if 
they consist of 5% slopes or greater. Colemantown, Donlonton and Monmouth soil series…are very 
acidic and when the subsoil is exposed, precipitation that comes in contact with the exposed soil can 
generate sulfuric acid run‐off. The acidic run‐off can have significant impact to downstream receiving 
waters. Likewise, the high acidity of the exposed soil makes revegetation of the soil extremely difficult. 
Eliminating or reducing disturbance to these soils is highly recommended. It is the view of SRF that the 
more people visit our County’s waterways and enjoy their various quality of life benefits, the more 
people will value these wate 

11/12/16 Ray G My wife & I would like to comment that the County should open Mayo Beach Park to the residents of 
AA County on a full time basis. We enjoy the beach and swimming area and have 5 grandchildren that 
live in Edgewater & Davidsonville that we would like to take to Mayo Beach and Beverly - Triton Beach 
Park on a regular basis.     If you could open them full time to the public it would be beneficial to us and 
to all South County residents. 
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11/12/16 Tracie D This email is in regard to the development of the parks/beaches on the Mayo Peninsula. As a resident of 
the Mayo Peninsula, I would like to strongly discourage any development. The reasons for my 
discouragement are due to environmental issues, safety issues, traffic issues and the fact that much of the 
Mayo Peninsula is well within the Chesapeake Bay critical area. As a resident of the Mayo Peninsula, I 
feel a stewardship to the Bay. My son and husband are both watermen and I feel a responsibility there as 
well. My family sees the health of the Bay in every catch and if the Bay isn’t healthy, then we lose. What 
we do on the land effects what happens on the Bay. This is my son’s future and it must be protected 
along with the future of all the other Bay watermen. Along with the Bay, the quality of life here on the 
Mayo Peninsula must be protected. The quality of life diminishes when traffic is so overwhelming that it 
becomes a burden, when emergency services are delayed due to traffic, when children’s safety becomes 
an issue due to vehicles speeding through communities looking to avoid and go around accidents…all of 
these things lower the quality of life for residents. I took a moment to review the maps that your office 
provided the community and below are my concerns immediately upon looking at the maps.     Along the 
shoreline of the Mayo Peninsula, especially in the little coves that are common along South River Farm 
Park, are large clusters of bay grasses. These grasses are very important and are finally beginning to 
flourish especially around the Peninsula. The grasses are important because they are the nurseries for the 
aquatic life. Every spring and fall large rockfish come into the rivers to “spawn” or lay eggs. The spring 
is referred to as “trophy season” when the fishermen catch the large rockfish on their way back to the 
ocean. Fishing is prohibited during this time in the rivers to protect the spawning fish. When the eggs 
hatch, the baby fish grow up in the bay grasses where they can find protection and food. Crabs do the 
same thing. Who doesn’t love a crab?! The babies are in just as much demand as their legal counterparts 
and rely on the bay grasses for shelter. Development really hurts these grasses as chemicals run into the 
water, bacteria from dog waste, and humans who throw in trash. As much as the baby fish and crabs rely 
on the grasses to survive, birds rely on the baby fish and crabs to eat. Birds such as blue herons, osprey 
and bald eagles thrive on the shoreline feasts. Nature has a food chain. A chink in the chain can damage 
the whole ecology of wildlife that just the bay grasses nurture.     I didn’t know, but the Mayo Peninsula 
hosts quite a few pairs of nesting bald eagles. I don’t know if you have ever seen one of these birds in 
the wild, but it is quite a sight! As big as these birds are, they are very sensitive and solitary. Too much 
interaction with the world and they leave. They definitely do not like the company of humans and 
humans do irresponsible things like leave behind trash like fishing line that can easily kill birds and their 
babies. Beverly-Triton beach hosts a wide variety of wildlife that is in jeopardy the minute you develop 
the land.     I took the liberty of adding up the combined total of proposed parking spaces of the 5 
beaches in question and came up with the number 912. 912! That’s 912 vehicle possibilities on the 
peninsula! Not only does that really booger up traffic, but the added nitrogen coming from those possible 
912 vehicles adds contaminates to the Bay.  Those parking lots that house the 912 parking spaces are 
called “impervious surfaces” and they are Bay enemies as well.      In Maryland, if you are over 16 years 
of age, you need a fishing license to catch fish. There are 6 proposed fishing areas. Will there be DNR 
officers stationed at each fishing hole to check for licenses and to check to see if the fish/crabs are legal 
to keep? Once again, especially in South River Farm Park, these fishing areas are on key spots where 
bay grasses grow. How many babies are going to be plucked from their nurseries and taken home for 
dinner? Don’t think it happens? My family sees it all the time at our community beach. People come and 
rape and pillage the water and then leave. Now you are creating just more spots for them to do that. The 
more illegal sized fish and crabs that get taken out of the water, then the more the restrictions get 
tightened. The more the restrictions get tightened, the harder it is for people like my family to make a 
living. Don’t think it happens? The fishing and crabbing regulations are tweaked every single year.     
My children have played sports for SRYA since the organization’s birth and I have heard the cries for 
more fields. I have also heard louder cries for maintenance of the fields that we already have. There are 4 
proposed athletic fields for the Mayo Peninsula - 2 at South River Farm Park and 2 at the Mayo WRF. 
These fields would be an irresponsible addition to the Mayo Peninsula. Not only are the chemicals that 
would be used on them devastating to the Bay, but the traffic that they would bring would bring the 
Peninsula to a screeching halt. The Mayo WRF entrance is directly on Central Avenue across from River 
Club Estates. The entrance to the South River Farm Park is on Loch Haven Drive leading folks down to 
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Central Avenue at a stop sign that sees more accidents than any other place on the Peninsula. Let’s look 
into the proposed future for a second…5:00 rush hour - existing residents coming onto the Peninsula, 
700 proposed new residents (1,400 if they are driving 2 cars back home) coming onto the Peninsula and 
practice kids coming onto the Peninsula. It is not usual for traffic to normally back up past the high 
school, now you are flirting with back ups to Route 2. There would be an extremely strong possibility of 
more accidents from people coming out of Loch Haven trying to turn left into bumper to bumper rush 
hour traffic. Now with all of this mess, add in emergency personnel trying to get to the accident…or 
trying to get to another residents’ home…or trying to get anywhere! These 4 athletic fields, as innocent 
as they sound, will bring about an alarming amount of traffic and accidents.     Let’s talk dog parks. Why 
do we need so many dog parks? Doctors will tell you that one of the major benefits to owning a dog is to 
get that dog out there walking. There is no walking at a dog park. Also, many accidents happen at dog 
parks with dogs that are not properly socialized. Many dogs get hurt. The major reason dog parks are a 
horrible idea is the dog poop. Dog poop is horrible for the Bay. There are all kinds of stuff like by-
products in dog food and dog’s take all kinds of medication and when they poop all of that and bacteria 
is released into the water and can destroy the ecosystem. What is worst, is that there is an actual dog 
beach proposed for the South River Farm Park which, we already discussed, houses many nurseries for 
baby wildlife.      I made a visit to Beverly-Triton the other day and noticed that every car in the parking 
lot was out-of-state. I noticed in the proposed plans that there are still many proposed swimming areas. 
As much as we love the Bay, it’s health still isn’t truly up to par and it can really mess up your day. In 
the least severity…diarrhea…to the worst possibility…death. As I’ve told you, my family are water 
people and we are real cozy with the folks up at Righttime in Annapolis. Any cuts the men in my family 
get are carefully disinfected and cleaned and the minute any sign of infection shows up, then it’s to the 
medical center we go. The Bay water is nothing to mess with. Who will tell people from out-of-state 
when the water is safest and, more to the point, when it’s dangerous to enter the water? You see, we’re 
getting there, but we’re not there yet which is why the Peninsula residents are so adamant against 
development. We know what this is going to do to the health of the Bay and it is one of our primary 
concerns. We don’t want the Bay all to ourselves like many people have stated. We want the Bay to 
thrive like it once did before people came and tried to destroy it. It needs protection. We expect that from 
our local government. We shouldn’t have to fight for it.     One last note, why is there a proposed port-o-
potty on Mayo Beach? Once again, horrible for the environment and there are bathhouses straight up the 
hill. Walking is good for you. More people should do it.     Bottom line, developing the Mayo Peninsula, 
be it her beaches or land, is just irresponsible. It cripples the traffic, destroys the Bay waters, endangers 
the wildlife and creates safety issues when emergency services struggle to get to folks who need help. 
Please don’t make Central Avenue another Forrest Drive.  

11/13/16 Dianna J Thank you for taking comments from the public regarding the proposed park development in Mayo.  I 
have included a few thoughts on each park.     WRF Park     I agree that our area needs more athletic 
fields.  However, our county is unable to keep up with what we currently have.  I play softball at Riva 
Park and the field condition is usually dangerous.  From what I have heard from county coaches, a 
number of local fields do not have lights.  Coaches have expressed that the fields would get more use 
with lights and that having lights would ease scheduling.  Getting current fields in adequate condition 
should take priority over developing more land and adding to the county’s maintenance responsibilities 
that they can’t keep up with.     Also, a huge concern of mine regarding the proposed fields is adding 
traffic to Central Avenue increasing the danger at intersections. Will the county or state provide traffic 
lights?  It is extremely difficult and dangerous to exit River Club Estates as it is.  It is a failed 
intersection.  How will people be able to travel out of the neighborhood safely with additional vehicles 
traveling on Central Avenue?  It’s careless to add traffic without improving the roads and 
intersections.   Developing the WRF Park and adding 440 parking spaces will significantly increase the 
risk of those traveling out of the River Club Estates community.     Beverley-Triton     It’s already been 
proven that increased public use has also increased the amount of trash being left behind as well as 
illegal bonfires.  During walks we have encountered plastic bottles, cans, dirty diapers, condoms, paper 
and plastic wrappings.  How will the county keep the park clean and safe?     It’s also been noted that 
there are a lot of out of state visitors at Beverley-Triton.  The county uses the argument that county 
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residents should have access to park they pay for, yet it’s non-residents that use the park.  Therefore, our 
money is being spent for out-of-towners to use our park.  There should be a fee to use the park and a 
greater fee for out of state guests.      I completely disagree with paving 150+ parking lot.  This is a 
natural preserve and should be kept that way.  Adding parking spaces and increasing use will harm the 
wildlife and nature.     There should be NO swimming.  The shoreline is small and cannot hold many 
people.  It’s not safe to have people swimming in unfamiliar waters.  Not to mention the water quality is 
poor on many days throughout the summer.     Mayo Park     I disagree with opening this park to the 
public allowing 170 vehicles to visit at one time.  It’s not fair to subject the community to an increase of 
vehicle volume.  More people mean more cars, more pollution, more traffic and more trash. How will 
the county ensure the park stays clean and safe?  The narrow, curvy road leading to this park is inside a 
neighborhood.  A road people use to ride their bikes and run.  Adding traffic inside a neighborhood is 
negligent. It’s unsafe.      South River Farm Park & Glebe Heights Park     Dog parks?  Why so many 
dog parks?  Why a dog park at all?  The dogs will disrupt existing wildlife.  Dog poo is not good for the 
water.  People are able to walk their dogs in their neighborhoods.  Also, it’s a nightmare trying to exit 
Loch Haven Rd onto Central Avenue.  Further development of this park will only increase this 
danger.  The same argument above referring to athletic fields applies here as well.  In addition to those 
concerns we can add that having more pesticides and chemicals because of these fields will be harmful 
to near waterways.  Increasing traffic to failing roads is irresponsible.     MOST 
IMPORTANTLY:  What studies have been done to ensure safety on the peninsula?  Can intersections 
such as Loch Haven, Beechnut Kennel, the businesses behind Sue’s Deli, River Club Estates and Holly 
Road handle an influx in traffic?  Has the county contacted local police and Woodland Beach Volunteer 
Fire Department to ensure they can handle the increased workload?     The Mayo peninsula does not 
have the infrastructure to accommodate an increase in traffic volume.  The proposed parks include 
spaces for an additional 1,125 vehicles.  Too much money is being spent on amenities that will have an 
adverse impact on our safety, environment and waters.  Not enough funds are being spent on public 
safety.  Our area has needed a new fire station for 25 years and yet the money is still not in the county 
budget to assist. Why does the county insist on shoving their agenda down our throats without regard to 
the safety and quality of life of those that live on the peninsula?     Our area is already bursting at the 
seams.  Citizens deserve to have adequate fire and emergency rescue.  Please do not continue to add to 
the growing problem by allowing development in an area that cannot handle an increase in traffic 
impacting emergency service response times as well as increasing potential calls to a station that is being 
swallowed by an area rapidly growing around it. 

11/13/16 Mike and 
Nancy M 

Recently someone painted fuzzy lines along the edge of 214 down towards Mayo. They even painted 
over peoples' grass. Yes, that's because the road does not extend all the way from side to side as it 
should.     The moratorium on building on the Mayo peninsula was wise and should stay in place. Our 
peninsula was stopped for over a full hour a few weeks ago due to an accident at Loch Haven and 
214.      Regarding park development      Please do something about the light pollution from Mayo Park.     
Please, please consider the environmental impact of the proposed plans, including parking areas. Why 
not use gravel or similar substance?     Why cut down trees near the water at all? There should be some 
thought given to long-term consequences of erosion if you proceed as planned at Bev/Triton.     Many 
bald eagles, osprey and other birds and wildlife live in this area.      I realize that since we accepted 
federal funds to help with these projects, people from outside the state even can come visit, but there is 
no plan for supervising the parks 24/7. If you must build, please limit the hours and provide overnight 
security for every place you develop.     The proposed disc sport / park(s)/ parking areas on 214 in front 
of Leon Johnson's property do not at all fit the community in which they're being placed. I mean, 
seriously.  First you force Mrs. Johnson and the peninsula to have the septic there, against his strong 
opposition, citing its absolute public necessity, Then of course it's no longer being used, so you can 
claim the peninsula is open for more building, since sewage gets "pumped under the river over to 
Annapolis." Johnson's property is the colonial property of Commodore Mayo for whom this rural area is 
named. It's a real shame to see what you are planning.     Please consider changing your plans. 
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11/13/16 Vadim L As a community resident living in close proximity to both Beverly Triton and Mayo Beach Parks and a 
member of the "Neighbors of Mayo Peninsula" and "Stop Mayo Overdevelopment" task forces, I 
sincerely appreciate the opportunity to again review and comment on the revised preliminary proposals 
for the development of Beverly Triton and other Peninsula parks.  While it is encouraging to note that 
the strong recommendations to remove both Frisbee golf and the proposed dog beach from the Beverly-
Triton proposed plans were accepted, it is disheartening to see that so many other important 
recommendations were not, and that both of these poorly conceived proposals (that the planning 
consultant and others agreed with) were retained in many of the other parks (either thru inaction or 
carelessness).      The entirety of the Mayo Peninsula believes that further development of these parks is 
neither necessary nor desired; however, if the County believes that development is necessary, it should 
be done on a minimalistic scale that preserves the majority of the parks and proposals must be amended 
to incorporate the below comments.     Specific to Beverly Triton:     1)  Again, there must be no 
development whatsoever without first developing the surrounding infrastructure around the parks.  This 
must include upgrades to Rt 214, Shoreham Beach Rd., Triton Beach Rd., and Honeysuckle 
Dr.  Upgrades MUST include shoulders, bike paths, and widening to accommodate current uses and 
traffic, much less the increased traffic that would inevitably result from further development of these 
parks.  Children play on these roads.  Runners and bikers constantly use these roads.  Furthermore, there 
is significant documentation that emergency response times on the Peninsula, as well as current road 
conditions, have already stressed the Peninsula and created dangerous situations.  Without upgrading this 
infrastructure, the County risks countless traffic incidents and exposes itself to significant 
liability.  Please do not send any more revised park proposals without the accompanying updates to ALL 
roads to and from these parks, or abandon these proposals if there is no funding for infrastructure 
upgrades.  Otherwise, you are endangering the lives of all residents around these parks and guests 
entering these parks!      2)  The beach at Beverly Triton park MUST NOT be open for swimming, and 
the current no swimming signs must be retained.  While this beach was historically used for swimming 
the beach is now too narrow for use as a bathing beach, and opening the beach to swimming would 
endanger the lives of beachgoers and destroy the remaining portions of the beach that erosion has not yet 
claimed.  A portion of the beach is underwater at high tide while a bath towel can barely be 
laid vertically on most of the rest of the beach. In addition, the Bay water is less than 2 ft MLW for over 
two hundred feet offshore, and opening the beach for public swimming would have an adverse impact on 
its use by marine life. Most important, public swimming is already provided at nearby Mayo Beach Park 
which already has the infrastructure for it (bath-house and other facilities) and would be a more logical 
site for public swimming.  How many beaches within 1 mile of each other does the County believe we 
need?  Please do not allow swimming on this beach, and please include a fence around the beach to 
prevent swimming use in the next draft of revised proposals.     3)  The proposed parking lot outside the 
main gate of the park is TOO LARGE and will adversely impact both traffic conditions and the viability 
of the Bay.  Parking and simultaneous car access to this park MUST NOT EXCEED 30.  The run off 
impact from having so much surface covered so near two wetland areas (as identified on the maps) and 
so close to the Bay, plus inadequate road way to handle the increased traffic to/from the park are major 
issues.  Conditions will be stressed even further by people who will try to park in the community and 
along roads once the parking lot is full.  The roads in the community do not accommodate traffic or 
emergency vehicles if there are cars parked on both sides of the road, which will only handle one car in 
each direction.  Further, the roads have no shoulders in the community because of the county dug 
drainage system, which causes the roads directly near the park to dip steeply.  Cars parking on the roads 
nearest to the park will create a traffic and safety hazard.  Lastly, this park cannot handle so many people 
at one time coming to use the resource.  After a "Mayo Park Open Beach Day" it literally looks like a 
tornado has hit the park, and there is trash and wear and tear everywhere.  Similar traffic to Beverly 
Triton would DESTOY this much more fragile resource.  You must cap the parking lot to no more than 
30 cars, and must carefully control access to this park to limit overuse.     4)  Any access to this park 
should be controlled in the same way as Sandy Point, but on a much smaller scale, or risk overwhelming 
the neighboring communities and Peninsula as a whole with traffic.  A booth should be installed at the 
entrance to ALL the parks (but especially Beverly Triton) and fees should be charged for use, with out-
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of-County residents paying a significantly higher fee, perhaps in the range of $20-$30 per day.  At a 
minimum, the destruction of any land could at least be used to lower taxes for County 
residents.  Additionally, the current proposed parking lot MUST be reduced significantly to 
accommodate primarily County residents (And not out-of-County or out-of-state visitors) and a system 
should be developed to prioritize County resident use of the park.  Once capacity is reached, all future 
visitors should be notified that the Park is full.  Please include proposals to control overuse and over 
access of this Park, and a planned system for notification, in the next revised draft of the park proposals!     
5) As noted above, any use of the beach should preserve the current environment and not displace 
wildlife.  What will hundreds of additional beachgoers do to the last piece of continuous land on the 
Western Bay?  There should be no more than 30 beachgoers at any one time on this stretch of 
beach.  This is one of the most cherished and fragile pieces of undeveloped land across the entire 
Western Bay, and we must protect the environment as much as possible.     6)  Hours should discourage 
visitors from arriving early or late.  The current Mayo hours of 11-5 are a good start and would be an 
appropriate model for Beverly Triton.     7) We sincerely appreciate the removal of both the Frisbee golf 
and dog beach proposals from previous drafts of the park proposal, and URGE the County to retain the 
removal of these proposals and also remove them from the majority of other Peninsula parks.  On one 
particular Wednesday morning, we encountered 2 huge unleashed dogs charging at us while on a walk 
with our 3 year old.  Without quick action on our part, our lives could have been endangered.  All dog 
parks should be retained at one or two parks, specifically at Glebe Heights and the Mayo Wastewater 
Treatment plant parks.  Aren't there inland areas that could serve as dog parks, or perhaps even people's 
own backyards?  People will inevitably not clean-up after their dogs, so do we really need to add 
additional fecal run off into the Bay?  How many dog parks do we need, and why must they be 
specifically included in parks that border the Bay?  The 2 parks should more than suffice in terms of 
providing appropriate areas for residents to walk dogs, while not endangering other people's lives or the 
fragile Bay environment.      8.  On a walk thru the park on 9/9/16, we noted significant trash such as 
plastic bags, plastic containers, aluminum beer cans, and condoms.  How is the County planning to 
protect and enforce trash pick up in this vital wetland?  And this is before any proposed 
development.  Imagine how much more trash we'll see once use increases by out-of-county and out-of-
state residents.  PLEASE INCLUDE THE PROPOSALS FOR TRASH CONTAINMENT IN YOUR 
NEXT DRAFT OF REVISED PARK PROPOSALS, AND DO NOT SEND A DRAFT WITHOUT IT!     
Regarding other Peninsula parks:     1)  None of these parks must contain swimming beaches.  The 
environment is too fragile and too much erosion has occurred to safely open any of these beaches!     
2)  With the exception of the Mayo Treatment Facility and Glebe Heights parks, none of the parks 
should contain dog parks.  How many dog parks do we need, and why must they be specifically included 
in parks that border the Bay?  The 2 parks should more than suffice in terms of providing appropriate 
areas for residents to walk dogs, while not endangering other people's lives or the fragile Bay 
environment.  Please see additional comments in #7 above regarding the dog attack at Beverly Triton 
and endangerment of both our lives and children's lives.     3)  Please remove the proposed Frisbee golf 
from all remaining Mayo Peninsula parks.  You had the foresight to accept the recommendation for 
Beverly Triton, so please do the same for the remaining parks.     4)  Please include infrastructure 
upgrades for ALL ROADS leading to and from these parks, as recommended in #1 above.  Please do not 
send further revised plans without accompanying infrastructure upgrades, or abandon these proposals if 
there is a lack of funding to adequately safeguard area residents!     5)  Most important of all ,Mayo Park 
must only remain accessible to the general public for a handful of Sundays in a given year!  After 
a "Mayo Park Open Beach Day" it literally looks like a tornado has hit the park, and there is trash and 
wear and tear everywhere.  1 lane roads leading to and from the park where children play and ride bikes 
have had an exponentially higher degree of traffic, and it is endangering lives.  Additionally, private park 
use provides substantial tax revenue and relief for County residents, and limited public access should be 
retained to avoid risk to discouraging private use and increasing taxes for County residents.  Please 
include a proposed list of Mayo open days, not to exceed 6, in the next revised draft of park proposals!     
In conclusion, these are only some of the many issues that the County needs to take into consideration 
before ANY park development whatsoever.  I encourage the County to again circulate a revised and 
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more viable plan that can be discussed before any further development is considered.  Thank you, and I 
look forward to further dialogue. 
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11/14/16  For the Mayo peninsula Parks to be developed, I think we need to reorganize our priorities and the 
process's progress: The Peninsula needs 1)A true needs assessment 2) A comprehensive community 
impact study (looking at cumulative impacts from the parks and residential development) 3) A thorough 
environmental analysis (especially for South River Farm Park and Beverly-Triton Beach Park).      -
>Other Thoughts:      ---Are we developing the parks because we "can" or because we "need" to do 
so?  Upon what justification is this "need"?      ---Given the number of projected parking spaces and the 
lifting of the building moratorium, the current state of MD214 and neighborhood roads is insufficient for 
the anticipated use of the parks.  Infrastructure First, Parks Second.        ---We can't say the building 
moratorium is not related to park development, since the sewage plant wouldn't be available for park 
development UNLESS the building moratorium were lifted because of the re-routing of our residential 
waste across the river.        ---Why are we putting a dog park where dog waste can be washed into the 
Bay, especially into a estuary area, which is an underwater nursery?  -Can the dog park be relocated to 
the former sewage plant?  Or what proven mitigation plans are to be implemented to minimize 
environmental impact (beyond just expecting owners to pick up after pets, which we know doesn't 
work).      ---With Mayo Park having many of the amenities proposed for B-T and SRF, why can't we 
expand access to that park?  I know it makes the County money with camps and facility rentals.  -So 
does Quiet Waters, which can somehow do weddings, concerts, camps, and more, all in one location, 
while still having some natural beauty to enjoy.  -Why can't camps and beach access occur at the same 
time, for instance, with charged admission for the beach go-ers?  -Why do we need swimming locations 
at multiple points along Peninsula?  -Why not select 1 swimming location and make it the best 
possible?      ---Make all buildings LEED certified, no matter how small!  This will ensure we do our 
best to recognize the damage we cause to the environment with new buildings, while minimizing their 
impact, recycling during construction, low water use/compostable toilets, green roofs, solar/wind, 
etc.      ---Why so much impervious surface on the park plans?  -We need to implement best practices to 
reduce pollution runoff, which starts with limiting impervious surfaces.  Add rain gardens, green roofs, 
etc to reduce rain runoff.      ---If I have to pay hundreds of dollars and get a permit to take down 
dying/diseased trees within the critical development area on my property, why can the County just willy-
nilly cut down healthy trees?  

11/14/16 Catherine J My husband built the home we live in, when he first lived here, his lot butts the Big Pond, they had 
access to the water and the beach, no longer allowed, the point of buying and building his home was for 
the added benefits of the beach, the pond, fishing and crabbing close to home. That has not been the case 
in the past 25 years, now you want to open to the public what we have not been allowed to use, NO 
WAY, the traffic is bad enough with the beach being rented and others being allowed to use OUR beach! 
What is wrong with you people? 

11/14/16 Dave and 
Sheila S 

We have studied the plans for the improvements to  Beverly Triton Beach Park and here are our 
comments:     1.    As residents of Saunders Point and Mayo, we are concerned about increased traffic 
both with the addition of 500-1000 new homes on the Mayo peninsula (with the opening of the sewer 
line to Annapolis) and the “improved” Beverly-Triton Beach Park.  Most Mayo residents have been 
made late to work, school, medical appointments by heavy/stopped traffic caused by accidents or just 
heavy traffic when trying to leave their homes on the Mayo peninsula  .  There must be some sort of 
mitigation or changes to traffic to improve this situation and it is the County’s responsibility to do 
something.  The Park will undoubtedly be a significant contributor to this  problem if and when it is 
completed.     2.    The planned addition of a large septic drain field just a few feet from the Chesapeake 
Bay is unacceptable, particularly since there is a sewer line just a few feet away.  And while you’re at it, 
the ranger’s house sewer connection should be included, not left alone as the study says.     3.    The 
proposed parking area at  the corner of Carvel and Triton Beach, is excessively large (do we really 
need 152 parking places?) and should be located inside the gates of the main Park area for several 
reasons:             1. It will be unsafe to park where now indicated, requiring crossing the busy Carvel-
Triton Beach thoroughfare on foot.  We think parents with small children crossing that roadway creates a 
dangerous, unsafe situation.             2. The existing large open field is frequently used in its entirety for 
pet runs, pickup football/soccer/softball games and the like.  The parking lot would ruin this field in its 
unspoiled form.             3.  The parking lot should not be paved with asphalt; it is totally inappropriate to 
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use an impervious parking surface so close to the Bay.     4.    The plan does not show the existing stone 
groins.  How do they fit into the swimming beach plans?     5.    The plans for the swimming beach are 
unclear.  How do you go from no beach at all to 1250 feet of 110 foot deep beach without trucking in 
many tons of sand or destroying the eroding slopes along the Bay (see note 7), or both.?     6.    What 
plans are there for staffing, crowd control and admission/parking charges?     7.    ADA compliance 
implies (to us) paving of trails.  Could you limit the amount of trail paving to minimize the disturbance 
of animal habitat?     8.    Do we really need 57 picnic tables?  How about 25 or 30? 

11/14/16 Jacob S We've been informed that there are plans for a new kayak launch in the South River Farm Park, and that 
Mayo Peninsula Parks is accepting inputs/comments for its development. The Canton Kayak Club would 
be very interested in setting up a kayak rack and equipment box near the launch.      We are a 501(c) 
non-profit organization with ~500 members, seeking to make the Chesapeake bay and its tributaries 
more accessible to kayakers by offering unlimited use of our kayaks to our members. At $125/year 
($155 for a member's 1st year) the expense of membership is far less than owning a kayak, and our 
members don't need to consider storage/transportation of the boats.     We would be happy to discuss the 
specifics further, but for now I just wanted to express our interest in the site. 

11/14/16 John C I am writing to express my opposition in the strongest possible terms of the proposed plans to develop 
South River Farms Park.     On a regular basis I walk from Loch Haven Drive through the park out to 
the South River and back.  A one lane dirt road identified on Google Maps as Scriveners Road goes from 
the Anne Arundel County maintenance buildings to what identified as Mayo Point. When you walk this 
road you experience something sorrily lacking these days - a chance to be at one with nature.  As you 
wander you will pass tranquil wetlands.  You hear the sounds of nature's inhabitants.  A little further up 
the road you make a sharp detour and come to an overlook where you can see Selby Bay.  Descend 
the bank and you walk along a sandy beach.  Return to the road and you will pass a lake.  The water 
levels rise and fall depending on the tides since it has a small opening to the river.  You finally arrive to 
a clearing where you have a magnificent view up the South River and down to where it meets the 
Chesapeake Bay.      When you take this walk you may cross paths with another walker or people out 
with their dogs.  There aren't even any bicycles.  It is just peaceful and quiet.  Conditions change with 
the season and time of day.  If you pave the road to allow vehicular traffic I feel that you may  or may 
not threaten the natural environment,  but you certainly will change that unique opportunity to interact 
with what is for the most part a pristine environment.  Why do we want to take this away?  Surely there 
are more highly developed areas that can accommodate dog parks, ball fields and parking lots 
without tremendous volumes of traffic funneling down residential streets.        Let us have a passive 
park. I am sure there are many individuals that would welcome the experience visiting one. 

11/14/16 Michael G It would be ideal to create a bike path like the Baltimore Annapolis trail. It's safer and the demand is 
there with some excellent views 

11/14/16 Robert S It is requested that serious consideration be given to slowing down or imposing a moratorium on any and 
all park, beach, and water access development being considered on the Mayo peninsula until the 
following issues are addressed and a smart growth plan is proposed that equitably balances the needs of 
the environment, and the residents who live on the peninsula, with the desires of those who are 
proposing these plans and the "constituents" that they represent. It is we the residents that will have to 
live with these decisions unlike those who are proposing them.     Issues that must be addressed to ensure 
that the environment is protected and that the peninsula’s residents are not being subjected to 
unnecessary inconveniences and potentially life threatening situations associated with these plans is of 
paramount importance to maintaining the quality of life that we enjoy on the Mayo peninsula.     This list 
of issues and concerns is not intended to be all-inclusive but rather is a list of the most obvious areas of 
potentially irreparable impact and damage to our neighborhoods and the peninsula as a whole.     * 
Roads and parking are planned in significant critical areas     * Lighted ball fields and associated traffic 
are more suited to the parks that can be accessed directly from 214 away than from the 
existing      neighborhoods     *Associated infrastructure improvements like bathhouses will put 
additional pressure on limited water and sewage resources and maintenance     *South River Farm Park 
and the Triton-Beverly Beach areas provide natural areas for vegetation, migrating birds and native 
wildlife that should be preserver in their natural state in an effort to avoid irreparable loss and damage to 
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the peninsula’s eco system     *Much of the existing forest and vegetation provides a buffer for pollutants 
carried in storm water from the existing impervious areas and existing homes on the peninsula     *Mayo 
Water Reclamation Facility already has a building and infrastructure that could serve as park 
headquarters and should not be considered at SRF park.     *Loch Haven Drive is not a suitable road 
for South River Farm park access based on the proposed 300+ car parking area proposed.     * 214 itself 
is not suitable for access to all of these parks as proposed 

11/14/16 Terri & 
John R 

I would like to submit some comments for the record about the proposed Beverly-Triton Beach 
Development Plans.     1.  The size of the proposed development will have a negative effect on 
community safety.  Specifically, the site plan for the 152 vehicle parking area outside of the fenced area 
will create a traffic jam for people and the fire department to access the Saunders Point 
community.  Also, having people and their beach chairs, umbrellas, etc. crossing a street to access the 
park it dangerous. Therefore, all parking should be restricted to inside the fenced area and closer to the 
proposed facilities. This would also allow for crowd control going in and out of the park and the ability 
to close the park when filled to capacity.     2.  The existing road infrastructure leading to the park is 
inadequate and in need of upgrades.  We have already witnessed what happens to the Shoreham beach 
community when the Mayo Park is opened to the public and anywhere from 200 to 300 cars jam the 
roadway.     3.  The proposed plan shows a septic field being put in for the bathroom facilities.  As this is 
in the critical area, a septic field is not allowed.  Therefore, the bathroom facilities will have to be piped 
out and connected to the Mayo Sewer System.  This should also include the septic system that was not 
hooked up from the Ranger's house to the central sewer system.     4.  Shoreline development - The plans 
state that they will protect the eroding shoreline.  However, the plans also state that the beach area will 
extend over 1200 linear feet and 140,000 square feet.  This means the beach area is to be more than 100 
feet wide.  How will this be accomplished and still protect the eroding shoreline?  Is the proposal to 
truck in sand and backfill into the water to create the 100 foot beach or are you really going to cut into 
the cliffs and adjacent woodland and truck in sand to make the beach?     5.  Since no sand exists in the 
proposed swimming area, why wouldn't the planners use the proposed fishing area which has a sandy 
beach as the bathing site?     6.  I understand for ADA compliance the necessity to provide accessibility 
for handicapped persons, however, the proposal to pave the trails runs counter to preserving the 
environmental integrity of the site.       7.  The size and scope of the picnic area and pavilions are 
creating a site as big as Sandy Point State Park.  This entire plan needs to be downsized.     8.  The 
County Executive has stated that this park is for the benefit of the citizens of Anne Arundel 
County.  How does the County plan to control the out of County and out of State users of the park?  I 
propose that County residents would get permit stickers for free use of the park and non-County 
residents would have to pay a fee.  Therefore, we would need to have a gate access and a manned booth 
to collect fees and close the Park once it has reached capacity.     9.  Why are these park improvements 
being implemented at the North end of this park when all of these facilities exist at the Southern end of 
Beverly Beach in what was once the original Beverly Beach Resort with its bathing facilities, swimming 
area and fishing pier?     Please provide a return acknowledgement of this email.  Thank you. 

11/14/16 Wendy L To whom it may concern:     I am a community resident living in close proximity to both Beverly Triton 
and Mayo Beach Parks in West Shoreham Beach.  I appreciate the opportunity to review and comment 
on the revised preliminary proposals for the development of Beverly Triton and other Mayo Peninsula 
parks.  The entire Mayo Peninsula believes that further development of these parks is neither necessary 
nor desired.  However, if the County believes that development is necessary, it should be minimal so 
that the majority of the parks are preserved while protecting the environment and the Chesapeake 
Bay.  We have one chance to do this, and to do it right, and the time is now.  Proposals must be amended 
to incorporate the below comments.      Specific to Beverly Triton:     1)  There must be no development 
whatsoever without first developing the surrounding infrastructure around the parks.  This must include 
upgrades to Rte 214, Shoreham Beach Rd., Triton Beach Rd., and Honeysuckle Dr.  Upgrades MUST 
include shoulders, bike paths, and widening to accommodate current uses and traffic, much less the 
increased traffic that would inevitably result from further development of these parks.  Children play on 
these roads.  Runners and bikers constantly use these roads.  Furthermore, there is significant 
documentation that emergency response times on the Peninsula, as well as current road conditions, have 
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already stressed the Peninsula and created dangerous situations.  Without upgrading this infrastructure, 
the County risks countless traffic incidents and exposes itself to significant liability.  Just a few weeks 
ago on October 27, 2016, I was stuck in traffic at a standstill in my car trying to get my daughter to 
Kindergarten at Mayo Elementary School in the morning before heading to work.  Cars were backed up 
on Rte 214 from Shoreham Beach Rd. (where I sat with the car in Park for 45 minutes) all the way 
to Lockhaven.  I couldn't even get to Lou's corner store (corner of Shoreham Beach Rd. and Rte 214), 
which is 1 minute from my house.  There was apparently an equipment spill of off of a truck at 
Lockhaven with a car collision, and traffic backed up for hours trying to get off of the Peninsula.  Buses 
were delayed in getting children to school, and all of us trying to get off of the Peninsula were 
delayed.  This was just a normal day, without thousands of extra cars clogging up our roads from the 
proposed development of Peninsula Parks!  Please do not send any more revised park proposals without 
the accompanying updates to ALL roads to and from these parks, or abandon these proposals if there is 
no funding for infrastructure upgrades.  Otherwise, you are endangering the lives of all residents around 
these parks and guests entering these parks!      2)  The beach at Beverly Triton park MUST NOT be 
open for swimming, and the current no swimming signs must be retained.  While this beach was 
historically used for swimming the beach is now too narrow for use as a bathing beach, and opening the 
beach to swimming would endanger the lives of beachgoers and destroy the remaining portions of the 
beach that erosion has not yet claimed.  A portion of the beach is underwater at high tide while a bath 
towel can barely be laid vertically on most of the rest of the beach. In addition, the Bay water is less than 
2 ft MLW for over two hundred feet offshore, and opening the beach for public swimming would have 
an adverse impact on its use by marine life. Most important, public swimming is already provided at 
nearby Mayo Beach Park which already has the infrastructure for it (bath-house and other facilities) and 
would be a more logical site for public swimming.  How many beaches within 1 mile of each other does 
the County believe we need?  Please do not allow swimming on this beach, and please include a fence 
around the beach to prevent swimming use in the next draft of revised proposals.     3)  The proposed 
parking lot outside the main gate of the park is TOO LARGE and will adversely impact both traffic 
conditions and the viability of the Bay.  There should be no more than 30 parking spaces for Beverly 
Triton.  There is the run-off factor from paving over so much surface so close to two wetland areas 
(identified on the map) and being so close to the Bay, erosion and pollution to the Bay will be the 
result.  Additionally, Triton Beach Road can not handle the increased traffic to/from the 
park . Conditions will be stressed even further by people who will try to park in the community and 
along roads once the parking lot is full.  The roads in the community do not accommodate traffic or 
emergency vehicles if there are cars parked on both sides of the road, which will only handle one car in 
each direction.  Further, the roads have no shoulders in the community because of the county dug 
drainage system, which causes the roads directly near the park to dip steeply.  Cars parking on the roads 
nearest to the park will create a traffic and safety hazard.  Lastly, this park cannot handle so many people 
at one time coming to use the resource.  After a "Mayo Park Open Beach Day," there is trash 
everywhere.  Similar traffic to Beverly Triton would DESTOY this much more fragile resource.  You 
must cap the parking lot to no more than 30 cars, and must carefully control access to this park to limit 
overuse.     4)  Any access to this park should be controlled in the same way as Sandy Point, but on a 
much smaller scale, or risk overwhelming the neighboring communities and Peninsula as a whole with 
traffic.  A booth should be installed at the entrance to ALL of the parks (but especially Beverly Triton) 
and fees should be charged for use, with out-of-County residents paying a significantly higher fee, 
perhaps in the range of $20-$30 per day.  At a minimum, the destruction of any land could at least be 
used to lower taxes for County residents.  Additionally, the current proposed parking lot MUST be 
reduced significantly to accommodate primarily County residents (and not out-of-County or out-of-state 
visitors) and a system should be developed to prioritize County resident use of the park.  Once capacity 
is reached, all future visitors should be notified that the Park is full.  Please include proposals to control 
overuse and over access of this Park, and a planned system for notification, in the next revised draft of 
the park proposals!     5) As noted above, any use of the beach should preserve the current environment 
and not displace wildlife.  What will hundreds of additional beachgoers do to the last piece of continuous 
land on the Western Bay?  There should be no more than 30 beachgoers at any one time on this stretch 
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of beach.  Beverly Triton is one of the most cherished and fragile pieces of undeveloped land across the 
entire Western Bay, and we must protect the environment as much as possible.  We have one chance, 
and the time is now.     6)  Hours should discourage visitors from arriving early or late.  The current 
Mayo hours of 11-5 are a good start and would be an appropriate model for Beverly Triton.     7) We 
sincerely appreciate the removal of both the Frisbee golf and dog beach proposals from previous drafts 
of the park proposal, and URGE the County to retain the removal of these proposals and also remove 
them from the majority of other Peninsula parks.  On one particular Wednesday morning, we 
encountered 2 huge unleashed dogs charging at us while on a walk with our 3 year old child.  Without 
quick action on our part, our lives could have been endangered.  All dog parks should be retained at one 
or two parks, specifically at Glebe Heights and the Mayo Wastewater Treatment plant parks.  Aren't 
there inland areas that could serve as dog parks, or perhaps even people's own backyards?  People will 
inevitably not clean-up after their dogs, so do we really need to add additional fecal run off into the 
Bay?  How many dog parks do we need, and why must they be specifically included in parks on 
prime land that border the Bay?  The 2 parks should more than suffice in terms of providing appropriate 
areas for residents to walk dogs, while not endangering other people's lives or the fragile Bay 
environment.      Regarding other Peninsula parks:     1)  None of these parks must contain swimming 
beaches.  The environment is too fragile and too much erosion has occurred to safely open any of these 
beaches!     2)  With the exception of the Mayo Treatment Facility and Glebe Heights parks, none of the 
parks should contain dog parks.  How many dog parks do we need, and why must they be specifically 
included in prime land that border the Bay?  The 2 parks should more than suffice in terms of providing 
appropriate areas for residents to walk dogs, while not endangering other people's lives or the fragile Bay 
environment.  Please see additional comments in #7 above regarding the dog attack at Beverly Triton 
and endangerment of both our lives and children's lives.     3)  Please remove the proposed Frisbee golf 
from all remaining Mayo Peninsula parks.  You had the foresight to accept the recommendation for 
Beverly Triton, so please do the same for the remaining parks.     4)  Please include infrastructure 
upgrades for ALL ROADS leading to and from these parks, as recommended in #1 above.  Please do not 
send further revised plans without accompanying infrastructure upgrades, or abandon these proposals if 
there is a lack of funding to adequately safeguard area residents!     5)  I would also expect the County to 
follow the rules that we residents are all held accountable for, and replace each and every tree that is 
removed for parking lots, picnic pavilions, bath houses, etc, at any of these parks.      6)  Most important 
of all, Mayo Park must only remain accessible to the general public for a handful of Sundays in a given 
year!  After a "Mayo Park Open Beach Day," there is trash everywhere.  One lane roads leading to and 
from the park where children play and ride bikes have had an exponentially higher degree of traffic, and 
it is endangering lives.  Additionally, private park use provides substantial tax revenue and relief for 
County residents, and limited public access should be retained to avoid risk to discouraging private use 
and increasing taxes for County residents.  Please include a proposed list of Mayo open days, not to 
exceed 6, in the next revised draft of park proposals!     In conclusion, these are only some of the many 
issues that the County needs to take into consideration before ANY park development, specifically: 1) 
first upgrading infrastructure before additional development to protect both resident lives and lives of 
park guests, 2) restricting ANY swimming access to the beach at Beverly Triton (and other Peninsula 
parks) to prevent further erosion, destruction of Bay habitat, and endangerment of beachgoer lives, and 
3) significant limitation to parking lot development to prevent over utilization and further destruction of 
Bay habitat.  I encourage the County to again circulate a revised and more viable plan that can be 
discussed before any further development is considered.  We all live on the Peninsula and want Mayo to 
be a safe place for everyone, and we must also make it our priority to prevent further destruction of the 
Chesapeake Bay.  Thank you for the opportunity to comment, and for taking these recommendations 
seriously.  
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11/15/16 Amy B Beverly Triton Park is already open to the public. It is being successfully used as a “passive” park, with 
rudimentary trails and near pristine water views. It is in a very vulnerable area and cannot sustain what 
the county is planning. A few points:      · The residences in the area use a hybrid aging septic system, 
and access a disappearing water table. We have had to pay for a deeper well installation as the old 
aquifer was no longer viable. This does not bode well to support a public shower facility.      · There is a 
single road into the peninsula with no shoulder, sidewalk, or bike lane. When there is an accident on 
Route 214, there is no access on or off the peninsula. As the road winds around with a 30 mph speed 
limit, visitors regularly speed and imperil those of us who ride our bikes and walk with our pets and 
children. Additional traffic and “improvements” to this area are not sustainable under the present 
infrastructure and will pose an undue burden on the residents.      · Emergency personnel already have a 
difficult time servicing this area due to lack of fire hydrants (back to no public water) and a single lane 
road with no shoulder. This presents a large public safety issue to park visitors and the surrounding 
neighborhoods in the event of a fire or other large emergency in the park or nearby.      · This park will 
need to have a full time dedicated ranger. Since the Park was opened to the public, I have regularly seen 
people breaking posted rules of behavior. There are empty bottles of beer and liquor strewn off the paths 
and dogs roaming off-leash, disturbing runners and wildlife. And this is BEFORE the proposed 
increased usage. I am thrilled that the park has a ranger coming on, but she is a shared resource. A multi-
use upgraded park would necessitate someone with enforcement authority available during all park 
hours.      · This is a park where the beauty lies in walking the natural paths, seeing snakes, turtles, 
eagles, herons, deer. This wildlife is already being encroached upon by the increased usage. Bald eagles, 
who have been documented to live in the park, also enjoy federal protections which the county should 
not choose to ignore.      · The forest undergrowth, which is a critical part of the health of this ecosystem, 
would be harmed by the proposed development. When I contacted AA county about the reasons for the 
managed deer hunt, a main reason was to protect the forest undergrowth. Paving the trails and increased 
human access will cause much more damage to the undergrowth and health of this park. Incidentally, it 
is possible to have fully or partially ADA accessible trails without paving all the trails in the park. A 
good example is Limberlost trail in the Shenandoah National Park.      · This is a critical breeding area 
for horseshoe crabs. In spring/summer, the beaches are full of the mating crabs. Opening up the entire 
expanse and encouraging further development will interrupt breeding patterns and likely adversely affect 
the chances of young crab survival.       · Swimming on the beaches is intermittent at best. Water quality 
is consistently poor for swimming in our waterways, especially up to 48 hours after rain events. 
Decimating the beach area for a scant few swimming days is wasteful at best, and letting people swim 
without testing and posting quality is negligent at worst.      · Bathing beaches all but disappear during 
high tides. The beaches are barely wide enough for bathing during low tides.      · The fragile cliffs above 
the beaches are already eroding. Paths that were walkable even months ago are now precarious. This 
would not stand up to paving, or even increased usage.      There are many more reasons that paving the 
trails, building bath houses and expanding parking to attract 100s or 1000s of people a day is a bad idea. 
In summary, the road and utility infrastructure cannot handle the increased load, and the fragile 
ecosystem will be disrupted and likely destroyed in return for a few weeks of swimmable days a year on 
a beach that only exists minimally during low tide. Please consider the original (verbal) plans to keep 
this park open as passive use only. 

11/15/16 Amy I The Annapolis Rowing Club (ARC) is a 501(c)(3) that was founded in 1984 to support and promote 
rowing education, participation and competition. We were a constant presence on the Severn River for 
25 years, sharing a boathouse with St. John’s College, prior to moving to the South River in 2010. ARC 
is one of only two rowing clubs in the county, and the only one that offers rowing education and 
opportunities for adults of all ages. We currently have more than 90 members from the greater Annapolis 
region participating both recreationally on the South River and competitively at the local, national and 
world level! Our current location, at Gingerville Yachting Center, includes a 120 foot long floating dock 
for boat launching, a 60 x 300 ft area for boat storage and parking for 30 cars. We also have a small 
storage shed, for our safety equipment, rowing machines, electronics and oars. We have potable water 
access for rinsing saltwater from boats and equipment. We row on the water 9 months during the year, 
and move training indoors during the winter months, operating primarily between 5-8am and 5-8pm 
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most days. In addition to fostering good relationships with local rowing organizations such as the 
Annapolis Junior Rowing Association, St. John’s College, the US Naval Academy, and other rowing 
clubs nationwide, ARC has built relationships with local environmental groups and paddlers of all kinds. 
We host unique events which bring competitors in kayaks, outriggers, SUPs, canoes and rowing shells. 
With many of our members participating in other paddling organizations, we know for certain there is an 
opportunity to share a community rowing and paddling space. ARC has a vested interest in keeping our 
waterways healthy and is a good steward of the environment and waterways. We are primarily “people 
powered” and utilize environmentally friendly practices and products/lighting wherever possible. We 
helped build out the living shoreline on College Creek when we were located there, and have 
participated in local plantings to support the South River Federation since moving to the South River. 
ARC has reviewed the current plan for the development of SRFP and has the following comments: 1) 
There is a well-defined need for water access for county residents who want to launch small crafts 
including kayaks, SUPs, canoes and rowing shells. 2) A community boathouse would provide access, 
camaraderie and support for numerous community clubs involved in on-water activities and possibly 
indoor training year-round. 3) The SRFP plan currently shows a proposed car-top launch site at 
Brickhouse Creek in Selby Bay as well as a site at the mouth of Limehouse Cove on the South River. 
The launch site into Selby Bay would provide a protected area for ARC boats to launch. 4) We launch 
our boats early in the morning and evening so consideration should be taken to ensure local neighbors 
are not negatively impacted. Our rowing shells are less than 2’ wide but range in length up to 60’ for our 
largest shells. So space to launch and maneuver them safely is paramount. We have a couple of safety 
launches that accompany the rowing shells so a water depth of 4’ minimum would be needed. 5) It was 
noted that trails and added fishing access points are proposed further east inside of Selby Bay. This area 
or the launch site on Limehouse Cove could also be considered for the activities of ARC. We would 
request boat racks within a reasonable and safe walking distance to the water, and potable water access 
to rinse off our boats after use. 6) ARC looks forward to working with Anne Arundel Parks and 
Recreation to support and promote waters access for our Club and other local individuals and groups that 
share our interest in improving and expanding water access in AA County. Thank you for your 
consideration in your ongoing planning efforts for the Mayo Peninsula Parks! 

11/15/16 Andy and 
Jeanne C 

We would like to see no changes at any of the proposed Mayo Peninsula sites until the process is based 
on: a true needs assessment, a comprehensive community impact study (looking at cumulative impacts 
from the parks and residential development), a thorough environmental analysis (especially for South 
River Farm Park and Beverly-Triton Beach Park), and broad and effective public outreach. 

11/15/16 Charlie C Obviously the powers that be know what follows but to state in part why I - an individual who has voted 
in every election- object to the  expansion of services and access to Mayo Peninsula beaches is that it 
only has one lane in and one lane out. It will hardly be able - if able at all - to handle the increased 
development traffic once the new wastewater treatment plant is up and running. It will be worse than a 
nightmare with "beach" traffic.  

11/15/16 Daniel O As a resident of the peninsula I do not think any changes to the area parks until further studies of impact 
both to the environment and infrastructure are made. If they come back satisfactory to us the residence of 
the community then we can come to a decision.  

11/15/16 David A As a resident of the Mayo Peninsula, I understand how beautiful it is and why the county would like to 
share the parks with other residents. That said, until the infrastructure is in place to support the increased 
traffic, the current plan will make life miserable for the residents of the county and discourage visitors. 
No one wants to sit in gridlock all day. There is considerable traffic now, and that is not even 
considering the additional houses that are planned.      In addition to the traffic, I am also concerned 
about the environmental impact. How will the county handle sewage and clean up? With the river often 
unsafe now after rain days, isn't there a risk to exposing non Mayo residents who are unaware of the 
risks?      Without two lanes coming in and out to support the increased traffic, I don't see how the 
additional building will be useful.  
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11/15/16 Debbie D Re: Comments for the Proposed Beverly-Triton Beach Park Plans.  ---As of 11/14/2016, 539 people are 
NOT IN FAVOR of the following -- a Swimming Beach, Public Shower Facilities, and 152 car Parking 
Lot.  We DO NOT favor Destruction of Habitat, nor do we agree to Impervious Paving.  The following 
petition of comments was submitted to Mr. Schuh, and AA County Parks & Recs, by 539 individuals.     
*****Petition Reads as such --->"The Anne Arundel County Department of Recreation and Parks, in 
conjunction with the Anne Arundel County Department of Public Works, have proposed to create an 
approximately 3.3 acre swimming beach along a fragile and eroding shoreline of the Chesapeake Bay, 
construct restrooms/changing rooms/septic drain field for 400 people/per day, and pave 1.3 acres of the 
4.7 acres of developable park land to create approximately 152 parking spaces on the Park.     ------
Recognizing the fragile and environmentally sensitive nature of the Beverly-Triton Beach Park, the 
County originally programmed this Park for passive uses that would work with the environment while 
preserving the Bay shoreline and natural areas for significant wildlife and vegetation.  The County 
specifically did not recommend swimming and sought to minimize uses that would require disturbing 
and clearing the natural vegetation and forest.     ------Creating a swimming beach along a fragile and 
eroding shoreline of the Chesapeake Bay, constructing restrooms/changing rooms/septic drain field for 
400 people/per day, and paving 1.3 acres to create approximately 152 parking spaces on the Park will be 
destructive to this environmental gem of Anne Arundel County and probably the largest remaining 
undisturbed shoreline along the western Chesapeake Bay.       ------We believe that there is no need to 
create a swimming beach, bathing facilities and parking at this Park when those very same facilities exist 
at the Mayo Beach Park less than 1 mile away and are open to the Public for swimming.  We ask AACO 
County Executive Steven R. Schuh to instruct the Department of Recreation and Parks and the 
Department of Public Works to withdraw the plan to create a swimming beach, bathing facilities and 
parking at this Park. In essence: PROTECT BEVERLY-TRITON BEACH - NO DESTRUCTION OF 
HABITAT, NO MORE DEVELOPMENT, NO PAVING!" *****[End Petition Content]     ----->>>I 
ask you to Please develop all Mayo Park Plans utilizing a comprehensive Ecological Plan FIRST, before 
amenities are added.  I personally believe that most citizens on this peninsula would be open to small 
increments of improvement that enable us TIME to analyze Environmental Impact, Traffic Impact, and 
Human 'foot-traffic' Impact, BEFORE greater amenities are installed.  As well, I believe that $4.1 
million dollars to 'improve' BT Park is NOT the right priority.  Beautiful Water Access DOES exists 
there. Thank you for making that happen, Mr. Schuh.     ------- Point 5 in Your Vision Statement to make 
AACounty the best county in MD reads, "CREATE A CLEANER ENVIRONMENT 
AND HEALTHIER WATERWAYS ... RESPECTING THE GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN AND 
THE WISHES OF LOCAL COMMUNITIES."  I'm sorry to learn that these massive plans do not abide 
by this vision statement.     -----Thank You for listening. 

11/15/16 Dixie D In addition to the comments from my husband, Robert Doyle, I am concerned about getting on and off 
the peninsula in support of our livelihood, health and well being.  The traffic on and off the peninsula 
can come to a grinding halt because of our limited one lane in each direction without any shoulder access 
for cars, etc to get out of the traffic lane.  Traffic is impacted by garbage trucks, delivery trucks, 
bicyclists, emergency vehicles, and school buses to just name a few that can cause major traffic 
issues.       Also, regarding the plans that provide for existing lease of Beverly Beach private beach area, 
for the County decision making process, this appears to pose a significant conflict of interest because the 
Director of the Parks and Rec Department lives there.       Also after the developmental moratorium has 
been lifted, residents are very concerned about the well water table being depleted to support the huge 
influx of homes.  Will we all need to spend thousands of dollars to have water because Steve Schuh has 
put us all at peril? 
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11/15/16 Douglas O The County Executive is said to support this plan in making Anne Arundel County a great place to live. 
So PLEASE Sir, when considering 'development' of the parks on the Mayo Peninsula, remember these 
points, as well as the Adequate Public Facility Ordinance spelling out the infrastructure needed for the 
basic SAFETY and WELFARE on the residents on the Mayo Peninsula.     Anne Arundel County has 
established several key goals for natural resource conservation through its various plans including the 
General Development Plan, the Small Area Plans, the Greenways Master Plan, Watershed Management 
Plans, and the Land Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan. These goals and policies are consistent 
with the State’s goals and include:     1. Protecting and preserving the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries;   
2. Improving and protecting surface water quality in non-tidal streams and tidal waterways;   3. 
Promoting conservation of water resources and protection of aquifers and aquifer recharge areas;   4. 
Creating an inventory of, and preserving and protecting sensitive areas in accordance with the State 
Planning Act to achieve environmentally sensitive land use;   5. Preserving open space, particularly in 
wetlands, heavily wooded areas, steeply sloped areas and other environmentally sensitive areas, and 
protecting open space and greenways;   6. Developing and maintaining an ecological greenway network 
by preserving and linking areas of valuable natural resources, wildlife habitat, and sensitive areas;   7. 
Encouraging preservation of existing forest, particularly on publicly-owned lands;   8. Establishing a 
Patuxent River Greenway;   9. Improving public access to public lands and waters without disturbing 
wildlife habitat and sensitive areas; and   10. Promoting the prudent use of mineral resources for 
economic utilization while maintaining the quality of life for surrounding residents.     Due to all the 
above reasons, I am against opening all of these parks.  They are not required and unnecessary.  We can 
utilize Mayo Beach Park and improve on this infrastructure thereby saving the taxpayers money.     My 
vote counts and I will remember. 

11/15/16 Earl B Comments of the Anne Arundel Group on the Mayo Peninsula Park Plans              The Anne Arundel 
Group, Sierra Club has already submitted comments on the Beverly/Triton Beach Park Feasibility Study 
. The following are our comments on the the other two Park studies.     Mayo Beach 
Park              Contrary to the other two Parks , Mayo Beach Park  is eminently suited to providing 
swimming opportunities. It has a beach already used for  swimming, the associated infrastructure  and 
significant natural features located away from extensive use areas . With relatively minor improvements, 
it could provide extensive swimming and other beach activities .The Park also can continue to provide 
car -top boat/kayak launch areas.     South River Farm Park            The proposed swimming area has a 
limited beach and is too from the proposed parking areas for many people to find it attractive. Since the 
other two parks provide car-top boat kayak launch areas it is not necessary to provide one at this park 
also. With  this use deleted, much of the proposed roads could be deleted and most of the park could be 
left in its present natural condition consisting of extensive forested areas and steep slopes. Removal of 
the roads would reduce potential adverse impacts on FIiDS and other wildlife species. The proposed 
activities in the open area in the eastern portion park could be appropriate if a need for them is 
documented. 

11/15/16 Eric O  As as resident of Mayo for 26 years and regular park user I am optimistic about the park plans. I think 
residents of the Mayo peninsula will likely be the greatest beneficiaries in the end. My concerns:     
additional traffic (mostly from new housing not from the parks)     improvement of trails to support year-
round access without tick infestation on overgrown trails     some harvesting of downed trees in vicinity 
of trails to improve aesthetics     alert: extreme shoreline erosion on the Triton end of the park! needs 
remediation.     suggestion: perimeter bike trail and bike trail connecting Edgewater to Mayo parks     
That's it! I'm excited about South River Farms and cautiously optimistic about Beverly Triton. Please 
improve the road, at least to Lock haven. 

11/15/16 Gregory M My main points for Beverly-Triton are supporting the kayak launch and more parking.  It would be nice 
if the hours could be adjusted so that I'm not paddling like the dickens to get out of the water before the 
sun sets.  Whatever you do don't cut down trees.     My main points for Mayo Beach  are Kayak support, 
365 day a year public access. 
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11/15/16 Jackie P I just wanted to let you know that I strongly disapprove of the park plans that have been presented.  I feel 
that there would be too much damage to the environment and the animals that call it home.  It is the most 
beautiful piece of property in the county.  Please keep it natural and allow the county residents enjoy it 
and all of its glory. 

11/15/16 Jamie C I am a resident of the Mayo peninsula.  In fact, I live in Saunders point a neighborhood that would 
greatly be affected by the proposed parks on the peninsula.  I am strongly opposed to what is being 
proposed at Beverly-Triton and at Mayo Beach.  It is my opinion that this development would be a great 
waste of resources and a duplication of access that has already been made available.      Currently 
Beverly Triton Beach is open to the public for fishing, walking trails, kayaking, and dog walking.  Mayo 
Beach is available in the summer months on weekends for swimming, car top boat launch, picnics, and 
private parties.  Boat launching is available all year around for wind-surfers, etc.   There is also a 
playgroud, and a pier for fishing.  Mayo offers adequate parking, bath houses, and an indoor facility if 
serving food became an option.  There are also picnic tables and bathrooms.      I do not understand why 
the County would waste resources duplicating what we already  have at Mayo Beach and implementing 
the same at  Beverly Triton.  I also do not think Beverly Triton Beach is suitable for boat launching or 
swimming due to current  erosion of the beach area and that cars would have to access part of the 
walking paths to get to the water. Beverly Triton should remain a sanctuary for wildlife, natural walking 
paths, and fishing at the huge beautiful pond that is already there.   Resources could be used for schools, 
police, and fire emergency crews, or to fix the roads that are already in great need on the Mayo 
peninsula.       Next, I would like to address traffic on the peninsula.  As it stands now, traveling during 
prime rush hour, our area becomes grid-locked.  There is only one way in and one way out and no where 
for cars to go should emergency vehicles need to get somewhere fast.  They have added several new 
homes/communities over the last ten years and are lifting the moratorium for building on vacant 
lots.  This alone is going to be devastating to our roads and residents.  In the summertime we get an 
influx of traffic due to the several private marina's  on the peninsula.  We cannot afford to increase this 
volume.  It is not safe, nor is it necessary.      We also need to consider the water runoff to the 
Bay.  Already our beaches have to close due to high bacteria levels due to the run-off from our existing 
population.  How will this be enforced for public safety.  We simply do not have the resources or the 
infrastructure to implement the plans that are being proposed.    Let them exists as they stand with minor 
improvement to make these beautiful parks pleasant for all.      Please do a complete research analysis on 
the roads, the infrastructure, the watershed, and the existing population along with the new homes, 
before going forward with these projects.  

11/15/16 Jenny Y I'm writing to express my concern about developing the Mayo parks and the Mayo peninsula.  The entire 
Edgewater/Mayo area is overcrowded enough and we do not need any additional homes to be built or 
parks developed to bring more cars into the area.  My kids have attended Mayo Elementary, Central 
Middle and now South River High Schools.  They have sat in classes that are so crowded the teacher 
can't even walk around in between the rows of desks.  Rather than worry about building new homes, I 
think the focus needs to be put on the school system.  They need more money to hire more teachers, give 
the teachers a raise to keep the best teachers here in our county, and update the school buildings.      As 
for the parks, the traffic in and out of Mayo is already so bad that everyone has to monitor the traffic just 
to go about their normal day.  I recently changed my work hours just to avoid the traffic on the Mayo 
peninsula.  I only drive to Riva Road, so I'm not even worried about traffic in a major city, on major 
highways, etc.  Getting kids to sports practices, tutors and scout meetings is a struggle.  It's so bad that 
my parents have to pick one of them up from Mayo prior to me getting off work and take them to their 
home in Edgewater so I can pick her up from there, to be on time for her tutoring sessions.  It's a shame 
when everyone in the area knows that you cannot get into Mayo in a reasonable time for about a three 
hour window on weekday afternoons/evenings.      I also run a recreation field hockey program that 
averages 175 girls.  That's 175 families that I hear from regarding practice times, field locations, traffic, 
etc.  No one wants to practice at Loch Haven because they can't get the kids there in time.  Then forget 
turning left coming out of Loch Haven road during rush hour(s).  My husband coaches a lot of sports 
teams and he leaves the house very early just to make sure he gets to practices and games on time.  We 
didn't have to do that 10 years ago when the Mayo peninsula wasn't so overcrowded.  Our kids have 
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aged out of the recreation program, but we are still very much vested in continuing the mission of our 
program.  We are also now proud supporters of South River High School Athletics (where we both 
graduated from as well).     Another concern I have is emergency crews being able to get to my house in 
case of an emergency. When an emergency happens during the rush hour(s), there is no where for cars to 
go, to get out of their way. That puts everyone in danger of another accident happening and delaying the 
emergency responders getting to the emergency.  I pray that an emergency never happens at my house, 
but when it does, I want them to be able to get there quickly without putting anyone else in danger.      I 
purchased my home in Mayo to be my forever home, but have seriously considered moving.  It's sad 
when we have to think about moving as soon as the kids graduate high school just to live in an area that 
was like Mayo was when we first moved there.  Our county administration should be ashamed of 
themselves for what they have done to the area over the years.  Mayo is not a resort town or a major 
destination where we should allow visitors from anywhere (in state or out of state) to come use or county 
resources.  Mayo is my hometown, the town that I fell in love with years ago after growing up in 
Edgewater.  I moved to Mayo specifically to be near the water, so my kids could attend Mayo 
Elementary and I could enjoy the small town atmosphere. My husband and I have put so much time, 
energy and our heart and soul into making our community better.  We feel that the county continuously 
trying to develop more and more is a slap in the face to all of the volunteers who work so hard for the 
better of the Mayo peninsula.      Please hear our concerns and take them seriously.  We are the 
homeowners in Mayo and our children are the future of our county.  I pray that future generations will 
do better to protect our small community.  

11/15/16 Jesse I By this letter, the South River Federation (“SRF”) conveys its comments on the preliminary draft 
planning maps for South River Farm Park (“SRFP” or “the Park”).     It is the view of SRF that the 
more people visit our County’s waterways and enjoy their various quality of life benefits, the more 
people will value these waterways, and work to protect them by voting, donating, volunteering, and 
educating themselves and others about the importance of good water quality and environmental 
conservation. However, SRF further comments that any improvements made to the Park will result in 
more frequent use, and thus that regular patrol and monitoring of the Park is essential to deter littering, 
vandalism, destruction of habitat, and other illegal and irresponsible uses which may damage the 
current natural, secluded character of the Park.     SRF has the following major concerns and 
suggestions related to the proposed uses:      Athletic Fields—The proposal to construct “two lighted 
multipurpose fields approximately 86,400 square feet”1 is unsupported by any demonstration of need. 
Such a large-scale, permanent use of Park land does not seem necessary or prudent at this time. SRF 
notes that there are already 4 playing fields less than a mile from the entrance to SRFP at the County’s 
Loch Haven Park. In addition, approximately 19 sports fields are present at South River High School, 
Central Middle School, Edgewater Elementary School and Edgewater Park which are within just a few 
miles of the Park and can adequately serve community needs.2 There is simply no demonstrated need 
or justification for building more fields in the Critical Area. SRF respectfully suggests that any funds 
intended for construction of new fields would be better spent improving upon existing athletic fields 
and coordination with the various users of County park athletic fields to ensure robust usage of any 
underutilized facilities. SRF further notes that the County’s proposed plan locates the athletic fields on 
non-forested land, and commends the choice to avoid clearing forest. However, the impact of ball fields 
on this open pasture land will still render a deleterious environmental effect by increasing the 
imperviousness of the terrain by grading and compacting the soil under the proposed athletic fields, and 
also by their intended use, thus generating more stormwater runoff into Selby Bay and Limehouse 
Cove. As noted by turf grass professionals at Ohio State University,     The inevitable consequence of 
athletic sports is that they frequently occur regardless of rainfall or soil moisture conditions. Soil 
compaction results in a loss of total porosity, with the larger pore spaces (macropores) being lost and 
smaller pores (micropores) increasing in percent volume. The loss of macropores in compacted soils 
results in reduced infiltration rates, reduced drainage, poor soil aeration, and a platy or massive soil 
structure. These marginalized soil physical conditions result in less than favorable environmental 
conditions for turfgrass roots and for many beneficial soil microbes, earthworms and arthropods. For 
this reason, compaction is probably the most serious damage that can occur in athletic field soils.3     
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Further, maintenance of an athletic field requires repetitive application of fertilizer to spur growth in 
areas damaged by heavy foot traffic such as base paths and areas in front of goals. This fertilizer 
application generates the risk for increased nutrient loading into the South River, in contravention to 
the Chesapeake Bay Total Maximum Daily Load and State law.     Finally, the artificial light proposed 
for the fields is of particular concern for nocturnal species in the area, including bats, owls, opossums 
and raccoons. Light pollution is particularly harmful for migrating marine birds. As described by one 
researcher,      Autumn and spring migratory periods are critical times for mortality associated with 
artificial lighting at coastal and offshore areas. In autumn high proportions of relatively easily 
disoriented young-of-the-year are on the wing, and during both spring and autumn seabirds move in 
large numbers across oceans and hemispheres. In the northwest Atlantic, for example, tens of millions 
of birds move into the region from breeding areas in the Arctic in the fall and Southern Hemisphere in 
the spring.4     Frisbee Golf Course—Rather than clearing 6.5 acres of forest understory to make room 
for an 18 hole Frisbee golf course, the County could utilize the area currently proposed for athletic 
fields for the golf course and obviate the need to clear forest understory while simultaneously 
preventing the soil compaction that would arise from grading and heavy use of athletic fields. In 
addition to the benefit of generating less impervious surfaces, this change would save the 6.5 acres of 
forest understory, which is currently habitat for myriad forest-dwelling organisms, including Forest 
Interior Dwelling Species (FIDS). As the County notes, “[r]esearch indicates the presence of forest 
interior dwelling species (FIDS) on  this  site.  The  FIDS  habitat  protection  area  is  limited  to  the   
site’s  forested area…construction should…minimize disturbance to the protected habitat in accordance 
with the FIDS Site Design Guidelines.”5 The State’s FIDS guidelines provide, in relevant part:     In 
addition to area requirements, many FIDS have additional habitat requirements for nesting. Reduction 
of forest size often results in the loss of specialized habitats/microhabitats. Small forests cannot sustain 
the same environmental conditions that larger forests can, such as higher humidity and complex 
vegetative structure. The vegetative structure (amount of canopy and lower and midstory vegetation) 
may be missing or inadequate in smaller forests. Younger, less structurally diverse and highly 
fragmented forests cannot support the same variety of plant and animal species that older, more pristine 
forests can support.6     (emphasis supplied).     It is apparent that the State’s guidelines militate against 
unnecessary disruption of the understory at this site, as it is vital habitat for FIDS.     Roads—The 
current plan calls for over two miles of paved two-lane roads 24 feet wide. This is excessive. While 
SRF is sympathetic to the needs and desires of those potential park visitors who cannot walk to enjoy 
the Park’s features, we suggest that such vehicular access can be accomplished without asphalt 
pavement, and urge the County to consider pervious pavers instead, to minimize stormwater runoff. In 
addition, to minimize the footprint of grading and hardened surfaces, a system of one-way roads could 
be designed such that visitors could access the various areas of the park in their vehicles with half the 
impact. SRF strongly urges the County to develop a system of one-way roads (if it insists on installing 
roads at all) that can accomplish the same level of access with half the footprint.     Swimming Beach, 
Dog Beach, Car Top Boat Launch—SRF supports the County’s efforts to open our River to more 
people for their recreation and aesthetic enjoyment. However, this increased access must be mindful of 
the nesting grounds for Diamondback terrapins and horseshoe crabs, which use the beaches in and 
around the Park for nesting grounds. For instance, research by the USGS Patuxent Wildlife Refuge 
Center shows that the proposed swimming area on Limehouse Cover covers areas of known terrapin 
nesting sites.7 In the siting of direct water contact activity areas, special care should be taken to ensure 
that they are sited such that they not disturb the nests or nesting grounds of any turtles or horseshoe 
crabs that use the beach for spawning. A recent site visit to the park by the undersigned revealed 
several small sloughed horseshoe crab shells on the beach. In addition, SRF is aware of the historic 
presence of terrapins in the precise location of the proposed swimming areas. (See Exhibit A to this 
letter, the scientific collection report of Marguerite Whilden to DNR.) See also an article in the 
Washington Post describing Ms. Whilden’s work and referencing the project that is the source of the 
collection report attached as Exhibit A.8 SRF recommends that a targeted presence/absence survey 
performed during the 2017 nesting season for those species be performed on the shorelines in and 
around the park to determine where horseshoe crabs and terrapins are nesting, and that the water-related 
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facilities be sited far from these nesting areas to protect nesting horseshoe crabs and terrapins.     
Parking--SRF supports moderately increased parking in the park, and recommends that the parking lot 
be constructed of pervious stone or paving materials to reduce stormwater runoff to the maximum 
extent practicable, and that in addition to pervious paving materials, rain gardens, bioswales, and other 
stormwater best management practices be installed to ensure that stormwater is adequately treated and 
prevented from carrying sediment into the Chesapeake Bay or the natural ponds in the park. 
Notwithstanding this support, SRF believes that 309 additional spaces is quite excessive, especially if 
the proposed athletic fields are removed.     Trails-- SRF supports improving existing trails to make 
them ADA accessible, so long as any stabilization measures taken are constructed of pervious 
materials, such as wood chips or loose gravel, and do not increase stormwater runoff in the park.     
Public Participation—Several citizens from the Mayo peninsula have expressed dissatisfaction with the 
rollout of the plans for SRFP and the other parks slated for development on the peninsula to SRF in the 
past several months. The most recent publication of plans for the 5 parks on the peninsula has shown 
improvements, but still was marked by issues with website navigation, missing or incorrect links to 
proposal plans, quick turn- around time for comments, and insufficient contextual data supporting the 
proposed plans. For instance, the proposal for the Mayo WRF park calls for 2 athletic fields in addition 
to the two proposed for SRFP. However, the web page cataloguing current conditions, proposed 
improvements, etc., does not include any needs assessment to indicate why these high-impact uses are 
necessary, or even justifiable for their cost.9 In addition, the plans for SRFP note the presence of FIDS 
on site, but do not reference studies which identify where these FIDS make their habitat, what 
particular species have been observed on the site, etc. Such background information is vital to an 
informed cost-benefit analysis for the use of this property, and the onus should be on the County, as the 
proponent of these plans, to demonstrate to the citizens how it has arrived at its conclusion of 
appropriate uses for the land and water on site.     In conclusion, SRF supports several of the proposed 
facility uses generally, but reiterates that all proposed uses must be sited, constructed and maintained 
carefully and sufficiently to avoid adverse impacts to water quality and the significant ecological 
resources in the park. SRF considers the athletic fields an unnecessary, expensive and environmentally 
damaging proposal that should be abandoned. The proposed two-lane, 24 foot wide paved road is also 
unnecessary to provide for motorists’ enjoyment of the park, as a one-way, single-lane road would 
serve the same objectives. Finally, adequate bi-lingual posting of environmental ordinances and park 
rules combined with effective enforcement is critical for ongoing use of the park, and SRF further 
recommends directing funds which could have been used to construct athletic fields and larger roads 
toward expenses for increased staff into any budget proposals for development of facilities at the park. 
Thank you for considering these comments.     1 Land Bay Plan South River Farm Park- available at: 
http://www.aacounty.org/departments/recreation-parks/parks/mayo- peninsula-parks/forms-and-publications/003C-Land%20Bay%20Plan-
South%20River%20Farm%20Park.pdf     2 SRF also notes that only a few miles further many more athletic fields can be found at Davidsonville 
Park, Annapolis High School, Annapolis Middle School, and elsewhere.     3 The Science of Soil Compaction. Danneberger, Karl. Sports Field 
Management Magazine, Dec. 2013. Available at: http://www.sportsfieldmanagementmagazine.com/maintenance/the-science-of-soil-compaction-2/     
4 Influences of Artificial Light on Marine Birds. P.99. Montevecchi, William. Ecological Consequences of Artificial Night Lighting, Jan. 2006. 
Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/257922532_Influences_of_artificial_light_on_marine_birds     5 Developable Area South 
River Farm Park, available at     http://www.aacounty.org/departments/recreation-parks/parks/mayo- peninsula-parks/forms-and-
publications/003BDevelopable_AreaSouth_River_Farm_Park_1.pdf      6 A Guide to the Conservation of Forest Interior Dwelling Birds in the 
Chesapeake Bay Critical Area, p. 4, Maryland Department of Natural Resources, June, 2000. Available at 
http://dnr2.maryland.gov/education/Documents/tweetyjune_2000.pdf.     GIS Layer available at: https://www.pwrc.usgs.gov/terrapin/mapdata.cfm.     
8http://www.washingtonpost.com/wp-dyn/content/article/2006/01/21/AR2006012101439.html     9           
http://www.aacounty.org/departments/recreation-parks/parks/mayo-peninsula-parks/#mayo-wrf 

mailto:MayoParks@aacounty.org


Mayo Peninsula Parks – Public Comments via MayoParks@aacounty.org and Website from September 21 thru November 15,2016 
Rec'd Submit by Email text unchanged 

 

Page 38 of 68 

11/15/16 Jill T I have reviewed the plans for the parks on the Mayo peninsula and have concerns I'd like to voice. I 
chose to pay more money for a home to live on the peninsula due to it's natural beauty and resources, as 
well as the slower pace of life. I could have chosen to spend the same amount of money and get a bigger 
house/yard, etc. elsewhere in the county for the same price. I am very disappointed and concerned that 
the life I invested in and the ecosystem that I have come to love are under threat in order for the county 
to make more money. The argument to open the water to all county residents (and beyond) just doesn't 
fly, as the county already has parks open to the public, including right here on the Mayo Peninsula.     I 
am very concerned with the large influx of people on the peninsula and its impact on our safety and on 
the quality of the Chesapeake Bay and surrounding ecosystem. There is too much to ruin with a rash 
decision to upgrade these parks as a money maker that cannot be replaced or reversed. I am convinced 
that very little should change at any of these sites until the process is based on:     1) A true needs 
assessment     2) A comprehensive community impact study (looking at cumulative impacts from the 
parks and residential development)     3) A thorough environmental analysis (especially for South River 
Farm Park and Beverly-Triton Beach Park)     4) Broad and effective public outreach     We won't get 
informed, responsible decisions otherwise. There is no reason to rush this process.     Stop Mayo Over-
development! 

11/15/16 Jim Z Circa 1989 when the current sewer system was installed on the Mayo Peninsula, Central Ave., Md.Rt 
214, was already considered to be a "Failed Road", meaning that it did not meet Md. State Highway 
Standards for the amount of traffic it handled back then.  Since the 1980's, practically no progress has 
been made to bring the road up to safety requirements, while in that same period of time, the amount of 
traffic has increased 5 or 6 fold*.  The downturn in the economy starting in 2007 forced some residents 
to walk or use bicycles to get back and forth to work.  I know of 2 bike/auto collisions with grave 
results.  One of those, I know caused serious life-long disabilities to the bike rider.  I'm sure that all of 
you recall, that this year a pedestrian walking home from work was struck by an automobile and died on 
the scene.  There was no shoulder for him to use, which is the case for virtually all of Rt. 214  that 
transverses the peninsula.       The Advisory Committee has asked for my comments and questions on the 
development of the 5 County parks on the peninsula.  My comments are in this correspondence.  I ask 
that the Advisory Committee reply back to me with the answer to one question.  That question is: How 
many more Central Avenue traffic deaths within the Mayo Peninsula will it take before the road gets 
shoulders over its entire length?   I am not opposed to park enhancement if it does not have a negative 
impact on our desperately needed fragile environment.  Far too much nature here has already been 
destroyed by man.  As custodians of our planet, this treasure should be preserved not just because of its 
beauty, but because its beneficial effects on many forms of life.      I request that the County work with 
the Maryland Highway Administration to fix the peninsula's only ingress/egress prior to increasing the 
amount of traffic that currently uses it daily.  Remember, when the sewer moratorium is lifted within the 
ensuing 12 months, our serious situation along Rt. 214 is only going to get even worse.  Please put the 
horse before the cart, which should have been accomplished before the sewer was installed.  Then, the 
idea of making the parks more accessible makes sense.      * In 1988, the majority of the existing 
dwellings on the peninsula were summer/weekend homes. 
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11/15/16 John S Although I appreciate some of the changes incorporated into the proposed plans for parks on the Mayo 
peninsula, I continue to have concerns about the current plans. I’m concerned that the additional features 
as proposed would unnecessarily undermine the natural setting and the public value that Beverly-Triton 
Beach Park and South River Farm Park offer as nature parks. I say unnecessarily because I think the 
same benefits to the public can be achieved by emphasizing low-impact improvements and also by 
phasing in the improvements in scale with true usage by the public.      I would agree with others who 
have shared this feedback: There has not been adequate environmental study, community impact 
analysis, or the broad public process needed to make responsible decisions.      Through limited, low-
impact improvements at Beverly-Triton Beach Park and South River Farm Park, the county could fulfill 
its goal of greater public access and lessen the potential burden on the inherently vulnerable shoreline 
areas. For example, with simply better trail maintenance, nature and paddling programs, fishing areas, 
launch access for car-top boats, a minimum of added/improved pervious parking, and composting toilets, 
the parks could responsibly be enjoyed by the public.      There are many environmental features at both 
parks that warrant closer and careful consideration—especially before agreeing to proceed with any of 
the proposed changes to parks.      Additionally, many people have raised concerns about the 
appropriateness of promoting “swimming” in places where the beach is narrow and eroding and the 
water is approximately two feet high for hundreds of feet off shore.      I share these concerns and remain 
confused about the county’s interest in creating new swimming areas (and the associated infrastructure) 
when the existing and nearby Mayo Beach Park offers many of these features already. Mayo Beach Park 
and its existing features would offer a more responsible swimming alternative and it would enable the 
county to better evaluate and understand the public usage and impact. With this suggestion, I would also 
add that no expansion should take place at Mayo Beach Park until the park is first open to the general 
public more often and its usage and public impact is better understood.      I also feel strongly that all five 
parks on the peninsula need to be considered as a set – with the uses balanced, based on documented 
needs, and not duplicated without good reason. This approach would Feedback on Mayo parks plans best 
ensure that public access to parks is responsibly balanced with environmental impact concerns and with 
important quality of life considerations (i.e. increased traffic and the reliable fire/rescue services) for 
county residents living on the peninsula.      In closing, I also want to voice my support for the joint letter 
submitted by the South River Federation and the West/Rhode Riverkeeper. 

11/15/16 Kirk B Most of my comments are negative. However, I favor the policy of making the Chesapeake and its 
shoreline more easily accessible to our community.     That said I do not favor this plan. It is over the 
top, too much. Too little consideration to what is now available for use for water access. I am not 
convinced the county needs two new parks and significant improvements to three. The concentration of 
five parks on the Mayo peninsula will cause greater difficulties than good - particularly with respect to 
adequacy of public facilities.     I don't think I've heard two people discuss disc golf before these plans 
were out. This feature is not needed.     The plans have too much hard surface or impervious surfaces - 
paved parking, covered picnic tables, shower facilities.     I believe the forecast attendance is way too 
great. Therefore the parking need is too great.     The dog parks are unnecessary and uncalled for. Two or 
more dogs in an enclosed space is asking for trouble.     The adequacy of public facilities in the Mayo 
Peninsula needs to be addressed before further planned expansion of development on the Mayo 
Peninsula - roads and control of auto traffic, emergency services, water availability, sewage, security for 
starters.     These feasability plans do little to address environmental impact. Mitigation does not ring 
well - a hollow covenant. I have serious concerns for Beverly-Triton existing natural plants and animals 
in that space. I would assume S. River Farms is similar. I see that S. River Farms and Beverly-Triton 
Parks should be no more developed than what we have done at Jug Bay.     If there is a greater need for 
playing fields in our county than the two new parks - WRF & Glebe Heights may be good candidates for 
that use. But not for dog parks or disc golf. 
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11/15/16 Lara L After spending many hours in meetings and conversations with people about plans for the Mayo 
peninsula parks, I have serious concerns about the current proposals. I believe that we are lacking a true 
needs analysis as a foundation for this work. I am also concerned that there has not been the adequate 
environmental study, community impact analysis, or broad public process needed to make responsible 
decisions about the futures of these parks at this time.      Because of this, I suggest starting with a small 
set of low-impact improvements while pursuing a better collection of baseline information. Features 
could then be added incrementally, if found to be appropriate after more in-depth research and public 
outreach has taken place.      I think this could begin with basic, low-impact improvements only at 
Beverly-Triton Beach Park and South River Farm Park. This would include better trail maintenance, 
nature and paddling programs, fishing areas, launch access for car-top boats, a minimum of 
added/improved pervious parking, and composting toilets. Publicize the parks and the programs; 
measure participation, traffic impact, and parking demand.      I would also argue that Beverly-Triton 
Beach and South River Farm Park offer wonderful opportunities to experience waterfront nature in a 
largely undisturbed landscape -- a category of public access that is invaluable in a highly developed 
landscape. These sites should be managed for this asset, setting a high bar for ecosystem management. 
They should be a living classroom, from signage about flora and fauna to best management practices for 
stormwater. Decisions about human activities should support this framework and minimize impact.      
There are many environmental features at both parks that warrant close consideration and the current 
plans are being set forth without it. There has been no thorough study of these sensitive shoreline 
Feedback on Mayo parks proposals conditions, and many people have raised concerns about the 
appropriateness of promoting “swimming” in places where the beach is narrow and eroding and the 
water is approximately two feet high for hundreds of feet off shore, in places cited for high density of 
horseshoe crab mating activity on the beach, and places where public investments of shoreline 
stabilization are helping critical underwater grasses to take hold – but which by no means ensure their 
survival through untold numbers of wading feet.      I would also suggest that no expansions take place at 
Mayo Beach Park until the park is first open to the general public more often. I know that the park is 
often booked for group events and summer camps, but this should be reviewed. I don’t know of any 
other parks that shut down to the general public completely when these other activities take place. Also, 
the park could be open on weekdays, when it is virtually empty. I lived next to Mayo Beach Park for 
about 17 years and had to explain to my kids repeatedly that, no, we really shouldn’t duck under that 
gate and go play in the empty playground. It was hard for them (and me) to understand. Opening this 
park more often would minimize initial taxpayer expense and provide time to measure attendance, 
parking demand, and traffic impact on the local neighborhood. Why spend money to develop multiple 
swimming areas within a few miles of each other (let alone on questionable beaches with sensitive 
environmental features) until we are sure that Mayo Beach Park can’t handle public demand?      I know 
less about the WRF Park and Glebe Heights because it has been very time consuming to pursue 
information about the other parks. The timeframe for public outreach has been too short.      I would say, 
however, that all five parks need to be considered as a set – with the uses balanced, based on 
documented needs, and not duplicated without good reason. Moreover, there is great concern about the 
cumulative impact of residential and park developments on local traffic. I don’t know how much is 
based on fear and how much on fact. But it would be wrong and disingenuous to believe that the impact 
of development at the parks and residential areas should be addressed in isolation from each other. 
Sports fields alone could drive up weekend traffic enormously. We need time to assemble a full analysis 
before committing to ambitious plans on paper. If the situation turns out to be manageable, it’s likely 
that additional park features will be supported by more people. There is no need to rush this process.      
Please see my submitted comments dated Sept. 27 for more detailed perspective on Beverly-Triton 
Beach. Also, I support the joint letter submitted by the South River Federation and the West/Rhode 
Riverkeeper.  

11/15/16 Lisa A The Public Water Access Committee Mayo Peninsula Parks Planning Comments     The Public Water 
Access Committee (PWAC) is the group of "wet feet" activists working for improved public water 
access for all users and all activities, from swimming beaches to boat ramps, from fishing piers to 
waterfront trails. The Public Water Access makes these recommendations in the current round of 
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comments on the Mayo Peninsula Parks:     In regards to all three waterfront parks, create a "Park Host" 
program in the model of the MD DNR "Camp Host" program where volunteers assist with park 
monitoring and light maintenance in exchange for a free RV camping spot during the volunteer period. 
Park Hosts present and on duty in the parks on weekends and holidays and present in the parks at night 
would help the Department of Recreation and Parks manage these parks.     Beverly-Triton Beach Park 
9/30/16 001C Land Bay Plan     The Public Water Access Committee commends the county for 
replacing the ballfields in the 2000 Beverly-Triton Master Plan with a public swimming beach. Clearing 
acres of trees for ballfields was an environmentally unsound plan. A public swimming beach is the 
environmentally responsible choice for this waterfront park. The Public Water Access Committee also 
recommends that the county: 1) Add more parking to Beverly-Triton Beach Park. The current plans have 
152 parking spots. In comparison, nearby Loch Haven Park, a community park, has 137 parking spots. 
2) Work with the cartop boat user groups on design details for the loading and unloading zone and cartop 
boat launch area, with special attention to the needs of the windsports 3) The 2000 Beverly-Triton 
Master Plan had a group youth campsite. Rather than a group youth campsite, create a paddle-in 
camping area for all ages. 4) Reinstate the dog beach and place it south of the planned fishing area 5) 
Have several small pavilions rather than one large pavilion. If one large pavilion is rented by a group, 
that group could use all the parking and effectively close the park to other users. 6) Move the playground 
to the wooded area on the south side of the drop off road, both for shade and so children can get to the 
swimming beach without crossing traffic 7) Build short piers into the inland ponds for fishing and 
birdwatching 8) Explore connecting the park to the public sewer system instead of installing a septic 
field 9) Create paved paths for ADA accessibility to park amenities but otherwise minimize paved paths 
in the park     Mayo Beach Park 9/30/16 002C Land Bay Plan     The Public Water Access Committee 
recommends that the county: 1) Work with the cartop boat user groups on design details for the loading 
and unloading zones and cartop boat launch areas, with special attention to the needs of the windsports 
2) Update toilets, showers and changing area to the extent necessary to support the public swimming 
beach 3) Daily public access except for when the park is used for the day camp for special needs 
children 4) Explore connecting the park to the public sewer system so the septic field can be phased out     
South River Farm Park 9/28/16 003C Land Bay Plan     The Public Water Access Committee 
recommends that the county minimize paved roads in this park. In particular, widening and improving 
the road to the "point" on the South River for regular car traffic would be environmentally and fiscally 
irresponsible. The Public Water Access Committee also recommends: 1) Renovation of the existing pier 
on Limehouse Cove and the existing small dock on the east tidal pond for fishing and birdwatching 2) 
Create a paddle-in camping area for all ages 3) Choose the proposed kayak launch onto sheltered 
Brickhouse Cove/Selby Bay and turn the proposed kayak launch on the "point" into a kayak landing-
only site 4) Explore connecting the park to the public sewer system if not already connected 5) 
Immediately open the park to 7 days a week public access like Beverly-Triton 6) Include a public 
community boathouse for shared use by non-motorized sport groups such as the Annapolis Rowing Club 
and the Canton Kayak Club 7) Improve the Limehouse Cove beach to the extent necessary to support 
public swimming 8) Create paved paths for ADA accessibility to park amenities but otherwise minimize 
paved paths in the park     Thank you for consideration of these comments. 

11/15/16 Lisa V ---> 4.1 million dollars spent on Beverly Triton Park is NOT the right Priority.      --->Instead, 
Infrastructure First is the Highest Priority -- APFO Adequate Public Facility Ordinance -- Mayo scores 
Low for Emergency Response Time. An accident shut down the peninsula for more than 2 hrs last month 
and last spring--More traffic = More accidents = More instances of Central Ave needing to be closed for 
hours.        =>Shutting down roads on/off Mayo peninsula does have a Negative Economic Impact on the 
County-Mayo School was forced to close last spring, people are late to jobs, students late to school.     ---
> Bike Lanes are Priority for 214 & All Roads entering neighborhoods. It would help open parking 
spaces if we could safely bike to these parks.  I moved from the Netherlands and brought with me a 
wonderful bike that could transport my children and myself to the parks-which I then had to sell because 
though close by miles, it is Dangerous to bike on MD214.  The width of a bike lane would help 
emergency vehicles pass (i.e. car would have a place to pull over which they currently do not have). This 
would enable biking visitors to access the park & not use up parking spaces.  214 is a popular weekend 
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bike route for bike groups, but it is unsafe for them and for the vehicles trying to pass them.      --> We 
LOVE Water Access and Support it where it’s appropriate!      >>> Thanks to Mr. Schuh, WATER 
ACCESS has been granted where there was none before:      >>>We have opened the gates at BT, so we 
can freely be along the water’s edge.      >>>We have opened the gates at SRFPk, so that we can access 
the shoreline.      >>>We have added more Water Access for Kayakers -- we allow Cartop Boat Launch 
in 4 locations. Awesome!      >>>We have added Public Swimming Sundays at Mayo Beach. --
      Suggestion --> When capacity on Sundays is consistently reached, we know we have a Need. Then 
open up swimming for 1 more day in the week, and so on.      --> Swimming in 3 Parks is Excessive, & 
the Bath Houses that go w/ them, Plus the tax burden that happens from having to afford them each year. 
Since Mayo Beach hasn’t established swimming capacity/demand, there are other recreational needs that 
should come first.      --> at Mayo Beach -- if more showers are required, Cold, Pull-Chain, Limited 
Water Usage.      --> at Mayo Beach -- Adding more Picnic Pavilions is Unnecessary since they already 
have pavilions. Pavilions are a ‘secondary’ deficit, as established within the 2013 P/R Projections.      --> 
NO Impervious surface for Parking, Trails, & Inner Park Roads. ADA requires Firm Surface, not 
Impervious.      --> Keep our Nature Parks NATURE ... Beverly Triton and South River Farm Parks need 
few amenities for improvement. -- LESS IS MORE.      --> 300 Parking spaces is Excessive at SRFarm -
-start w/ 50, when these are consistently filled, then we know there is a Need for more.      --> same for 
BT -- Conservatively tuck in 50 spaces. When capacity is reached consistently, a need for more is 
established.      --->The fields at the old Sewer Plant are a GREAT idea ... should be Top priority, since 
fields have been needed since 2000.      --> No Added Light Pollution      -- Keep lighting to a minimum 
and use fixtures      & lights approved by The Int’l Dark‐Sky Assn.      --> We want Award-Winning 
Sustainability. We want to Save the Bay.      -- FEWER Amenities, but HIGHER Quality      -- 
composting toilets in our Nature Parks.      -- See Chesapeake Bay Foundation -- our local authority on 
these matters.      --> Take down NO TREES.      --->>> We want ECOLOGY to take Second Priority 
(after adequate infrastructure) ... If we don’t save Nature, we don’t save ourselves.      --->>>> Our 
community is about to change into a developed area. It is not part of CE Schuh's proposal for Rural 
Designation.  We want our Penninsula's Park Assets to remain RURAL, so that we may enjoy them as 
Pure Nature. Please, Leave the county 2 areas on this peninsula that feel like we can go to ‘the country’ 
without leaving our congested Mayo peninsula. ... Please.  

11/15/16 Liz M I am a full-time Mayo resident who has lived on Turkey Point Island for 19 years.     This note is to 
address my thoughts about the development of the 5 Mayo Peninsula Parks.     I feel that county parks 
are great! They allow the public to experience nature first-hand. They allow space for recreational 
activity. They add value to the area.      1 - But my number one concern is ROUTE 214 TRAFFIC and 
SAFETY.     We currently have:     • New housing and residents in the area (additional daily traffic)     • 
Numerous marinas (summer weekend traffic)     Our current roadway is not designed for the current 
additional use, even without adding park and rec use.     Traffic needs to be addressed.     Safety along 
the roadway is inadequate.      Already difficult to pull out onto 214 from some areas, esp commercial 
sites and intersections.     Nice weather brings cyclists and even pedestrians to Rt. 214 and there is no 
space to give them any right of way.      It is a dangerous situation that will get worse without updating 
the road.     2 - Park Plans - Dog Parks     Overall, the 5 plans seem to keep the areas naturalized with 
minimal development.      My only concern is the Dog Parks.      South River Farms plan has an adequate 
sized dog area.      I feel that Glebe Heights dog parks aren’t needed. South River Farms is just down the 
road.     The Glebe Park could be put to better use, maybe historical, since there is a site already there.     
Or some recreational activity to help people stay active, as opposed to sitting there and watching their 
dogs get the activity.      Dog Parks are of good use in cities, where apartment dwellers can take their 
dogs out.      Mayo is an area where the majority of residents have a yard, so I feel one park in Mayo 
with an area for the small and large dogs is plenty. 
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11/15/16 Lloyd L Parks: BTBP (Beverly-Triton Beach Park); GP (Glebe C.S. Park); MBP (Mayo Beach Park); SRFP 
(South River Farms Park); WRF (Mayo Water Reclamation Facility Park)      l. I urge that Rec & Parks 
provide the committee written answers to the questions submitted by Emily Parkhurst by email on 
11/14/16 (“Mayo Parks Committee-Questions in Advance of 11/16/16 Meeting”).      2. Nature Parks: I 
propose that BTBP and SRFP be kept as natural as possible and their uses be in keeping with those at 
Jug Bay Wetlands Sanctuary (i.e. passive rather than recreational uses). Athletic fields, disc golf, 
playgrounds, picnic pavilions, etc. should be placed at WRF, kept at MBP and removed from BTBP and 
SRFP.      3. Roads: I oppose the construction of over 3.2 miles of new, two lane (24’ wide) paved roads 
in SRFP and WRF. There is no need to remove forest/understory to connect the two parks-existing roads 
provide sufficient access. At most, planned roads in these parks should be replaced with pervious 
(natural) surface walking trails.      4. Trails: Paving trails throughout the parks to make them ADA 
accessible should be heavily restricted and almost all the trails should remain natural (pervious) surfaces.      
5. Sewer: Proposed toilet facilities should be connected to the existing sewer system and proposed septic 
fields eliminated. These facilities could be moved closer to existing sewer lines to reduce cost.      6. Dog 
Park/Beaches: Dog beaches should be eliminated as a health issue and dog parks restricted to GP.      7. 
Car Top Boat Launches: Only one launch each is needed at BTBP, MBP and SRFP.      8. Swimming: 
Attention needs to be given to public health concerns and liability issues (some areas are currently 
designated impaired for swimming).      9. Traffic/Parking: For all the parks, some 970 parking spaces 
(possibly 3,000 people?) are planned. If these were all used, traffic on Central Ave (RT 214) and local 
roads would be seriously congested. Parking should be reduced significantly at BTBP and SRFP to 
relieve this problem.      10. Picnic Areas: These should be restricted to already cleared areas and not 
remove forest/understory (especially in SRFP). 

11/15/16 Marie D I have been a member on the Mayo Peninsula Parks Advisory Committee, ostensibly created to provide 
community input and consensus for concept plan development for Beverly Triton Beach (BTB), Mayo 
Beach (MB), South River Farm (SRF), Mayo Water Reclamation Facility (WRF), and Glebe Heights 
(GH). As the Advisory Committee’s contribution to “the process” of developing a Parks Master Plan 
continues to lack a roadmap or definitive outline, I have looked to four primary planning documents 
adopted by the Anne Arundel County Council to identify where the needs which were identified in a 
January 2016 suggested facilities list, handed out by Rec & Parks at an Advisory Committee meeting, 
was developed and perhaps locate a blueprint for this Mayo Peninsula Parks development process. I have 
attached this Background Study of salient development plans precedent to this point in time. The 
Background Study focuses on these documents:     1.      2002Edgewater/Mayo Small Area Plan (SAP) 
which updated the County’s General Development Plan (GDP) developed in the ‘90s.     2.      2002Anne 
Arundel County Greenways Masterplan (Greenways).     3.      2009General Develop Plan (GDP 09) 
which updated the previous plan and was to have incorporated the SAPs.     4.      2013Land 
Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan (LPPRP)     First, let me restate that the Advisory Committee 
lacks definition of its authority and responsibility, and a roadmap of the intended progression path of the 
Mayo Parks project from concept to master plan to execution. Adequate concept plan review time has 
not been allowed to engage pertinent stakeholders and no reason for the fast pace of progression has 
been given. (The development process by for-profit developers is much more clearly defined. A similar, 
if not more rigorous and transparent, format should be followed by governmental entities.)     Per 
information contained in the attached Background Study it doesn’t seem feasible to extrapolate the needs 
assessment data that have been cited in planning documents to contemporary circumstances and 
requirements. Lacking funding to do so, then the 2003statistical study from which the needs assessment 
was accumulated should be reinterpreted as study respondents in the geographical area containing Anne 
Arundel County reported a lack of natural/wildlife parks (45.3%), trails and pathways (35.8%), and bike 
lanes (59.5%).     Concept plans have located many proposed needs in sensitive environmental areas 
without regard to the site’s topography or existing environmental legislation. Government-sponsored 
land use projects (particularly when not related to providing essential services) should adhere to the most 
stringent environmental regulations with regard to site design and stormwater management BMPs. They 
should set a Gold Standard for environmental stewardship. The GDP 2009 supports this concept in 
advocating minimal modifications to the County’s development regulations where sensitive areas are 
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impacted. SRF and BTB meet the sensitive area criteria.     Concept plans lack any provision for 
pedestrian and bicycle access to and between the parks, which has been a common theme in all of the 
planning documents precedent, as an option to relieve the traffic congestion already prevalent in the area 
of the proposed parks development. Infrastructure capability study has been deferred to some future time 
in the development process.     The LPPRP proposed passive recreation development, such as trails, 
living shorelines, fishing, and parking for access in BTB. We advocate similar responsible, sustainable, 
and largely passive and pedestrian usage of the all shoreline parks on the Mayo peninsula. The LPPRP 
noted a lack of funding for natural resource land conservation purchases which inventory these parks 
were initially part of and could continue to serve in while allowing passive recreation to many. 
Sustainably and sensitively polished the Mayo Peninsula Parks could serve as gems in our county’s 
public natural spaces inventory. The concept plans presented to date do not represent this vision. 

11/15/16 Mark W Development of county land and access to water is welcomed. We need more parks and upgrading 
certain parks is needed. But please take a step back and look at the area. Our roads haven't been 
upgraded since they were paved over from gravel over 50 years ago, deteriorating edges and dangerous 
without shoulders and swales close by which many have run into. Certain areas flood over with just a 
little rain which creates dangerous driving conditions. Needless to say only one way in and out. I live at 
the very end of the peninsula next to mayo, it is still somewhat rural and preserved even with growth, the 
thought would be the county would be trying hard to preserve this instead of making it look like the 
Annapolis peninsula which is a built up mess. Spend a week here and see what we are having issues 
with, not just looking at us on maps which can't truly show the real concerns.  

11/15/16 Martha (Jo) 
I 

please, please do something to widen 214 so that residents can get off Mayo. I remember years ago when 
Beverly Beach, etc. were opened, we couldn't move. Also, it is so ridiculous that a signal light isn't 
located at 214 and Loch Haven Road. It's impossible to make a left turn. And in your wisdom you failed 
to have a left turn signal going west at 214 and Muddy Creek Road. We are drowning in traffic.  

11/15/16 Michael S Beverly Triton Park currently exists as a refuge to a fragile environment and ecosystem. The planned 
development of the park into an attraction for a larger pool of people puts wildlife and the land at risk. 
Bringing in scores of increased visitors through the limited access to the peninsula puts the local 
residents at risk as well.     My concerns for areas impacted by development of the park:     There is no 
city water provided for our residents and the wells are only tapping limited aquifers.     The sewer is 
hybrid and still presents a risk and additional pollutants to the bay.     Increased usage of the park will 
bring increased need for maintenance and monitoring.     Federally-‐protected bald eagles live in the park 
and will be disturbed by the development.     Horseshoe crabs use this beach as a critical mating season 
area.     Paving of the trails with asphalt creates additional runoff pollution – other parks use trail 
improvement without paving that allows for proper water management.     Trails near the bay are fragile 
and need shoring up as it is. Mike Simpson – resident of Beverley Beach 

11/15/16 Michelle D My first response to the park proposals late this summer still stands and instead of remarking on each 
park, I have general concerns for all of them. Mainly, the SAFETY and WELFARE of the residents and 
the environment on the Mayo Peninsula. I am very concerned county, state and federal laws are not 
being followed. We have not seen the mention of processes that are supposed to be followed to insure 
adequate safe roads, prevent storm water runoff, stop the destruction of critical area habitats and prevent 
major areas of erosion. When do we see how these plans have any steps to protect what is at the moment 
a wonderful natural habitat? Why are we looking to use $4.5 million dollars, plus, to ‘develop’ the parks 
when there are so many other pressing infrastructure issues that must be addressed first? These parks and 
the surrounding communities cannot support these proposals. There are ways to promote the use, not 
abuse, of these parks. Please consider plans such as Jug Bay to keep these habitats and communities 
open in a responsible environmental and public safety conscious way.     Points from the AACo General 
Development Plan sum up a lot of what we on the Mayo Peninsula feel needs to be followed, as well as 
adhering to the Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance. Our concern is for the SAFETY and WELFARE 
of the residents and habitat of the Mayo Peninsula - of which the welfare of this area greatly affects the 
Chesapeake Bay. I have asked numerous times – are we ‘Saving the Bay’ or ‘Paving the Bay’?     ANNE 
ARUNDEL COUNTY  GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PLAN 2008     The County Executive is said to 
support this plan in making Anne Arundel County a great place to live. So PLEASE Sir, when 
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considering 'development' of the parks on the Mayo Peninsula, remember these points, as well as the 
Adequate Public Facility Ordinance spelling out the infrastructure needed for the basic SAFETY and 
WELFARE on the residents on the Mayo Peninsula.     Anne Arundel County has established several 
key goals for natural resource conservation through its various plans including the General Development 
Plan, the Small Area Plans, the Greenways Master Plan, Watershed Management Plans, and the Land 
Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan. These goals and policies are consistent with the State’s goals 
and include:     1. Protecting and preserving the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries; 2. Improving and 
protecting surface water quality in non-tidal streams and tidal waterways; 3. Promoting conservation of 
water resources and protection of aquifers and aquifer recharge areas; 4. Creating an inventory of, and 
preserving and protecting sensitive areas in accordance with the State Planning Act to achieve 
environmentally sensitive land use; 5. Preserving open space, particularly in wetlands, heavily wooded 
areas, steeply sloped areas and other environmentally sensitive areas, and protecting open space and 
greenways; 6. Developing and maintaining an ecological greenway network by preserving and linking 
areas of valuable natural resources, wildlife habitat, and sensitive areas; 7. Encouraging preservation of 
existing forest, particularly on publicly-owned lands; 8. Establishing a Patuxent River Greenway; 9. 
Improving public access to public lands and waters without disturbing wildlife habitat and sensitive 
areas; and 10. Promoting the prudent use of mineral resources for economic utilization while 
maintaining the quality of life for surrounding residents. 

11/15/16 Mike L The Anne Arundel Water Access Commission has not met between the initial call for comments and the 
closing date.  The Commission will next meet on December 14, 2016.  Additional 
comments/modifications may be submitted following that meeting.      Please consider the following:     
1.  Swimming.      Safe, convenient facilities to accommodate public swimming should be created at all 
three waterfront parks.     2.  Mayo Beach Park should be open for public use on all non-special needs 
camp days.     3.  At least one public boat ramp needs to be created in the parks.     4.  Manage the unique 
needs of wind sports, kayaks, swimmers, fishermen (women) & others to avoid conflicts, to minimize 
safety risks, and maximize opportunities for public enjoyment of these public parks. 

11/15/16 Pam C I would like to take this opportunity to voice my concerns about the proposed improvements to and 
development of South River Farm Park.    South River Farm Park is a beautiful parcel of property 
located on the banks of Limehouse Creek and the South River. Access to the park is currently derived 
from Loch Haven Drive, which is the main access to the community of Loch Haven for its residents. The 
proposed concept plan shows that access will remain via Loch Haven Drive. Has  Anne Arundel County 
considered accessing the Park either via Route 214 and the current Mayo Water Reclamation Facility? 
This would certainly be safer and less obtrusive than through a residential neighborhood community 
of  approximately 350 homes.     The park is located in the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area and designated 
Resource Conservation Area. The most protected of all Critical Area designations. Roadways, ballparks, 
Frisbee fields and parking lots are not improvements that would protect the pristine aspects of this parks. 
It is also shown as a Greenways area on the GDP.      Please listen to the residents of our community and 
preserve this South River Farm Park as a passive park! 

11/15/16 Patrick M The County Executive is said to support this plan in making Anne Arundel County a great place to live. 
So PLEASE Sir, when considering 'development' of the parks on the Mayo Peninsula, remember these 
points, as well as the Adequate Public Facility Ordinance spelling out the infrastructure needed for the 
basic SAFETY and WELFARE on the residents on the Mayo Peninsula.     Anne Arundel County has 
established several key goals for natural resource conservation through its various plans including the 
General Development Plan, the Small Area Plans, the Greenways Master Plan, Watershed Management 
Plans, and the Land Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan. These goals and policies are consistent 
with the State’s goals and include:     1. Protecting and preserving the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries;     
2. Improving and protecting surface water quality in non-tidal streams and tidal waterways;     3. 
Promoting conservation of water resources and protection of aquifers and aquifer recharge areas;     4. 
Creating an inventory of, and preserving and protecting sensitive areas in accordance with the State 
Planning Act to achieve environmentally sensitive land use;     5. Preserving open space, particularly in 
wetlands, heavily wooded areas, steeply sloped areas and other environmentally sensitive areas, and 
protecting open space and greenways;     6. Developing and maintaining an ecological greenway network 
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by preserving and linking areas of valuable natural resources, wildlife habitat, and sensitive areas;     7. 
Encouraging preservation of existing forest, particularly on publicly-owned lands;     8. Establishing a 
Patuxent River Greenway;     9. Improving public access to public lands and waters without disturbing 
wildlife habitat and sensitive areas; and     10. Promoting the prudent use of mineral resources for 
economic utilization while maintaining the quality of life for surrounding residents. 

11/15/16 Robert D This Email contains comments on the proposed Beverly Triton Beach Park Developable Area Plan, part 
of the Mayo Peninsula Parks Feasibility Study.     Based on the information in the maps on your website 
it looks like there is considerable development potential for Beverly Triton Beach Park including several 
new buildings and a parking lot at the now vacant field at the intersection of Triton Beach Road and 
Carvel Lane.  Based on our experience as homeowners in Saunders Point, I believe this development is a 
mistake.  I think there would be serious environmental consequences to this beautiful beach and 
adjoining parkland from a big influx of beach users that could be expected with a parking lot that 
size.  That size parking lot also represents a lot of impervious area if built, which would cause more 
runoff problems.  The existing beach profile -- and limited access to users -- seems proper.        From 
another angle, just with the current usage of the park, we have seen more litter, more after dusk activity, 
including apparently underage alcohol use, and little enforcement by the Park Rangers of any violations, 
especially violations of visitors after the beach closes at dusk.  If the proposed development happens, this 
will only get worse, never better.  How will the County deal with this?     I also noted the Developable 
Area Plan map showed a large area of "Limited" Development Potential Basis to large swaths of the 
woods on either side of Triton Beach Road leading down to the intersection with Carvel Lane.   The map 
explained "Limited" Development Potential Basis as follows:     Limited: 100.2 acres     T he Limited 
areas are primarily occupied by forested land, the 300 ft Forest Interior Dwelling Species buffer, and 
unforested steep sloped areas. It is anticipated that resistance from review agencies to development in the 
Limited area will be minimal. Development will require mitigation in the form of planting, fees, and/or 
stormwater management facilities to comply with MD Critical Area, Forest Conservation and 
Stormwater regulations.     I take this to mean that if resistance of review agencies will be minimal (and I 
don't know how you can know this at this time), there is potential for residential development of this 
woodland -- is that accurate?  If so, this would be a huge mistake, not only for the bad effect of losing 
this woodlan and disturbing all the wildlife living there, but also for the increased traffic in and out of 
Saunders Point, which like the Mayo Peninsula in general, suffers from overcrowding now.     Thanks 
for the chance to submit comments on your plan. 

11/15/16 Robin T Mr. Schuh’s Vision for making AACounty the best county in Maryland indicates that he will “Create a 
cleaner environment and healthier waterways by ...respecting the General Development Plan and the 
wishes of local communities.”     -----The General Development Plan, in part, calls for “Improving public 
access to public lands and waters without disturbing wildlife habitat and sensitive areas”.     -----Mr. 
Schuh has enabled Bev/Triton to be open to all. That is awesome. We now have the ability to park 
within the gates of BT. We have car-top boat launch. We are able to walk on trails from dawn to dusk. 
This type of Water Access is extremely valuable to the quality of life for all who choose to enter. ---I 
recommend being with this gesture of low-impact public water access for a period of time so that we 
may analyze its Environmental Impact, BEFORE adding New Amenities.     -----The proposed plans lay 
a Swimming Beach (at BT & SRiverFarm) directly upon the Nesting Habitat of Horseshoe Crabs, 
Terrapin, and Fragile Beach Grasses. This does not coalesce with AACounty’s General Development 
Plan of “adopting compatible goals of protecting and preserving the environment” ... “without disturbing 
wildlife habitat and sensitive areas” and, “developing regulations to protect sensitive species and unique 
watersheds from development.” --Both BT & SRFarm are unique watersheds, and should be protected, 
Not developed ... Minor improvements would be great. -----Another point made in the “GDP” ---> 
“Promoting conservation of water resources and protection of aquifers and aquifer recharge areas”. Bath 
Houses at BevTriton project usage of 4000 gallons of water per day. These 2 points do not synchronize.     
-----From GDP -- “Encourage preservation of existing forest, particularly on publicly-owned lands” -- 
The proposed plans at SRFarm include cutting acres of trees to build roads wider than Loch Haven 
Road. --These 2 points do not mesh. Does it make sense for the county to ask for a Variance within their 
own Critical Area? I believe they should set the Standard of Excellence, and Not propose plans that go 
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against their own rules. These plans do. -----Determining ‘the Needs’ at these parks has been an issue. 
The citizens were “given” the set of needs, and told that Swimming Beaches were not to be questioned. 
The plans indicate swimming at 3 parks. In my opinion, if there is an overabundance of people wanting 
to swim at Mayo Beach Sundays on a repetitive basis, then there may be a need for more swimming 
days. At which time, adding another day could ensue.     -----As well, the Water Reclamation Facility 
holds great infrastructure which could house a large portion of the proposed needs. We should begin 
there.     -----Very little should change at any of these sites until the process is based on: -1.) A true needs 
assessment and include citizens opinions. -2.) A comprehensive community impact study, which looks at 
cumulative impacts from the parks and residential development. -3.) A thorough environmental analysis, 
especially for South River Farm Park and Beverly-Triton Beach Park, which uses scientists from 
Chesapeake Bay Foundation and The South River Federation. -4.) Broad and effective public outreach.     
-----The county has fallen short on Procedural Code. If there is not a Procedure established for Public 
Input when Developing countywide parks, or Guiding an Advisory Committee, then the county needs to 
establish these, and adhere to them. Citizens won't get informed, responsible decisions otherwise. As 
well, the Citizen’s Advisory Committee doesn’t have a Citizen’s Chair Person; they don’t Vote; they 
have No Time to Plan Amongst Themselves, w/out staff-driven agenda. This doesn’t feel right.     -----
From the GDP: “Protect and preserve the Chesapeake Bay and its tributaries.” -- In my opinion, After a 
Comprehensive Ecological Plan has been established, small increments of improvements are welcomed. 
-----AACounty ‘GDP’ says they want to “Protect sensitive areas in accordance with the State Planning 
Act to achieve environmentally sensitive land use.” The State “Planning Act” has 8 visions: 2 of them ... 
** “Stewardship of the Chesapeake Bay and the land is a universal ethic” ... and ... “Conservation of 
resources, including a reduction in resource consumption, is practiced.”     -- These proposed plans 
outline Aggressive use of resources; were established from a Developer’s Mindset; did not consider 
Ecology as the Number One Premise. -----It is disheartening to learn this. 

11/15/16 Ryan O I am against further development of parks in Mayo for very simple reasons     1. The parks will have 
negative impact on wildlife     2. They will have negative impact on the rivers and Bay     3. We have 
athletic fields in the county that could be better utilized if they had lights and adequate equipment.  We 
don't need to add more fields until the existing ones have what they need.     4. Car Volume!  The traffic 
on the peninsula is already out of control.  Too many cars in one small area with one road is a disaster 
waiting to happen!  It's simply careless to add to the existing problem.  A small accident occurred a few 
weeks ago and had the peninsula shut down for a couple of hours.  Why continue to add to the problem?!     
5. The county money would be better spent on a fire house on the peninsula.  I live 15 mins away from 
the closest station.  Not to mention we don't have fire hydrants. That's enough time to do significant 
damage if there is a fire or harm if someone is having a medical emergency.     6. Trash!  I have seen a 
huge increase in trash left at Beverley Triton Park since the public use has increased.  This is 
disappointing and damaging to our environment!     7. Over 1,000 parking spaces!  Seriously!  Again, 
that's more runoff into the waterways.  Also, that will allow the overflow from Sandy Point Park invade 
the peninsula.  This is a pure safety hazard!  There are a dozen failed intersections on the Mayo 
peninsula.  Adding more cars is plain irresponsible!     I am for preserving wetlands, wooded areas and 
areas along the waterways.  Our community cannot handle more cars on our narrow roads and should not 
be forced to deal with a change in our safety and welfare! 

11/15/16 Sandy and 
Rick W 

We could use a public boat ramp with parking in this area too. 
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11/15/16 Scott T In simplest terms --THESE PROPOSED PLANS ARE NOT REQUIRED -- >>>Look at the RecsPks 
2013 Projections. Which of these needs existed in 2000? Fields and Trails and Water Access. ---We have 
accomplished Trail access; access to Water; but Nothing for Fields. >>”The countywide analysis 
indicates primary deficits for: _ Indoor basketball courts (multi-purpose indoor facilities); _ 
Multipurpose fields for team sports (especially a tournament venue); _ Baseball / softball diamonds 
(especially 90- foot diamonds); _ Water access for boating and other water- based recreation; and _ 
Trails.”  >>>WATER ACCESS -- WA has been granted where there was none before: Thank You, Mr. 
Schuh.  1.) We have opened the gates at BT, so we can freely be along the water’s edge.  2.) We have 
opened the gates at SRFPk, so that we can access the shoreline.  3.) We have added more Water Access 
for Kayakers -- we allow Car-top Boat Launch in several locations. Great! 4.) We have added Public 
Swimming Sundays at Mayo Beach. --Suggestion -- When capacity on Sundays is consistently reached, 
we know we have a Need. Then open up swimming for 1 more day in the week, and so on. >>> TRAILS 
-- We have allowed walking the Trails at BT. We have allowed walking the Trails at SRF. >>> WHAT 
HASN’T BEEN ADDRESSED ON THIS PART OF THE 2013 LIST? -- FIELDS!>>>WAS IT ON 
THE 1ST Year 2000 HARMS MASTER PLAN? --YES. Let’s begin there. >>>Continuing to look at 
2013 R/P Projections ...“Facility development recommendations include approximately 40 projects..._ 
Passive recreation development, such as trails, living shorelines, fishing, parking for access: Beverly 
Triton Beach Park”    >>>What have we accomplished?  ---We have opened BT for Parking Access. A 
suggestion -- Creatively tuck in 50 parking spaces with Pervious Surface. When they are 
CONSISTENTLY full, we know there is a need to add more.    >>>PASSIVE RECREATION -- Let us 
maintain Passive Recreation for the sake of Nature. Let us Not create Heavy Usage here, as we ignore 
other “Primary Deficits”. >>>LIVING SHORELINES -- This has NOT been accomplished at BT.  ---
There has been attempt at SRFarm, but it takes Years to manifest in completion, yet these proposed plans 
call for Swimming Beaches on what we are trying to stabilize (SRFarm.) --NO to Swimming Beaches, 
NO to the Bath Houses that go w/ them & waste our resources at our Nature Parks.     >>> FISHING -- 
This has been accomplished, and the repercussions are that we have balding land upon Deep Pond 
Edges, causing more erosion; Birds have been strangled because of fishing line left in trees; garbage 
piles of trash have been left behind.   >>>More 2013 R/P Projections ... “Secondary deficits were 
identified for indoor swimming, dog parks, picnic pavilions, and fishing from piers. “ >>>If we haven’t 
had accomplished the fulfillment of Primary Deficits, why are we looking at Secondary Deficits? --
picnic pavilions at any location -- These plans Add pavilions   at Mayo Beach, where they already exist.   
>>>Why are we spending money on Expensive Feasibility Studies for things other than Fulfilling 
Primary Needs.   >>>Keep our Nature Parks NATURE -- BT & SRFarm.     >>>$4 Million Dollars is 
better spent not disrupting Nature. Let us actually try to Save the Bay. Spend $4-million on adding fields 
at the old sewer facility. That’s the only plan that should be worked on right now ... Fields at the old 
sewer plant where infrastructure already exists.     >>>SRFmPark & BT should both be Nature Parks w/ 
Focus on Ecology and Improving our Watershed -- No Impervious surface for Paths into woods, or 
Parking. ADA requires Firm surface, NOT Paved surface.     >>>Fields need to go in a sports complex at 
the old sewer plant, so we don’t interfere w NATURE. (Since we know that so much of it will soon be 
eliminated on the peninsula bc of development). As well, 300 parking spaces at SRFpk, with this added 
traffic onto a ‘neighborhood’ road is Inappropriate. --Limited parking at all parks until Roads are 
improved. Keep the fields at the WRF & the traffic there. >>>Bike paths would assist our children to go 
from neighborhood to neighborhood; Citizens could bike to the parks, which would free up parking 
places; Bike paths would assist Rt.214 for the passage of emergency vehicles, where currently no 
shoulder exists. >>>As I understand, the original purpose of Water Access Committee was so that a 
Biker could bike to see the water. THIS STILL HASN’T BEEN ACCOMPLISHED, HERE IN MAYO. 
Bicyclists always try to make their way down this peninsula, but it is difficult on everyone b/c there is 
NO SHOULDER. It is a True Hazard.     >>>Trees should NOT be taken down, so taxpayers have to pay 
for MITIGATION, specifically at SRFarm park.     >>>CONSERVATION is the Key Word. These 
plans come from developer mentality, not from humans tuned into Conservation & Saving the Bay. I am 
open to small Increments of improvement, which will allow us the time to analyze their impact before 
we continue on in such grandeur. 
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11/15/16 Valerie O I strongly disagree with the plans that have been drawn up for the Mayo Penninsula.  I am a registered 
voter of AACO and my vote will definitely count next election.  There is a total blatant disregard for the 
communities and the people who are currently living here.  The infrastructure cannot support the amount 
of traffic flow that is being proposed by these additional parks.  We have a two lane road that cannot be 
added onto.  We have had the peninsula shut down on several occasions and have been stuck in our 
homes due to  emergency situations.   What do you intend to do when the traffic is backed up all the way 
to Solomon's Island Road as it is right now?  How many more people do you think that this peninsula 
can hold?      Triton Beach is now open to the public, but yet it is the caring residents of this community 
that are cleaning up the trash and the debris that are being left behind by the party animals that are 
destroying this beach.  No one is monitoring this.  Children have stepped on liquor bottles and cut their 
feet.  Residents have been chased and jumped by people that the County has allowed into this park but 
does not care to monitor.  People have been caught having sex in the woods.  Oftentimes there are 
people in the park still partying after hours when it is dark.  We are having more problems with crime 
and break ins in the area and it will only increase.  You say that you want it opened to AACO residents, 
but we see cars as far away from DC and Virginia trashing the amenities that our hard earned tax dollars 
are paying for.  This was a beautiful natural park in a wonderful setting that has bald eagles and many 
wildlife.  It should be left alone for people to enjoy and be in its natural setting.  You have a part time 
park ranger that no one ever sees and no one bothers to monitor this beach nor the crimes that are being 
committed.  Leaving an empty police car is not the answer to this current issue.     Mayo Beach Park is 
just around the corner.  There is no need to spend all of this money opening up more parks when we can 
just upgrade the existing one as well as the Loch Haven ball park.  What you are suggesting and 
implementing will have tremendous repercussions to the people who currently live here and are on well 
water.      Your proposals, your plans will destroy the natural setting of these coastlines.  What happened 
to save the bay?  I will also be contacting the American Indian National Museum to let them know that 
you have deleted information out of your report in reference to Triton Beach and the fact that there 
maybe artifacts that were discovered in this area.  Your report has chosen to delete this topic.  I wonder 
why.  I worked with the Director who opened the museum.  Perhaps the Indians would be interested in 
knowing that you are trying to take this sacred land, destroy it and commercialize it.   

11/15/16 Walter P My wife and I are homeowners in Loch Haven community and our home is situated on Limehouse Cove 
directly across from the proposed South River Farm Park ("the Park").  It is our understanding that 
approximately 95% of the proposed park is within the Chesapeake Bay Critical Area.  Following are our 
concerns and comments on the Park as proposed in the preliminary draft maps.     Traffic     Based on the 
number of parking spaces being planned for,  it would suggest a significant increase in traffic on Loch 
Haven Road.   Even with the eventual entrance off Central Avenue a large percentage of patrons would 
continue to use the more direct route to the Park.  This could be avoided if the athletic fields and disc 
golf were not located in the Park.     Athletic Fields     There are currently playing fields at the county's 
Loch Haven Park less than a mile from the proposed Park.  These fields could be upgraded and/or 
reconfigured more economically than building new fields.  The added benefit is that the  land in the 
Park's  Critical Area would not be subjected to      development to accommodate additional athletic 
fields.  It should also be noted that plans for the development of the Mayo WRF Park also calls for two 
athletic fields.  Their physical location would not be in the Critical Area and lighting close to Central 
Avenue should not be an issue.     The proposed athletic fields located within the Critical Area would be 
just over a hill from residents in Loch Haven.  There is bound to be a certain quantity of noise pollution 
but more important would be the light pollution.  Lights on those fields would be seen in Limehouse 
Cove, Selby Bay, the South River, and possibly the Chesapeake Bay.  It would ruin the current 
environment in this area.     Disc Golf Course     There are preliminary plans for a disc golf course in the 
adjacent Mayo WRF Park.  It seems redundant to have identical facilities so close together.  Particularly 
when one of those disc golf courses would require removing forests in a Critical Area.       Dog Parks     I 
have been to a number of dog parks and two 1 acre dog parks seems excessive.  Larger dog parks are 
better utilized in urban settings where space is a premium.   But I question whether dog owners in a more 
rural community would utilize the two acres of land.  In addition, there are plans for an additional two 
and a quarter acres for dogs in the Mayo WRF Park right next door and again in Glebe Heights Park.  I 
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suggest that two one-half acre parks would be sufficient.  And, of course, the quarter acre park for the 
small dogs.     Top Boat Launch     There are two top boat launches proposed.  One on Selby Bay and the 
other on Limehouse Cove.  The one on Limehouse Cove requires a roadway and small parking lot all the 
way out onto Mayo Point.  This in turn would require removing trees and paving over in a Critical 
Area.  The current plan shows the boat launch where an existing living shoreline has been 
constructed.  This shoreline, which prevents erosion, would have to be altered to accommodate the boat 
launch.  It would seem to make more ecological sense to utilize the Selby Bay site and preserve the 
Mayo Point area.   Leaving the living shoreline in place to prevent erosion.     Swimming Beaches     
There is a swimming beach indicated on the northern shore of Mayo Point.  This is an area that was just 
restored as a living shoreline in recent years.  It came about after years of negotiating and at a 
considerable expense.  It was constructed for all the right reasons.  There is a 15 to 20 foot cliff located 
at the waters edge which had been eroding away.  The living shoreline has stabilized this area.   To 
replace it with a swimming beach would be for all the wrong reasons.  The shoreline is not easily 
accessible; there was no beach there until the living shoreline was constructed; and if the living shoreline 
is replaced with a swimming beach, nature will continue to erode this point of land until it no longer 
exists.  Perhaps the beach areas facing Selby Bay would be less susceptible to erosion.       The other 
beach area on the western side of Limehouse Cove has also experienced erosion.  Ten years ago there 
was a small beach area along the shoreline.  Today, at high tides, that beach is practically non-
existent.  The water reaches the beach grasses.  Incidentally, it is because of those beach grasses that the 
remaining sand doesn't wash away.  If you remove the beach grasses to make a comfortable swimming 
beach, the beach will continue to erode.      Picnic Areas     The picnic areas on Mayo Point should be 
eliminated.  This peninsula is a Critical Buffer Area.  It is a fragile ecological area where Eagles have 
been seen fishing.  There is no parking for these picnic areas and it is unrealistic to expect families to 
carry all their gear, food, and coolers from the proposed parking lots out to the end of this 
peninsula.  The county could save money by forgoing these picnic areas and doing away with the 
roadway and handicap parking lot on Mayo Point which is Critical Buffer Area.     Roadway Paving     
The use of 24-foot wide roadways in the Critical Area is too generous.  For those of us who live within 
the Critical Area, we know first hand how difficult it is to get permission to construct an impervious 
surface.  Why do the roads in these parks have to be 24 feet wide.  Two cars can get by on a 16-foot 
road.  It's not a freeway but it's doable; particularly when you are constructing in a Critical Area.  The 
roadway out to Mayo Point could be eliminated entirely if suggestions for the boat launch, picnic areas, 
and swim areas are implemented.     General      The South River Federation has solicited and expended 
millions of dollars to promote conservation within the South River basin to improve the quality of the 
South River.  As part of that effort thousands of volunteer hours have gone to planting hundreds of trees 
within the basin; some within Anne Arundel County parks.  (Most recently in Homeport Farm Park on 
November 12th).  It seems counterintuitive to implement some of the proposals in this preliminary 
plan.  This is a Critical Buffer Area on the edge of the South River where the consequences are 
magnified.       I appreciate the effort to provide greater access to the waterways for the citizens of Anne 
Arundel County.  However, I do not understand how building a disc golf course and athletic fields 
within the Critical Area is providing greater access to the water.  Participants would not even be able to 
see the water from these fields.  Perhaps it would be more prudent to limit these sports to the Mayo WRF 
Park.  And perhaps the development of that park should precede the development of South River Park.     
Thank you for considering our comment and suggestions. 
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11/15/16 Werner B, 
Guenther 
B, Richard 
B, 
Margaret 
B, Alan H, 
Sarah D, 
Shane C, 
Ben C, 
Kurt W, 
Amy H, 
Meghan W, 
Jim T, 
David T, 
Kimberly 
H, Marilyn 
C, 
Kimberly 
B, Dean R, 
Cheryl K, 
James B, 
Geraldine 
B, Karen 
B, Carol B, 
Bernadette 
Z, Suzanne 
D, Paul M, 
Leah L, 
Christy P, 
Sherri H, 
Jack H, 
Debbie W, 
Stella D, 
Michael M, 
Tracy S 

-- 4.1 million dollars spent on Beverly Triton Park is NOT the right Priority     -- Ball Fields at the old 
Sewer Plant -- Priority.     -- Roads are Priority -- APFO Adequate Public Facility Ordinance – Mayo     
scores Low for Emergency Response Time. An accident shut down the peninsula for more than 2 hrs, 
10/27/16.     -- Bike Lanes are Priority for 214 & All Roads entering neighborhoods. It would help open 
parking spaces if we could safely bike to these parks, & the width of a bike lane would help emergency 
vehicles pass.     -- Swimming in 3 Parks is Excessive, And the bath houses that go w/ them, Plus the tax 
burden that happens from having to afford it each year.     -- At Mayo Beach, add swimming days 1 at a 
time. When capacity is reached on a regular basis, we know there is need for more. When Mayo Beach 
reaches capacity on Sundays, wk after wk, then it’s time to increase open-swimming by 1 more day per 
week.     -- at Mayo Beach -- if more showers are required, Cold, Pull-Chain Limited Water Usage.     -- 
at Mayo Beach -- Adding more Picnic Pavilions is Unnecessary.     -- NO Impervious surface for 
Parking, Trails, & Inner Park Roads. ADA requires Firm Surface, not Impervious. -- No Added Light 
Pollution -- Keep lighting to a minimum and use fixtures and lights approved by The International Dark‐
Sky Association.     -- Keep our Nature Parks NATURE ... Beverly Triton and South River Farm Parks 
need few amenities for improvement. -- LESS IS MORE.     --300 Parking spaces is Excessive at 
SRFarm --start w/ 50.     -- We want award-winning Sustainability. We want to Save the Bay.     -- 
composting toilets in our Nature Parks.     -- See Chesapeake Bay Foundation -- authority on these 
matters. 

11/16/16 Patrick M 1. Inadequacy of our streets for increased traffic.     2. Emergency safety – significant delays getting off 
the peninsula due to the increased number of people.     3. Destruction of the natural resources that we all 
love and cherish – the development will disrupt important ecosystems like marshes and grasses that 
protect young crabs and rockfish.     4. There are already parks open to the public on the peninsula     5. 
Boat access is not free for anyone, and there are several existing options to county residents who do not 
live on the peninsula. There are already marinas that provide access to their boat ramps for a nominal 
fee; much cheaper than what peninsula residents pay for their access to the water (home prices, marina 
fees, special taxes in some cases).      Before development, we want:     1) A true needs assessment     2) 
A comprehensive community impact study (looking at cumulative impacts from the parks and residential 
development)     3) A thorough environmental analysis (especially for South River Farm Park and 
Beverly-Triton Beach Park)     4) Broad and effective public outreach 
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10/27/16 Jenna Let me simply state that the definition of feasibility is, "possible to do easily or conveniently". These 
proposed parks have zero convenience for any of our 8,500+ residents and will only make our day to day 
life significantly INCONVENIENT. Just today a minor accident caused huge delays in our commutes, 
impacted childrens ability to arrive safely at their schools, and most importantly- clogged our roads up 
so drastically that in the event of an emergency, rescue personnel would have significant difficulty in 
arriving in a timely manner. This is what we as residents have to face, every day as is. It is so frustrating 
that our voices aren't heard, comments are not taken seriously (even from the fire chief himself), and 
communication is lacking. What will it take to get someone to listen and act on our concerns? My mind 
can only imagine the horrific things that would get the County Executive's attention and to halt his plans. 
Well, I'm not willing to have my family be the example. 

10/27/16 Ann B My favorite activity at Beverly-Triton beach is wildlife observation. I hope that you will strive to keep as 
much of the natural wonder of our waterfront parks as unspoiled as possible. I support public access to 
our parks, but I have some concerns. Anne Arundel County has not met federal goals for stormwater 
management. Therefore, it should not create additional acres of impervious surfaces. Trails should not be 
paved and pervious material should be used for the parking lot.  Due to global forces, we live in a hot 
spot for sea level rise. The land is sinking and 100 year flood predictions no longer are valid. I am 
concerned about siting a septic field so close to the water. Also, using fresh potable water for flushing 
toilets and washing bodies seems like a waste of a valuable resource. How about composting toilets or 
port-a-potties? Lastly, a couple of unheated outdoor showers should be sufficient for people who splash 
in the water. Swimming is impractical due to water quality and insufficient depth. In summary, keep it 
simple and natural. 

10/27/16 Lisa M After the accident this morning that closed down 214 leading off of the peninsula there is no need to 
expand access to these parks to the degree that it is being done. Anyone even non County residents will 
be able to enter these parks.  Who is going to be maintaining them? Who is going to be paying for the 
maintenance of them? When a homeowner does construction they must replant. The plan for mayo triton 
Beach Park is for parking to be added and  habitat to be destroyed. I strongly object to the expansion of 
these parks without road improvements first followed by limited access to County residents only. If 
additional access is mandated by people who are not affected by these changes then there should be a 
charge to enter the park just like there is a quiet Waters Park.   In addition parks safety is very important. 
They have added a new full-time Ranger to the property but yet people still do not abide by the dawn to 
dusk rules. Also what is Dawn and what his desk I have seen people there at times when it is pitch black 
outside and yet they are  still in there. Finally what is going to be done about all the trash and the  
already eroding  shoreline?  Surely  that should be repaired before large numbers of people are allowed 
to come in and further destroy a very delicate ecosystem. I know people want expansion and access but 
at what expense?  The wise thing to do would be to widen roads first  followed by improving and 
repairing the shoreline and then allowing limited access to County residents only. Also where is the 
funding for the county Ranger to live there?  They  have a house, who pays for the house?  I truly 
believe that county residents are entitled to know where their tax dollars are going to and how all of 
these "improvements" are being paid and funded. 

10/27/16 Priscilla W The proposed development of BT Beach Park shows a very small DOG PARK in front of the house that 
sits back off the beach. I suggest that the fishing area and the dog park area be switched in their location. 
Dogs need more space to run on the beach than the 50 feet shown on the map.Dogs make a lot of noise. 
Swimmers and launchers of boats would be annoyed with the barking. The ranger who lives in the house 
would be subject to the noise from the dogs. The picnic area may also be annoyed. I suggest again to put 
the dogs along the beach where "fishing" is depicted and the fishing should be where the dogs are now 
noted on the map. 
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10/27/16 Priscilla W There appears to be a huge undeveloped area here. What is the plan after the playground and dog area is 
developed? Could the dog areas be enlarged? Why 3 separate dog areas?  Is this for small dogs in one 
and larger dogs in another?  What is the approximate size of each enclosure?  In doing the dog parks I 
checked out the Newsweek top ten dog parks. I think Chicago was #1 on Lake Michigan right in the 
city! It's worth a look so we can compete.  It is important to have options for dogs to exercise while off 
leash.  Perhaps we could provide off leash hours on the trails in the Anne Arundel county parks that are 
being developed. 

10/28/16 Kevin A With the existing traffic issues on Loch Haven Road, what upgrades are going to be made to Loch 
Haven Road and the Loch Haven Road/214 interchange to handle the additional traffic for a few hundred 
parking spaces as outlined on your plan, not to mention the additional traffic from park improvements 
further down the peninsula and additional homes now being built and planed in our communites?  We 
just had another accident at this intersection which closed the peninsula down and delayed school start.  
In addition, we have waited over 13 years for the 214/Muddy Creek Road improvement to be completed, 
which was to take 6 months from start in 2003 and it is still a work in progress. How can we be assured 
that you will complete any road improvements promised, if any, based on our current experience? 

10/28/16 Lauren S My family and I are concerned regarding the potential for any further developments or opening the local 
parks to the public on the Mayo Peninsula until there is a better understanding of the implications these 
actions will have on additional traffic on MD 214.  The existing traffic pattern poses a threat to the safety 
of our citizens. Just yesterday the peninsula was shut down due to a traffic accident and it had a crippling 
effect on the community. I can not imagine the impact of additional congestion will have on the ability 
for fire, rescue and ambulance personnel to respond to those Mayo residents in need. Further, MD 214 
does not currently appear to have the capacity to quickly evacuate residents off the peninsula in the case 
of an emergency (e.g., hurricane). Allowing for additional traffic on MD 214 seems irresponsible until 
there is a plan in place to accommodate the safety and transportation needs of the Mayo residents.  We 
ask to you immediately cease any further development discussions until a plan exists and has been 
implemented.  Thank you,  

10/28/16 Scott L At the community meeting a few months back, it appeared all the residents were quite concerned with 
lack of infrastructure. I had a difficult time reviewing the plans on line. Are there new roads proposed, 
lanes added, sidewalks in place for pedestrians ?? 

10/28/16 Stephanie S My continued concerns about this proposed expansion is safety and environmental preservation.  The 
natural openness of the park (i.e. no significant fencing) has led to squatters sleeping in the park, people 
blazing their own trails w/out any regard for what could damage the existing landscape & overnight 
partying on the beach.  We've been given the non-emergency numbers to call, but other than a few 
unmanned police cars sitting at the entrance there's been nothing actively done to stop these individuals.  
Also, I find it particularly interesting that all of proposed activities for Triton/Beverly seems to be 
happening on the Triton Beach side.  Now there are numerous signs all throughout Beverly Beach 
reiterating that the beach, playgrounds, etc. are for residents & their guest only.  I really have no 
confidence that other than for the sake of opening us up enough to warrant people paying a fee (& thus 
generating revenue for the County) that we in Saunders Point won't bare the brunt of all the issues that 
will arise.  This entire venture, not just with this Park, but the others as well, seems fast tracked and with 
little actual recognition of how this impacts those of us having to live with the outcomes.  If it wasn't 
apparent at the community meeting held at Mayo Elementary this is not a pill we are easily swallowing. 
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10/29/16 Kai R I currently live in River Club Estates and I am 100% against the construction of this park. Traffic on and 
off the peninsula is already a nightmare and this park will only increase the issues. There is just a single 
one lane road in and out of Mayo, with little to no shoulders. Any minor accident or incident completely 
shuts the peninsula down. Adding a facility such as this will make it far worse.  I am certainly against 
another golf course, which will significantly increase the runoff and erosion of fertilizers and chemicals 
into the bay, not to mention needlessly use up valuable water resources for the ridiculous sake of green 
fairways in August. Why do we bother contributing to Chesapeake Bay conservation funds when our 
own county park planners thoughtlessly undermine every effort to preserve this national treasure? There 
are plenty of parks in the Edgewater and Annapolis region already.The county's money would be far 
better spent improving and modernizing existing facilities, rather than creating new ones that will do 
nothing but make the people who already live on the peninsula miserable. 

10/31/16 Kestutis V First of all, please note that my concern is with all of the parks being proposed on the Mayo Peninsula, 
however your drop down only allowed me to pick one park. I like the proposed plans and think it’s a 
great opportunity to provide water access and other facilities to the county residents who are not on the 
water, however I’m very concerned regarding the additional traffic that the parks will add to the already 
congested section of Rout 214 on the Mayo Peninsula. This section of 214 is already heavily congested, 
not only during the rush hour periods but also during off hours and weekends.  With the additional parks 
being constructed, is the county also including 214 road improvements to address the current and future 
congestions/traffic issues on the peninsula and if so when will they get implemented? It’s taken over 10 
years to complete the 214/Muddy Creek road improvements, which when completed will hopefully 
address some of the congestions issues at that intersection, but will not address the traffic issues as you 
go onto the mayo peninsula. 

10/31/16 Jordan R Before expanding any of the parks on the Mayo Peninsula please take a very close examination of the 
roads.   Route 214 is always backed up past the Mayo Elementary school in the morning and evening 
during the week, and if there is a minor traffic issue on RT214 you can be stuck on the Peninsula for 
hours.  In addition, the people who visit the Mayo boat ramp off Carrs Wharf road treat the area like a 
garbage dump.  The trash bins are too small for the number of people there, the garbage is everywhere, 
people are loud all day long, not a pretty picture.  Please fix the existing park usage and the roads onto 
the Peninsula before looking to expand the parks.  Overall we would support more access to parks on the 
water however it needs to be smart expansion that takes all the associated issues into consideration.   
Thank you.   

10/31/16 Karen H Our peninsula operates on a narrow 2 lane road that is not capable of handling additional traffic. There is 
no way we can add additional lanes anywhere along the whole peninsula from Muddy Creek Rd. We do 
not have public water or (real) sewer service. There is a current moratorium on building as there is no 
room for more houses since we do not have the infrastructure or capacity for the schools.  South River 
High School is closed for additional enrollment. 

10/31/16 Karen H All of the proposed parks are a serious detriment to the entire coastal water area quality.  There is 
already a ban on any bay use for 48 hours after a rain of 1/2"!  The River Keeper for the South River, 
Rhodes River, West River, etc. all send regular notices on the dangers of the quality of the River or Bay 
water for swimming.  Wee are even concerned about the local fish that are caught,  as some of them are 
diseased.  We no longer have seaweed in front of our house, which used to house minnows, baby grass 
shrimp and we do not have any Croakers, Spot or Perch in Selby Bay. Plus we do not have any 
infrastructure for additional residences nor the roads for additional beach use.  This will be a disaster for 
the peninsula and it's residents.  This goes for all of the projects recommended.  How could Edgewater of 
the county think that this is a good idea, other than providing tax revenue at the cost of the ecology, 
residents, etc. This goes for ALL of the proposed public beaches and parks.  We do not have the law/fire 
enforcement for transient people coming into our residential communities.  Nor do we have roads and/or 
parking areas which would be required. 
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11/1/16 Julie P I am glad to see the omission of the disc park in this version of the plan and the boat launch limited to 
car top boats only. I still think a playground is unnecessary as the reason to visit this park is for the 
fishing, kayaking, trail walking, wildlife viewing, etc. I'm concerned about a septic field given that all 
surrounding communities had to go to sewer to protect the water quality. Also, the picnic areas comment 
states there is room for 57 parties. I'm hoping that this doesn't mean 57 picnic tables but rather an area 
where folks can spread out their blankets and picnic.  Also, is the pavilion intended to be shared by any 
park users on a first come first served basis or is it intended that large parties can reserve it? The former 
seems reasonable. The size of the pavilion seems rather large though. What does improving trails to 
ADA guidelines mean? does that mean paving like at Riva? I hope not. I understand giving access is 
important, but hope that much of the area can remain unimproved trails for a more natural experience for 
folks to experience in this bay front park. How many outdoor showers are planning? A single bank of 3 
or 4 shower heads? More? Less? Thanks for your hard work and for listening to the local community. 

11/1/16 Julie P I am very concerned about the level of development for this proposed park. The road does not support 
the amount of traffic that will be generated by athletic fields down this limited road. Additionally, this 
particular park's location next to the American Legion/shopping center area is concerning given the 
dangerous traffic pattern we already have there. Accidents occur there all the time due to the traffic 
pattern. Adding turning vehicles will only increase congestion and accidents. Significant road 
improvements should be made in this area by using the Park frontage to widen and improve Central 
Avenue to include long turn lanes both for left turns into the part from east bound traffic and for right 
turns from west bound traffic for the park. At the same time, if turn lanes could be added for River Club 
Estates that would also benefit traffic in the area. The thought of the back ups that will occur due to folks 
turning into this park at practice or game time is truly frightening. People get so mad on this road 
anyway because it is so crowded. Also the disc park is laughable. What is it with disc parks? Is there 
really such a large percentage of county residents that "need" a disc park that we need to put one down 
an overcrowded road to entice them to come down a peninsula? There is no call for disc park anywhere 
on the peninsula. Put it in a more accessible park. Thank you for your work on park planning. It's a tough 
job. We all want the right facilities for the right park. 

11/1/16 Julie P The roads leading to this park don't support the amount of development proposed. The Loch Haven Rd 
intersection with Central Avenue is dangerous as is. It needs a large rotary and multiple lanes at the very 
least. The athletic fields will generate signification traffic in and of themselves. We've had two complete 
shutdowns of the road near this intersection in six months paralyzing the peninsula. Additional Loch 
Haven itself is narrow and windy and hilly. I would not add athletic fields to any park on the peninsula 
until significant improvements can be made to the roads. I travel Loch Haven frequently to visit 
relatives. I am gambling with my life every time I try to make a left when leaving Loch Haven to go 
back to Beverly Beach. Additionally, a disc park is not needed. As I have said in other comments, I 
cannot believe that there is such a 'need' in the county for this amenity that it has to be on a peninsula 
with such poor roads. Put it in a more accessible park. 

11/3/16 Chris S The proposed plan to develop South River Farm Park is a total transformation of what is now a beautiful 
and natural setting, it seems extreme and shows minimal regard for preservation. 1. There are already 
numerous athletic fields at Loch Haven Park which is about 1/2 mile away. Why do you have to destroy 
this beautiful setting with additional parking and athletic fields? 2. Traffic is very much a concern. There 
are 300+ parking spaces proposed plus the additional traffic by new construction in the area. 3. In my 
opinion the space is being over planned.  Thanks. 

11/4/16 Susan L Overall, the design for the park is good and most development will not disturb the Critical Areas. In the 
area on Selby Bay where a fishing access is proposed, I have seen 2 pairs of nesting ospreys using trees 
for their nests, and muskrats in the wetlands, so I just want to urge a minimum of disturbance to the 
woods and wetlands in that area. The Selby Bay side of the park is a beautiful, contiguous 
wetland/mature forest habitat that should remain intact as much as possible. Please keep boat launches to 
cartop only, as proposed! 
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11/8/16 Christy S I think the beauty of this property would be best served as a more natural hiking/biking path without all 
the ballfields and dog parks. (There are plenty of ballfields just down the road.) It is a peaceful place to 
walk with or without dogs currently and doesn't need a lot of vehicle traffic.  Keep it more like jug bay 
please. I think it will better serve the public who just want a quiet park to get away. 

11/10/16 Marie D This comment covers all of the Mayo Peninsula parks concept plans. Adequate time has not been 
allowed to loop in many stakeholders who were overlooked in the Rec & Parks adhoc process of 
assembling the advisory panel. The South River Federation and Chesapeake Bay Trust are two of several 
that might have deserved representation. We on the citizens advisory panel have yet to see a needs 
assessment and look to the 2002 Edgewater/Mayo SAP and the 2013 Land Preservation, Parks and 
Planning Plan for some background. Its a long process and shouldn't be rushed. 

11/10/16 Robert L Remove or scale back the northeast picnic area:  If not adequately buffered, a large influx of park 
visitors will disturb the privacy and peacefulness of neighboring residences.  I would like to request that 
the development plan be modified to provide a 100 yard minimum privacy buffer between bordering 
residential properties.  Given that the park size totals 331 acres, a 100 yard minimum buffer between 
development and residential property is not unreasonable.  It appears this is met in all cases but one:  the 
proposed northeast picnic area.    The northeast picnic area is relatively small in relation to the main 
picnic area and could easily be scaled back without inhibiting the picnic facilities.  Furthermore, the 
northeast picnic will disturb a bald eagle nesting area that is located within 100 feet of the northeast end.   
Concerns over unenforced park hours, ordnances, and out-of-county visitors:  Even with the current level 
of attendance, we have people remaining in the park after dark, urinating in public, drinking alcohol, and 
a problem with litter.  The park should not become a magnet for people from outside the area who pose 
security and safety risks to the community.      To insure the park’s beauty is maximized and preserved 
for the benefit of county residents, park access should be restricted to Anne Arundel County residents.  
A similar policy that pertains to restricting county recycling facilities/land fills for the benefit of county 
residents should apply to county parks.    Making the park available only to county residents will 
improve the park experience for Anne Arundel county residents, who have a vested interest in 
maintaining the pristine nature of the park and support this effort through tax dollars.  Reserving the park 
for Anne Arundel County residents will foster more of a family environment rather than attracting  non 
residents who pose safety and security risks to the surrounding community. 

11/10/16 Mark R 1. You should never put roads and parking lots in critical areas. 2. South River Farm Park is not suited 
for Ball fields. The park should be kept as natural as possible. We need as many trees in this world as 
possible. 3. Loch Haven Dr. should not be used for SRF park access. If this is the case then there needs 
to be speed humps ( at least 3)installed along it inside the Loch Haven community to keep the speed 
limit at 25mph. Let's keep the peninsula safe. Thank You. 

11/10/16 Glenn S The areas marked as potential beach areas are some of the last remaining natural shoreline on the South 
River.  These areas selected for a beach are very small and contain a lot of important grasses and 
marshes.  The one close to loch haven marina is less than 10 foot wide.  Developing these areas would 
require destroying some of the few remaining areas for birds to nest and removing vital habitat for fish 
and wild life.  The proposed beach at the point is currently a rock breakwater and is necessary to 
preserve the shoreline which had eroded prior to the installation of these rocks.  I cannot see how anyone 
would be able or even want to swim there.  The county is in for a fight if they plan to destroy grass and 
marsh to create a substandard beach.  The county currently has a fine beach at their Mayo facility which 
was used as a beach for most of this century.  The county just needs to open it to the public and not keep 
it a paid day use facility.  Then there would be no need to disrupt the current natural shoreline. The 
remaining uses seem ok, but Loch Haven would require closing of the entrance from our neighborhood.  
Just too many curves on Loch Haven Drive, additional traffic would create a very unsafe situation.   The 
bev/triton parcel seems to be a more logical area for a beach development.  I would suggest phase in of 
the large parking lots to keep areas wooded for as long as possible.  We would also like to see these 
facilities for county residents only!  Thanks 
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11/10/16 Paul P I have been a resident of loch haven for 20 years. Traffic has always been an issue in our neighborhood, 
speeding cars, trucks and motorcycles have caused numerous accidents. I do not believe that this 
neighborhood should be subjected to countless outsiders speeding through our neighborhood trying to 
get to ball games and other activities, thus is s private community. Our road is not designed for that 
activity. Furthermore, the woods that you want to tear down have many varieties of birds and land 
animals living there. Several bald eagles nest in those woods and can be seen almost on a daily basis. 
Why don't you leave our woods and neighborhood alone and put your ball fields some place else. 

11/10/16 Gloria C Loch Haven Road is not suitable to use to get to the park. There must. S another way off 214. We are a 
small private community and we don't need the traffic and people and everything this park is going to 
bring. We do not need this park at all and if it has be we do not need the Traffic and outsiders that it will 
bring.  Other important things concerning this are   * Roads and parking are planned in critical areas  * 
Lighted ballfields are more suited to the parks that can be accessed directly from 214 away from 
established  neighborhoods like Loch Haven   *SRF provides natural area for migrating birds that 
shouldn't be cleared  *Existing forest and vegetation provides a buffer for polutants carried in 
stormwater  *Mayo Water Reclamation Facility already has a building and infrastructure that could serve 
as park headquarters.  And back to access. 214 has been deemed more suitable yet the concept plans 
have completely disregarded this.  This is detrimental to our neighborhood, the safety of our community 
and children not to mention the wildlife and vegetation that will be affected. 

11/10/16 Lynne S Please do not destroy anymore of our woods and fields. The little animals are being chased from their 
homes. We do not need a ball field or a dog park or bathrooms or a dock or a swimming pier. I do not 
need walking trails near my house. We need to preserve what land is left. The neighborhood cannot 
handle all the traffic that will come with this. I thought this property was bought with Federal Funds and 
could never be built on. I do not want any outside traffic and the problems that it will bring to me and 
my neighbors. Stop raping our land. Would you want this in your backyard? Because my property backs 
up to the park I will loose my peace and quiet. The little animals will suffer. Habitat will be lost. 
Vegetation will be destroyed. Let our little piece of land stay the way it is. Quit raping the land.? 

11/10/16 Karla and 
Ken D 

As residents of Loch Haven, we are concerned about the addition of ball fields to South River Farm Park 
for a number of reasons. The planned clearing of land for additional parking and ball fields will disturb 
existing forest and vegetation that provide a buffer to the park's critical areas, habitat for many animals 
and shelter for migrating birds. Entry to the ball fields will also draw many more cars through our 
community on a road with no sidewalks or even shoulders in many areas. Rick Anthony  acknowledged 
at our community meeting  that an entry to the park from Rt. 214 is needed because Loch Haven Drive is 
not suitable as an entrance to the park. But such a park entry is not shown on the Concept plan. It is for 
these reasons that we object to the plan as presented. 

11/10/16 Kian T The existing forest and vegetation provides a buffer for pollutants carried in storm water, and it is 
important for the Bay's water quality and essential to Bay's marine life (fish, crabs, etc. ). It also provides 
natural area for migrating birds that shouldn't be cleared 

11/11/16 Mary t Looking over the proposed changes to the park at South River Park I do not agree with Ball Fields being 
added along with so many parking spaces for cars. Loch Haven Road has no side walks and there is not 
another road to park.  There is to much development suggested on this plan and no thought for the 
neighbors who reside here. I think it should be scaled back and not rush into providing so many people 
access to parks in this peninsula at this time.  We need a light at end of Loch Haven Road now for the 
safety of the people but until someone is killed it would never be considered. Bringing in people into this 
peninsula is dangerous at this time.  We have bikes come in by the hundred on weekends and no 
shoulders for them to ride but cars try to navigate around them on 214 and Loch Haven from park.  I 
understand how the county operates because this is county property but creating more traffic and people 
without rangers is just stupid planning.  This park is a lovely place to walk with your family and enjoy 
the view of the South River so make it simple for all. 
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11/11/16 Sharon m I am vehemently opposed to plans for SRF. The park is in a critical area and there are plans to put paved 
roads and over 300 paved parking spots in this critical area. I am strongly against building or paving in a 
critical area. I am also against the high volume of traffic on loch haven drive/road that would be present 
to enter the park. SRF is a natural area for migrating birds and the suggested plans would destroy this 
habitat. The existing forest and vegetation  are a buffer to storm water pollution. Paving and building 
within SRF would increase pollution in the south river and other tributaries of the bay. Our Bay is 
struggling enough without added stress. I truly hope my opinion is considered because it does not appear 
the plans for SRF took any of these issues into account when proposing a plan to develop SRF. Thank 
you for your time. 

11/11/16 Julia L Please remember that Loch Haven Drive will not support heavy traffic because the houses are so close to 
the road and many children play in the road.  There is no shoulder to protect pedestrians.  Please create a 
direct access from Central Avenue.  Also, please respect the migratory paths of many bird populations in 
the South River area.  Thank you. 

11/11/16 Diane D Access to the park should not come through our community; Route 214 has ample area to accommodate 
ingress/egress to the park.  Since a building already exists, use it. Since preserving wetlands, 
ecologically critical areas and wildlife are of the utmost importance to the degree that residents are 
unable to improve their own property to the benefit of the aforementioned and their own homes, no 
consideration should be given to any disturbances just for a park. We have many parks we can use, as 
well as other options for use of this area. 

11/11/16 Nathan B As a resident of Loch Haven I am concerned with the impact of increased traffic and speeding on our 
road which is meant to be a quiet neighborhood.  Please route access to the proposed park from 214 or 
the mayo waste facility.  If development of the park must take place we ask that it be of minimal 
disturbance.  Please leave the park to its natural beauty.  We do not need any more ball fields or dog 
beaches. 

11/11/16 Patricia H I am opposed to some of the concept plans for South River Park. 1) access off LH Drive, as opposed to 
Rt. 214-which could easily be accomplished. 2) Why would we build a new Park Headquarters,when the 
Mayo Water Reclamation Facility will be vacated shortly and could be used.3)  Much of the road and 
parking plans include disturbing Critical Area, which goes against everything the county believes in 
right????4) the existing forest and vegetation provide natural areas for birds and provide buffers for 
pollutants carried in stormwater runoff. While I understand the want for more park area,I believe this 
could be done with minimal impact to the environment. 

11/11/16 Judy H I am a 25-year resident of Anne Arundel County and a lifelong resident of Maryland. I live in the Loch 
Haven section of Edgewater. This comment is directed to the proposed development and habitat 
disturbance at South River Farm.  In preparation for filing this comment, I have reviewed the maps of 
proposed park development, examined the extent of undeveloped property along the South River, looked 
at road access to other park properties in the county, walked South River Farm, and attended the July 27 
community meeting with Anne Arundel County officials, the largest such meeting in my 25 years of 
living here.  1) I am sympathetic to the County's desire to become more efficient with regard to use of 
unused County property. For example, using the former water reclamation properties for recreational 
purposes, as proposed by the County, makes sense to me. As someone who grew up in Baltimore City, I 
am also sympathetic to improved Bay access for citizens of Maryland; but I believe that Anne Arundel 
County has an obligation to its taxpayers not to fund this on its own, and to consider the concerns of its 
residents over non-residents.  2) The County has an obligation not to develop properties for increased 
public use if they are poorly sited for access -- especially when there are nearby alternatives for 
recreational development. South River Farm is poorly sited for access. Loch Haven Road is a winding, 
hilly road with no shoulders. It is being pressured by development of the Southpointe subdivision, which 
will increase the number of household using Loch Haven Road by (my estimate) 7-8% over the next 
year or two. Thirty residential driveways empty onto Loch Haven Drive and Loch Haven Road between 
Central Avenue and SRF. There are drainage ditches beside the winding road close to the SRF property. 
The area is not appropriate for the addition of a public attraction.  3) I would hope that the County would 
shoulder some small responsibility for conservation, given that the Edgewater area has been heavily 
developed in the past 20 years and runoff into the South River has been greatly increased in the interest 
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of commercial development. Looking at the south shore of the South River by satellite photo, I see no 
other undeveloped, forested land at the water's edge, and the Loch Haven area has just recently seen the 
removal of acres of trees for new housing. SRF is a pristine property. It is already available for anyone to 
park inside, stroll the paths, and enjoy some natural beauty. Local homeowners in the Critical Areas are 
held to strict rules; how can the County be so ready to bulldoze and develop the one area left for nature?  
4) My friend John Taylor, a noted ornithologist, author, and artist, often bemoans the decline of bird 
populations on our peninsula. SRF is a great place for birds to use during their seasonal migrations. It 
has undisturbed buffered waterfront, forested area, a field, marsh, a pond, and "edges" between the forest 
and fields that are conducive to many types of birdlife. Some land is needed on the south shore so that 
our county can, while not spending any money, help birds on their migration.  Thank you for considering 
my comment. 

11/11/16 kathy Every new clearing of trees and adding buildings in this community adds to the flooding which already 
occurs - as the new flooding of Loch Haven Rd demonstrates. The trees soak minimize this problem and 
every removal adds to the water issues. Also there is only one access/egress onto and off of the peninsula 
now. The weekend  summer traffic is as bad as in a city. This is a totally unsafe situation as is. Try 
driving from the end of the point from 7-9:00 a.m 0r 4-7:00 pm or any prime boating time all summer. 
Providing dog parks - minimal impact and would be welcome. We already have ball fields at Glebe. No 
more are needed. The whole area is boggy and swampy noe. FIlling it will just add to the water table at 
neighboring homes. These are BAD ideas. 

11/12/16 Rick S South River Farms Park: Entrance should be from route 214 only.  Bringing in enough cars to need 300+ 
parking spaces will cause a major change to a quiet community.  The plans show 12,500 linear feet of 
24’ wide park roads.  Many of the roads in the neighborhood are less than 20’ wide.  Why are the park 
roads wider than the roads to get to the park?  How many acres of woodlands/forest will be lost just to 
the roadways?  Plus remove all the trees for the parking lots, dog parks, ball fields and picnic areas.   
Dog parks at SRFP and Glebe Heights, has a needs assessment been done to require that much space for 
dogs from the Mayo peninsula?  Can you spread the dog parks around the county?    Lighted ball/athletic 
fields; where is the needs assessment to show we need more on the Mayo peninsula?  If we are opening 
the park because we want to provide more water access for county citizens why are we changing the 
natural trails and wooded buffer to open acreage of ball fields and parking lots?  You will pass a park 
and ball fields less than 1 mile away from the entrance to this park.   The proposed swimming areas are 
in an area that was recently remediated to prevent shoreline erosion with grasses and riprap.  Having 
people and car top boats, dogs, and whatnot may just undo all of the hard fought work to prevent damage 
to the shore the county should be trying to protect. 

11/12/16 Lance D I am very concerned about additional traffic on loch haven dr. including the safety of the kids in the 
neighborhood without sidewalks and proper speed control mechanisms, as well as the environmental 
impact to the river and neighborhood with additional parking, trash and pollution. 

11/13/16 Mary K 1. General for all Mayo Parks: The submissions do not provide sufficient information for complete 
evaluation at this stage. Plans should include demolition plans showing proposed deforestation, as well 
as clear plans depicting changes to pervious areas ( existing vs. proposed) and all proposed regrading.  
Additionally, archaeological, environmental, traffic and other studies that are part of the project 
documentation should also be made available for public review. In particular, the data that would 
support the need for the proposed changes and amenities. 

11/13/16 Mary K 2. General, for all Mayo Parks: Are these parks proposals intended to accommodate an existing need, 
county-wide? Or are they intended to accommodate anticipated population growth specific to the mayo 
peninsula? 

11/13/16 Mary K General for all Mayo Parks:What is the documented need for four lighted playing fields and associated 
parking, in Mayo  and in the county at large? 

11/13/16 Mary K General for all Mayo Parks: Is an Environmental Impact Study or other similar study required, and if so 
has it been completed? Is there a process for Section 106 for archaeology or other requirements at the 
state or federal level? Are there NEPA requirements? 

11/13/16 Mary K General for all Mayo Parks : Has DNR or Maryland Forestry been consulted or commented? 
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11/13/16 Mary K General for all Mayo Parks: There seems to be a concentration of unsustainable amenities such as lighted 
playing fields, disc golf, dog parks, and paved roads and parking in  Mayo WRF and especially SRFP. 
Why are these not being spread out more evenly among all the proposed Mayo Parks? 

11/13/16 Mary K GENERAL for all Mayo parks: is AA County Parks and Rec communicating and coordinating these 
proposals with the other relevant local, county and state offices ? 

11/13/16 Mary K This reviewer supports park access and use by all county residents as a way to connect to our natural 
landscape and history. The SRFP area, in particular, is rich with wildlife, wooded trails, a tidal pond, 
marshes, restored living shoreline, archaeological sites. Among the wildlife I have seen over the years of 
enjoying this park are bald eagles, foxes, wild turkeys, great blue herons, as wells as deer, rabbits and 
other wildlife. In addition, as noted  in the plans, there are archaeological sites within the boundaries of 
the park that should be protected and possibly, in some manner, interpreted. The park as it presently 
exists provides a unique experience. The County has other areas that are already developed or disturbed 
that can support playing fields, playgrounds, disc golf, picnic areas  extensive paved and deforested 
areas.  I do not support development of SRFP, especially on the scale proposed in these plans. It would 
take a unique rich natural environment and destroy the very qualities that make it such a unique resource 
for county residents. 

11/13/16 Mary K Much of this park is protected in some manner, especially in the critical area. Residents are severely 
restricted on what can be done on private properties in the critical area. Why would the county wish to 
apply for major significant variances of critical area requirements? This not only destroys habitat and 
degrades the bay and its tributaries, but also sets a bad example in terms of park and recreation’s own 
willingness to  comply  with existing policy, philosophy, and regulations. 

11/13/16 Mary K Why so many dog parks, and why so many at this one location? 

11/13/16 Mary K Increased traffic resulting from increased intense-use amenities such as lighted fields and dog parks will 
result in increased traffic on Loch Haven Rd. Within the loch Haven community,  the road is narrow, 
there are no sidewalks, and there is heavy pedestrian use of the roads, including joggers, walkers and 
children on bikes. This reviewer does not support this much parking, traffic and intensive use within this 
community. 

11/13/16 Mary K 12. If there is a documented need for more lighted fields, why not add more at other locations, such as 
Glebe Hts or Mayo WRF, which are nearer to Rte. 214, where there are fewer pedestrians, and less harm 
to the environment? Or provide fields at Beverly Triton or Mayo Beach, which are proposed for much 
less invasive development, and less pedestrian activity in many areas? 

11/13/16 Mary K What is the purpose of the proposed connecting road between Mayo WRF and SRFP? Would it be 
paved? Used by the public, or only for park staff? Is actual access from 214? Not clear on plans. 

11/13/16 Mary K There is a barn on the SRFP property near the greenhouse. Since it is not referenced on the plans, I 
assume it is to be demolished. I suggest it be renovated to become park headquarters, if development 
goes forward. This will retain part of the Farm heritage of the park and potentially become part of the 
interpretive experience. Remnants of the park’s rural heritage should be saved, enhanced, interpreted. 

11/13/16 Mary K If SRFP must be developed, this reviewer asks the county to consider a severe reduction in the 
development of this property. If necessary, retain the dog parks and fields, with reduced parking, and no 
deforestation. Eliminate all roads beyond the existing paved road areas. Leave only trails to access the 
park areas beyond the greenhouse. No roads, parking, picnic areas or boat launch beyond the 
greenhouse. If boat access is desirable, a one-lane pervious road could be provided from the existing 
road to the site of the old dock on Limehouse Cove. Eliminate all disc golf and preserve the forested 
areas where disc golf and parking lots are presently proposed. 

11/13/16 Mary K The proposed swimming/picnic/boat launch/accessible parking/dog beach along the shoreline would 
appear to conflict with critical area requirements as well as to be in conflict with the existing restoration 
of living shoreline, recently installed at significant expense and effort. Also, it would seem that 
significant regrading and deforestation would need to take place in order to execute these plans. Please 
clarify how the proposed shoreline activities can proceed with the shoreline restoration, existing marshes 
and extreme slopes? Same for installation of boat ramps at extreme slopes. 
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11/13/16 Mary K Plans call for new paved roads surrounding the pond. This is significant wildlife habitat, as well as 
marsh/wetlands. Why would the County wish to harm these sensitive areas? 

11/13/16 Mary K How does the County propose to mitigate the environmental harm involved in the execution of these 
plans?  SRFP would lose unknown acres of forested areas, and be covered with 85 thousand sq. ft. of 
paved parking, as well as 12 ½ thousand linear ft. Of roads at 24 ft.wide. Significant measures would be 
needed to mitigate the enormous amount of runoff and loss of vegetation in these plans. What is the 
proposed mitigation? 

11/13/16 Mary K The dog beach may threaten the health of Selby Bay  due to runoff of E. coli into the water. 
11/13/16 Mary K Why is disc golf needed at SRFP if there is to be one at Mayo WRF? The proposed disc golf at SRFP 

would require acres of deforestation with associated environmental impact in this sensitive area. 
11/13/16 Mary K This reviewer has seen bald eagles in the NE portion of this site, in the forested area. Has wildlife 

management documented bald eagle nesting sites in the park, and  are there protected nesting areas in 
this plan? They are not noted. 

11/13/16 Mary K Recommend revised plans be submitted that address these concerns and that provide additional 
information to support the plans, and to include proposed mitigations. 

11/13/16 Mary K Mayo proposal is a terrific improvement to a site that has already been developed, band is a great way to 
re-use this property for the benefit of County residents. 

11/13/16 Mary K Mayo WRF benefits from direct access from Rte. 214, without bringing  new traffic into small 
residential roads. However, a traffic signal may be needed to ensure safety. The park road enters near a 
curve on 214, and 214 is a busy road. 

11/13/16 Mary K What traffic studies have been doe regarding impact on traffic onto and off of Mayo Peninsula, typical of 
all the proposed parks? 

11/13/16 Mary K Can additional amenities such as an additional playing field, be accommodated here, to relieve 
development at SRFP? 

11/13/16 Mary K Why no dog parks or disc golf at this park?/Spread the amenities instead of crowding them into SRFP. 

11/13/16 Mary K Can disc golf or another playing field be provided here, instead of so many at SRFP? 
11/13/16 Mary K Why are so many dog parks needed?   This site appears underutilized by comparison to SRFP. reduce 

dog parks and add other items? 
11/13/16 Mary K I have observed a bald eagle nesting in a large tree at the northern edge of the park. Has this been 

surveyed and can bald eagle protection be provided for this park? The eagle was observed near the 
proposed area of the boat drop and accessible parking. 

11/13/16 Melanie H As a Loch Haven resident and LEED AP architect, I am VERY concerned about the proposed concept 
plan for SRFP.  1 - we were told by Rick Anthony that the County would create alternative access other 
than Loch Haven Road. 2 - The County is not utilizing and maintaining their existing facilities well 
enough to warrant expansion. In addition, the Mayo WWTP has infrastructure viable for use rather than 
creating more structures.  3 - The proposed impervious surfaces for parking, etc is excessive and 
completely counter to our efforts to clean up the Bay and our watersheds.  These existing trees and other 
vegetation provide a priceless process for eliminating pollutants before stormwater reaches the South 
River and Bay.  PLEASE RECONSIDER and ALTER the proposed site plan design. 

11/13/16 Christoffer 
G 

I am an architect by profession, practicing for 40 years in  DC, VA and MD, and specializing in mid to 
large-scale K-12, Higher Ed and Institutional projects. Almost all of our projects involve significant (and 
often very complex) review and approval processes of site plan developments.   I would like to add to 
the detailed comments (ALL of which I agree with) that my wife Mary K entered on this site  (also an 
Architect who was responsible for all of the South Mall properties for many years at Smithsonian 
Institution). We live on the South River and have both taken very active personal and financial actions to 
support our beautiful environment and recovering South River ecology. We also renovated our historic 
farmhouse after we moved here in 2009 and went through the very detailed and demanding (which we 
support!) critical area site plan development requirements - following them to the letter. Thus we have a 
certain perspective on the developments proposed for the Mayo Parks, and most particularly SRFP.   
SRFP is one of those rare sizable areas of coastal habitat - once modestly farmed but then fortuitously 
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halted by preservation-oriented forces, thus allowing recovery of its natural ecology and wildlife. We 
walk or bike regularly through its trails, kayak around it, and into the lovely and peaceful tidal pond, 
encountering  turtles, osprey, kingfishers, bald eagles, red fox, deer and wild turkeys, to name a few. 
These exist there because of this peaceful, undisturbed, UNDEVELOPED area. These unique and 
powerful qualities - ever decreasing in our over-developed environment - are thus so much more 
precious to protect against further development (witness the huge 38 single family development  on 
Loch Haven and Pocahontas that somehow (yes...how?!) got a permit to clear cut all of those mature 
woods and add water, septic (yes - while there was a MORATORIUM) and traffic demands to our 
community).  This Study is neither complete nor compelling. It is missing major analyses to be able to 
fully evaluate and understand  its deforestation, dramatic increase of impervious paving, major re-
grading/soil disturbance, damage to wildlife habitat and potential archeology, nor does it provide 
documentation to support the demand for the programs it proposes. It does not deserve the massive 
"variances" or "waivers" that it must requires from the very same county and state government which so 
carefully crafted and legislated the Critical Area requirements that all the rest of us must follow. It also 
appears to ignore significant taxpayer supported, and very successful, environmental protection 
measures (eg. the living shoreline recently installed all along Limehouse Cove to stabilize the high banks 
up to grade - where you propose beach access for swimming and boat launching).    By all means 
improve the access (from 214 and not Loch Haven Road!), parking, and awareness of the lovely SRFP 
so more can enjoy this asset - with maybe some very modest improvements that are especially sensitive 
to its preservation - but leave it be in its current natural beauty for all (people and nature) to enjoy. Build 
the high-activity/busy/noisy/high-illumination facilities (fields, disc golf, dog parks and the resultant 
extensive parking) at other urban sites not in or near the Critical Area - and/or find ways to better utilize 
the many facilities we have all over the county - at schools, rec centers etc.  Thank you for your 
consideration of these comments. 

11/13/16 Caroline D I was raised in the Franklin Manor neighborhood of Churchton, MD. I left Maryland for college but 
eventually came back to Maryland to teach. It was here that I met my husband, another native 
Marylander but from Berlin, on the Eastern Shore. We moved together to Silver Spring in Montgomery 
County because of proximity to my husband's work. I lived in the congestion of Silver Spring for 8 years 
and never really felt at home in the over-developed suburban areas of Montgomery County. Yes, we had 
a developed park and/or playground within walking distance at all times but it was never far from the 
sounds, smells, and lights of the surrounding areas. We moved back to southern Anne Arundel county in 
2013 because I knew that here we could find the peace of natural beauty that simply does not exist in the 
majority of southern Montgomery County anymore.   County land should be open to all county residents. 
I think that many of my neighbors on the Mayo Peninsula agree. What I oppose is the over-development 
of the beautiful South River Farm Park.  Paved roads through the gorgeous, natural land that I hiked with 
my family this afternoon simply to access waterfront by car? Access by car to the waterfront exists at 
both Mayo Beach Park and Beverly-Triton Beach, a few miles further down the peninsula. Lighted 
sports fields? We have those 1/2 mile up Loch Haven road. Dog parks (large and small no less) in the 
field where I watch deer gather almost every night? A parking lot on the end of the peninsula where I 
sometimes lay down a picnic blanket for my two young children, husband, and dog? Why? A dog 
beach? I have a dog and I walk him responsibly on a leash through the park to the beach and, if no one 
nearby objects, he goes for a swim in the river. Why does this park need to be developed and labeled?  
Quiet Waters exists directly across the South River for those residents who want something more 
accessible but still beautiful (my family and I also enjoy Quiet Waters). I implore the county to work 
hard to find a reasonable way to open the park to other residents of AA County. Put in a few parking lots 
with some picnic tables near. Then let people explore South River Farm Park as it already is!    Please do 
open the park to other residents of the county. Open it with due respect given to current neighbors of the 
park and with even greater respect to the existing natural beauty. Isn't that why people seek parks?  
County, state, and federal parks, free and open to all, are special to the USA and are something we 
should treasure. 
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11/14/16 Kenneth St Vehicle access to SRF Park is currently along a relatively narrow residential road through the Loch 
Haven community. Increasing vehicle activity along this road is unsafe to the residents of Loch Haven, 
particularly children who bike and play along this road. Where is the alternate access road direct from 
Route 214 that Rick Anthony spoke about during a meeting with our community? Nothing shows on the 
plans.  Roads and parking are being proposed in the critical area. This disturbance within the buffer to 
the South River is unnecessary and something the County would never accept or issue a grading permit 
for if a private landowner were proposing it. The County is NOT exempt from it's own rules!!  Lighted 
ballfields are not suitable or necessary so close to an area of existing residences. They would be more 
appropriate closer to Route 214, perhaps on the grounds of the soon to be abandoned Mayo Water 
Reclamation Facility which also has an existing building that could serve as park headquarters and 
provide bathroom facilities. 

11/14/16 Shannon J The existing park's primary allure is its undeveloped nature, wildlife, and minimal developed shoreline.  
Understand that county wants to improve access, but doing so while preserving the parks unique natural 
elements should be the primary goal.  Some development plans appear overly excessive, will be 
underutilized, and therefore unnecessary expense to county tax payers.  For example,showers are 
necessary for gyms or pools; not parks.  Have you ever gone for a picnic or a hike and felt the need to 
take a shower at the park?  No indoor or outdoor showers should be planned.  A hose station to rinse feet 
and kayaks etc. is all that is reasonably necessary, if anything.  The size of the parking lot and picnic 
areas seems excessive.  Please reevaluate potential daily visits in light of the number of parks under 
potential development on Mayo peninsula, looking at total new parking added.  Tree clearing near 
shoreline should be highly limited; the entire shore here is subject to erosion and frequent storm surge.  
Not sure if paving is necessary to make trails ADA compliant, but if so, paving of trails should be highly 
limited; paving the existing trail system would highly detract from its natural setting.  Creating a new 
septic drain field in critical area  also seems a bad idea. Portables have come a long way and are 
generally acceptable at minimally developed parks. I've  noticed a great deal of comment from wind 
surfer community that may be skewing perceived interest in park utilization.  I note majority of such 
commenters are from northern Virginia or DC; does not seem appropriate that AACO taxpayers should 
make decisions based on needs of VA/DC residents.  Schuh has continued to brush off Mayo's concerns 
noting development would be minor.  But the plans call for accommodating 57 parties at one time in 
picnic areas.  Schuh also recently released land use plans calling for "encouraged development" on the 
Mayo peninsula.  The majority of county residents oppose such development plans and call for 
reasonable and minor improvements to allow access for county residents while preserving natural 
characteristics.  Traffic concerns are also valid; we all know the woes of Forest Drive and should know 
better than to repeat that situation here where there is no room to add traffic lanes.  I don't see any 
AACO residents clamoring for showers and picnic areas (aside from the Water Access Board/Committee 
which has no representation from Mayo) and remain perplexed at the push for large development 
expenditures at Bev/Triton when only a very small handful of people are asking for it, and hundreds 
oppose. Thank you for considering these comments. 

11/14/16 Shannon J I support athletic fields here; especially if the fields at Mayo Beach are to be paved for a parking lot. The 
SRYA community needs more athletic fields; turf would be great since the grass fields in Mayo are often 
in terrible shape due to heavy use.  I don't think dogparks are necessary in this area. Plenty of places to 
walk/run dogs and seems unnecessary expense that will be little utilized.  Take all the $ for dog parks 
and showers, which we don't need, and use it for a lighted turf field. 

11/14/16 Shannon J I support athletic fields.  This area needs more fields for the local recreation teams. 
11/14/16 Morgan R I am a property owner in LochHaven. The traffic on Loch Haven road is extremely  heavy during normal 

daily road use. With additonal housing communities being built along this roadway, that traffic is only 
going to increase. With that knowledge, I DISAGREE with the current planned access to SRFP from 
Loch Haven Drive.  Primary user access from Rt. 214 would make much better sense. Please think about 
those AA County citizens who live in Loch Haven and along Loch Haven Road,specifically their safety 
and quality of life, before this park is finalized. 
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11/14/16 Walter P Athletic Fields There are currently playing fields at the county's Loch Haven Park less than a mile from 
the proposed Park.  These fields could be upgraded and/or reconfigured more economically than 
building new fields.  The added benefit is that the  land in the Park's  Critical Area would not be 
subjected to  development to accommodate additional athletic fields.  It should also be noted that plans 
for the development of the Mayo WRF Park also calls for two athletic fields.  Their physical location 
would not be in the Critical Area and lighting close to Central Avenue should not be an issue.  The 
proposed athletic fields located within the Critical Area would be just over a hill from residents in Loch 
Haven.  There is bound to be a certain quantity of noise pollution but more important would be the light 
pollution.  Lights on those fields would be seen in Limehouse Cove, Selby Bay, the South River, and 
possibly the Chesapeake Bay.  It would ruin the current environment in this area. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Disc Golf Course There are preliminary plans for a disc golf course in the adjacent Mayo WRF Park.  It 
seems redundant to have identical facilities so close together.  Particularly when one of those disc golf 
courses would require removing forests in a Critical Area. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Traffic Based on the number of parking spaces being planned for,  it would suggest a significant increase 
in traffic on Loch Haven Road.   Even with the eventual entrance off Central Avenue a large percentage 
of patrons would continue to use the more direct route to the Park.  This could be avoided if the athletic 
fields and disc golf were not located in the Park. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Dog Parks I have been to a number of dog parks and two 1 acre dog parks seems excessive.  Larger dog 
parks are better utilized in urban settings where space is a premium.   But I question whether dog owners 
in a more rural community would utilize the two acres of land.  In addition, there are plans for an 
additional two and a quarter acres for dogs in the Mayo WRF Park right next door and again in Glebe 
Heights Park.  I suggest that two one-half acre parks would be sufficient.  And, of course, the quarter 
acre park for the small dogs. 

11/14/16 William 
and Susan 
V 

Although park development sounds good overall, it will have a severe impact on the single road access 
to our community. Our 400 families will compete with about 1,000 cars every weekend.      There are no 
shoulders on Loch Haven Drive and many residents including children jog, bike and walk their dogs 
along it.  Until you add shoulders and/or sidewalks opening this to a massive traffic increase will 
undoubtedly result in severe accidents.     You must find another main access point to the park other than 
Loch Haven Drive and close the existing park gate to vehicular traffic. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Roadway Paving The use of 24-foot wide roadways in the Critical Area is too generous.  For those of us 
who live within the Critical Area, we know first hand how difficult it is to get permission to construct an 
impervious surface.  Why do the roads in these parks have to be 24 feet wide.  Two cars can get by on a 
16-foot road.  It's not a freeway but it's doable; particularly when you are constructing in a Critical Area.  
The roadway out to Mayo Point could be eliminated entirely if the boat launch and north shore swim 
area were moved to the Selby Bay side of the peninsula. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Picnic Areas The picnic areas on Mayo Point should be eliminated.  This peninsula is a Critical Buffer 
Area.  It is a fragile ecological area where Eagles have been seen fishing.  There is no parking for these 
picnic areas and it is unrealistic to expect families to carry all their gear, food, and coolers from the 
proposed parking lots out to the end of this peninsula.  The county could save money by forgoing these 
picnic areas and doing away with the roadway and handicap parking lot on Mayo Point which is Critical 
Buffer Area. 

11/14/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Swimming Beaches There is a swimming beach indicated on the northern shore of Mayo Point.  This is 
an area that was just restored as a living shoreline in recent years.  It came about after years of 
negotiating and at a considerable expense.  It was constructed for all the right reasons.  There is a 15 to 
20 foot cliff located at the waters edge which had been eroding away.  The living shoreline has stabilized 
this area.   To replace it with a swimming beach would be for all the wrong reasons.  The shoreline is not 
easily accessible; there was no beach there until the living shoreline was constructed; and if the living 
shoreline is replaced with a swimming beach, nature will continue to erode this point of land until it no 
longer exists.  Perhaps the beach areas facing Selby Bay would be less susceptible to erosion.    The 
other beach area on the western side of Limehouse Cove has also experienced erosion.  Ten years ago 
there was a small beach area along the shoreline.  Today, at high tides, that beach is practically non-
existent.  The water reaches the beach grasses.  Incidentally, it is because of those beach grasses that the 
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remaining sand doesn't wash away.  If you remove the beach grasses to make a comfortable swimming 
beach, the beach will continue to erode. 

11/14/16 Robert S It is requested that serious consideration be given to either slowing down or imposing a moratorium on 
any and all park, beach, and water access development on the Mayo peninsula until the following issues 
are addressed and a smart growth plan is proposed and adopted that equitably balances the needs of the 
environment, and the residents who live on the peninsula, with the desires of those who are proposing 
the development and the constituents that they represent. We, the residents will have to live with these 
decisions unlike those proposing them.  Issues that must be addressed to ensure that the environment is 
protected and that the peninsula’s residents are not being subjected to unnecessary inconveniences and 
potentially life threatening situations associated with these plans is of paramount importance.  This list of 
issues and concerns is not intended to be all-inclusive but rather is a list of the most obvious areas of 
potentially irreparable impact and damage to our neighborhoods and the peninsula as a whole.  * Roads 
and parking are planned in significant critical areas * Lighted ball fields and associated traffic are more 
suited to the parks that can be accessed directly from 214 away from established neighborhoods 
*Associated infrastructure improvements like bathhouses will put additional pressure on limited water 
and sewage resources and maintenance *South River Farm Park and the Triton-Beverly Beach areas 
provide natural areas for vegetation, migrating birds and native wildlife that shouldn't be cleared in an 
effort to avoid irreparable loss and damage to the peninsula’s eco system *Much of the existing forest 
and vegetation provides a buffer for pollutants carried in storm water from the existing impervious areas 
and existing homes on the peninsula  *Mayo Water Reclamation Facility already has a building and 
infrastructure that could serve as park headquarters *Loch Haven Drive is not a suitable road for South 
River Farm park access * 214 itself is not suitable for access to all of these parks as proposed 

11/15/16 Walter P 
and Fae D 

Top Boat Launch There are two top boat launches proposed.  One on Selby Bay and the other on 
Limehouse Cove.  The one on Limehouse Cove requires a roadway and small parking lot all the way out 
onto Mayo Point.  This in turn would require removing trees and paving over in a Critical Area.  The 
current plan shows the boat launch where an existing living shoreline has been constructed.  This 
shoreline, which prevents erosion, would have to be altered to accommodate the boat launch.  It would 
seem to make more ecological sense to utilize the Selby Bay site and preserve the Mayo Point area.   
Leaving the living shoreline in place to prevent erosion. 

11/15/16 Walter p 
and Fae D 

General  The South River Federation has solicited and expended millions of dollars to promote 
conservation within the South River basin to improve the quality of the South River.  As part of that 
effort thousands of volunteer hours have gone to planting hundreds of trees within the basin; some 
within Anne Arundel County parks.  (Most recently in Homeport Farm Park on November 12th).  It 
seems counterintuitive to implement some of the proposals in this preliminary plan.  This is a Critical 
Buffer Area on the edge of the South River where the consequences are magnified. 

11/15/16 Robert K Mayo Beach park should have year around public access and the ability to launch car top boats.  Thank 
you for all the work you do making Anne Arundel County a great place to live and work. 

11/15/16 Fae D My husband and I are residents in Lime House Cove which is one of the critical areas in South River 
Farm Park.  While there are many aspects of the proposed plan that concern me, my comments relate to 
those changes that would impact the beaches  on Lime House Cove. (My husband Walter P has 
addressed the other concerns in his comments.) There are two (2) major areas of concern: EROSION  
and POLLUTION, (noise, and trash) wish to comment on.   EROSION  We have seen the beaches on 
Lime House Cove erode since we came into the community in 2007. There are now grasses on most of 
the beach on the Western Shore of the Cove, with little beachfront left. These grasses have and will 
continue to help prevent further erosion of this  beach and should not be removed. The  beach on the 
North Shore of the Cove (Mayo Point) was eroding to the point where trees were collapsing and falling 
into the Cove/South River. There was a significant restoration undertaken approximately 2 years ago 
including the establishment of a living shoreline which is just now starting to take hold. This beach now 
has a 15-20 foot cliff which makes it unsuitable as a swimming beach. To undo the work that has cost 
significant time and money to the county and/or to developers, does not make sense.  Further, I 
understand there are terrapins, and horseshoe crabs who use the protection of the grasses on the shore 
line for nesting  purposes and care must be taken to not disturb these areas.  I have also heard there is an 
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eagles nest in the area.  These areas must be protected.  POLLUTION  The current plan calls for over 
300 car parks.  Assuming each car contained 2 people (probably a conservative #) based on the number 
of car parks, there could be well over 600 people in the SRP at any given time. While it is unlikely that 
all of these people would migrate to the beaches at any given time, reality is any significant increase to 
the # of people coming out to the any of the beaches on Mayo Peninsula from the parking lots, will result 
in a significant increase in noise and trash pollution, particularly in areas on the Peninsula designated as 
picnic areas. We frequently hear noise from these areas on weekend nights from young people partying 
and or riding 4 wheel bikes. Also, it is not uncommon to walk the trails and beaches and find (and 
collect) large quantities of plastic cans, plastic bags, beer cans and bottles.   The potential amount of  
pollution such an increase to the number of people on the beaches must be considered in any changes 
made to South River Park. 

11/15/16 Cindy E I live in Selby on the Bay and I when I moved here it was a very quiet area.  They continued to build and 
grow this area with hardly any upgrades to the roads what so ever. It has gotten to a point that I dread the 
ride home and the ride into work everyday.  It is horrible and Steve Schuh is pushing all these parks and 
ball fields, when our poor little one road in and out system is not even able to support what we have 
now.  I can not imagine that he would allow this if he lived in this area.  I use to love Selby and now I 
am thinking of moving because of what Steve Schuh is doing.  If we have an emergency we are in 
trouble, we can not hardly get in or out now.  I am begging for this situation to be looked at.  We are not 
Sandy Point..we are quiet communities that are over crowded as it is.  Please, please do not allow Steve 
to ruin our area.  We already have Quiet waters and Sandy Point in the Annapolis area, isn't that 
enough?? Our peninsula can not carry the load Steve is trying to build.  Please listen to the people for 
once and hear our cries not to do this...our lives and opinions should count. 

11/15/16 David I I am writing on behalf of the Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association (BABA) to provide comments for 
consideration during the Mayo Parks Planning Process.  While we are called "Baltimore Area” 
Boardsailing Association, our members live all around Maryland, DC and Northern Virginia.  We’ve 
kept the club’s name and emphasize “Area” to be inclusive to all windsurfers in our region.  BABA is a 
regional member organization of over 100 members.  Our mission is to promote the sport of windsurfing 
through seasonal racing, instructional clinics, social events, and group travel and advocating for access 
to clean, safe, launch sites.  We have partnered with Parks and Recs in Anne Arundel County for several 
years by hosting a family fun day at Mayo Beach Park and offering introductions to windsurfing, Stand 
Up Paddling and kayaking opportunities.  Our club members have also participated in clean-up events at 
Mayo and Beverly-Triton beaches.  In addition to working with Parks and Rec on the family fun day at 
Mayo, BABA hosts an annual regatta at Mayo in September.  This year we had great wind and more 
than 40 attendees including windsurfers from Anne Arundel Co, Baltimore, DC, Northern Virginia and 
the Tidewater area of VA.   The Regatta was the  largest gathering of windsurfers on one day in our area 
in years - testament to the fact that windsurfing is alive and well, and windsurfers are very pleased to 
have access to the bay at Mayo Beach Park.   Windsurfers come from around the region to windsurf at 
Mayo and Triton, and to participate in BABA events.  We often buy gas, eat meals and shop in the area 
after a day on the water, contributing to the local economy.   Our major concerns include:  *  Keep 
windsurfing and other car-top boat access at Mayo  *  Keep the current system for access in place during 
the planning process  *  Wind-sports enthusiasts have very specific needs for access to strong and steady 
wind in contrast with the need and desire for more sheltered access and water trails that 
kayakers/SUP/canoe enthusiasts prefer so we ask that you consider these different needs and 
requirements when looking at access points on the Mayo Peninsula.  The latest plan (002C) seems to 
accommodate windsurfing well, preserving access local windsurfers have utilized for years.   As Chair 
of the Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association   we advocate the current design.  

11/15/16 Eric E This is one of the premier spots for windsurfing in the mid-Atlantic region.  Please do not do anything to 
change that.  Thank you! 
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11/15/16 James B My concerns I share with the majority of people on the peninsula on the (over) development of this park 
is little concern for environmental impact, sustainability with regards to long term upkeep for a park 
open to all from outside the county without costing county taxpayers even more than the money being 
borrowed (bonds) and that there is little to no plan(s) to upgrade roads for the traffic to keep the county 
taxpayers who live off the only road in and out from losing quality of life, safety and security. This a 
narrow amenity based vision for our county when the basics are not being met or are floundering with 
this elitist view! The money being borrowed for this and other (pet) projects would and should be spent 
for the betterment of the county as a whole not limited to school improvements, police and fire 
departments. Infrastructure first! 

11/15/16 James B Many concerns... to enter this park you have to go through loch haven and I question dredging the south 
river. There are plenty of marinas on the peninsula, no reason to spend taxpayers money on amenities 
that already exist and if we are trying to clean up the river/bay this won't help.  What plans are there to 
address increase in traffic through an established community that the county has already allowed more 
homes built on this one way in/out road? With more traffic in and out because of this county owned 
park, what plans for helping to keep residents safe from things that inevitably come from increased 
traffic and numbers of people such as trash, vandalism and traffic (specifically the intersection of loch 
haven rd and 214)? Is the county prepared to increase police presence in the area straining an already 
stretched thin force. (Federal government recommends a 1200 strong police force for a county our size 
and it stands at 600). Is the county prepared to foot the bill for a traffic light at 214 & loch haven rd as 
state roads have no plans through 2030..?  Better to focus on schools, police and fire departments. When 
they are tip top then spend on parks and rec projects and when planning, be more inclusive of county 
taxpayers/residents than last minute study comments. To be inclusive of the people who pay for this and 
live with this would be for the government to go out of its way to find out if the actual majority of 
taxpayers/residents want this type of thing before it's planned out even initially. Not self appointment of 
so called water access committee or even long established county departments to make decisions that 
impact daily life of taxpayers/residents. 

11/15/16 Daphne L Thank you for including car top boat/wind sports access in the plans for Mayo Beach Park.  I am a 
member of Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association, I live in Arlington, VA and I frequently travel to 
Anne Arundel County to windsurf on the bay at Beverly Triton Park and Mayo Beach Park.  I've been a 
Mayo Wind permit holder for many years and I’m looking forward to windsurfing at Spriggs Farm Park 
as well.  Windsurfers have been using Mayo Beach Park for many years.  The park allows us to enjoy 
access to the bay with good fetch, an obstacle free launch and a large grassy area for rigging and 
“parking” gear when we are off the water and very convenient parking right next to the launch area.  
Dropping off gear and launching are only part of the equation for wind sports.  We also need an area to 
rig our sails or kites, and an area to “park” gear when we come off the water to rest or de-rig.   On a 
really windy, warm day a big crowd of windsurfers and kite boarders will be using the park and their 
equipment will take up a large area.  I suggest that the plan provide for very clear separation between 
wind sports and other beach goers for everyone’s safety.   If Mayo Beach Park is not going to be open 
daily for swimming I recommend that the current car top parking and launch area remain accessible to 
permit holders under the same guidelines that we have been following to date.  In my experience as a 
windsurfing traveler in Europe and the Caribbean, wind sports are always clearly separated from 
swimmers/beach goers for everyone’s safety and I recommend that AA Park and Rec do the same.  
Additionally, I recommend that the planning process include meeting with windsurfers and kite boarders 
at the park so they can assist with planning for the needs of wind sports users, answer questions for the 
planners and demonstrate how we use the park.  Thank you 

11/15/16 Claudia H No.  Leave it alone.  The bay is wickedly polluted and swimming shouldn't be allowed, rather than 
building a huge plumbing facility for county residents to decontaminate after swimming there 
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11/15/16 Mason L The proposed expansion/ picnic areas do not provide enough grassy space for rigging windsurfing and 
kiteboarding equipment. It is important to provide adequate space in order to ensure a safe area free of 
obstructions. Mayo Beach is fhe only public launch in the area that allows wind sports to safely launch 
equipment in high wind with a large group of fellow sailors. Additionally, the space at Mayo separated 
from swimmers and fishermen allows an excellent venue for beginners to learn windsurfing and 
kiteboarding and practice entry and intermediate level skills. 

11/16/16 Amy I On behalf of the Annapolis Rowing Club, we have great interest in added public water access in Anne 
Arundel County.  Gaining access to the water in this county comes at a very high price and it is 
prohibitive for many folks that would love to participate in rowing with us.  Many of our members 
participate in the many other paddling sports in the local area and would greatly appreciate better access 
for watercraft like kayaks, SUP, canoes, Irish rowing boats and dragon boats.  A community 
rowing/paddling site would be such an amazing addition to the county and would serve the needs of so 
many!  We are happy to hear that you are making improvements throughout the county and hope that 
you will keep us in mind thank you for your consideration.  Please visit our website for more 
information about our Club and contact info.  http://www.annapolisrowingclub.com.  See attached for 
more information about our specific needs.  Thank you! 

11/16/16 Eugen Z Please continue to allow water sports / activities. Thank you. 
11/16/16 David I On behalf of the Baltimore Area Boardsailing Association (BABA), thank you for the opportunity to 

submit comments on the plans for Beverly-Triton Beach Park (BT).    I and our members have 
previously submitted comments and I have reviewed the new plans for BT.  Our concerns are:  1) The 
car top launch area is too small for staging and launching equipment associated with windsports.  
Windsurfers and kiteboarders not only need to prepare and rig their equipment, but need to have an area 
to drop equipment between sessions (we launch an come back frequently then relaunch).  The blue dot 
depicted on the map is too small to accommodate any more than a few sailors at a time (not including 
anyone who is kayaking or using a SUP).  We would like to see an expansion of the car top launch area 
to include beach frontage to the north of the currently proposed area (up to 400 additional feet) so that 
separation is adequate.  2) The equipment used in our sports is best rigged and staged on a grassed area 
to avoid damage and dry for loading.  It is unclear from the current plans if a grassed area will be 
available.  North of the currently proposed launch area there is a proposed picnic area.  We would 
benefit from some accommodation for staging of windsports equipment on the grassed area either in 
front of or in the proposed picnic area and having that picnic area moved to the north west or removed.    
BABA would be pleased to work with the car top boat user groups on design details for the loading and 
unloading zone and car top boat launch area, with special attention to the needs of the windsports. Please 
contact me if this is a possibility.  Thank you for your continued work on the peninsula parks.  BABA 
will help where we can to make them safe, clean, and enjoyable places for everyone. 
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