
Anne Arundel Water Access Commission  
September 21, 2016 Meeting Minutes 

 

The meeting opened at 6:05 PM. Commission members were introduced (absent were 
Paul Spadaro and Larry Velton), and the minutes from the previous meeting were 
approved. Mike Lofton outlined meeting procedures going forward, including public 
comment procedures during meetings in which speakers would be limited to two 
minutes with the option to submit written comment after. He explained that the 
commission is still adjusting to procedure, but is open to suggestions. He then reviewed 
the county executive’s Executive Order that created the commission and its mission. 
 
Mike L. indicated that he felt the best way to begin executing that order would be to 
begin making recommendations as soon as possible to keep the process moving. He 
also explained that the commission will work together with voting and non-voting 
members – taking public input into account – in working for consensus on all 
recommendations. He stressed that the commission has a narrow focus to improve 
water access for the public and is strictly an advisory entity - not a policymaking body. 
He also explained that while the commission was certainly willing to take public 
comment at meetings, they are not obligated to allow debate. 
  
Jon Korin - Anne Arundel County Bicycle Advisory Commission (AACO BAC)  
  
Mr. Korin began by stating the similarities between the two commissions. The AACO 
BAC was created in November 2015, comprising of citizens from across the county, 
along with Recreation and Parks, County Police, Planning and Zoning, Public Works 
and other county staff. Mr. Korin explained that – currently - getting anywhere in the 
county by bicycle is very difficult, and that improving any access at all will take a great 
deal of work by a number of county agencies. He indicated that the AACO BAC has met 
at several locations county wide in order to tour possible access and improvement 
locations. The BAC currently meets the second Tuesday of every month, from 11 to 1 
PM (commissions are free to meet as they see fit. Mr. Korin also mentioned that the 
BAC has a member who serves as the expert on the Maryland Open Meetings Act – 
which is required of every commission - and they are charged with posting meetings 
and other information to their webpage, just as the WAC does. Mr. Korin stressed that 
like the WAC – they too are merely an advisory body only, with a primary focus on 
recommendations for the Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan which was updated in 2013, 
making suggestions as to what they feel is needed in regards to improving bicycle 
access. He indicated that the commission feels that Anne Arundel County needs to 
create a Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator position - as several other counties have - 
to carry out initiatives. Mr. Korin also reminded the commission and attendees that 
bicycles are not only used as a means of recreation, but serve as the only means of 
transportation for many residents. He concluded his presentation with giving a brief 
overview of the National Complete Streets Program the county is working on. 
  
The chairman encouraged cooperation with the BAC on any administrative and 
organizational process and planning suggestions. He suggested that the BAC review 



the County Land Preservation, Parks and Recreation Plan (LPPR) that the county 
produces every six to eight years, which is the official planning document for Recreation 
and Parks. The LPPR provides a detailed analysis of areas for improvement. He noted 
both commissions were connected to the quality of life initiative set forth by the county 
executive. He also stated that  current funding from impact fees goes for many county 
services with the exception of those provided by Recreation and Parks – and perhaps 
that needs to be considered.  
 
Chris Carroll indicated that the county LPPR is mandated by state law and is part of a 
bigger statewide comprehensive plan. 
  
PROJECTS 
  
Homeport - Lisa Arrasmith gave an update on the Homeport Project. She was pleased 
with the plans, and indicated that the location is very good for what residents are 
currently using it for already, She mentioned that Recreation and Parks will be moving 
on revitalizing Homeport with Porta-Potties, Picnic Tables, new signage, improving 
general maintenance and adding a 31 car parking lot. She indicates that this water 
access point on the South River, helping attract a very diverse group of people. The 
schedule for completion of the project was unknown, however funding has been 
allocated. She noted the project was very similar to Beachwood Park on the Magothy.  It 
was asked if signage identifying the park would be placed on the South River. Chris 
Carroll indicated that there is a template for river side signage that is currently being 
reviewed. 
  
Mayo Beach Park Project – The chairman gave an update on the Mayo Park Projects 
(including Mayo Beach Park, Beverly Triton Park, and South River Farm Park). He 
indicated that the project as a whole has gone through roughly eight months of its 
projected two-year planning cycle. He indicated that a year ago, a Mayo Peninsula 
Advisory Group was created, consisting of nearly all Mayo Peninsula residents, 
including representatives from the major community associations. He mentioned that 
the group had met a few times already, providing recommendations to Recreation and 
Parks. The county has hired RKK Consulting out of Baltimore, to complete an initial 
design of the project which was presented to the Mayo Advisory Group. Following that 
presentation, Recreation and Parks set a deadline of September 9th for comments, and 
he indicated that he had submitted recommendations on behalf of WAC. He also 
stressed again that this was a two-year process and that there would be a great deal of 
time for anyone to solicit comments and ideas. 
  
Patuxent River Access - The County Executive has asked the commission to look into 
possibilities on the Patuxent River shoreline for access. Fred Tutman, Patuxent 
Riverkeeper,  gave an overview of possibilities on the Patuxent River, providing a map 
and noting that three or four spots in particular were quite feasible and would be easy 
lifts. He stated that the focus would be on additional paddling and camping - a model 
very similar to Prince Georges County. Prince George's County park sites are complete 
with fire rings, Porta-Potties, picnic tables and a spot for pitching a tent. There is also a 



cost for renting camping sites. He also indicated that all the sites on the Patuxent River 
do have road and paddle access. After further discussion, WAC members concurred 
that the locations were appealing and indicated that, as a next step, they would let 
Recreation and Parks complete their review and regroup on the issue afterward.. Chris 
Carroll indicated that the view of Recreation and Parks reflected with what Fred T. had 
indicated – that this would be an easy lift – however they are looking at what other 
counties are doing to assess what is really needed. Erik Michelsen from DPW added 
that he was on the Patuxent River Commission and did not feel they would have any 
issue with any of the recommendations Fred T. presented. 
  
Ramp Sites - BayLand Consultants was hired by the county to analyze possible ramp 
locations. No final report has been seen yet, however the commission will try to have an 
update by the next meeting as to their progress. BayLand is currently evaluating eight or 
ten potential sites.  Discovery Village in Shady Side will be moving ahead. The question 
was asked if Carrs Wharf would be considered and Chris C. indicated that the site will 
be looked at for expanding parking only. He explained that after talking to the Maryland 
Department of Environment, they had concerns that revitalizing Carrs Wharf would be 
quite cumbersome and not practical at this time. A resident also asked if Londontowne 
could be considered as a location.  
  
RECOMMENDATIONS 
  
The commission then discussed their first recommendation related to marketing and 
communication. The chairman suggested that the recommendation be amended to 
reflect land and water signage; along with stressing that an online communication 
component was a vital part of the strategy. It was recommended that the commission 
review paddling.net, Google maps, social media, etc. to get a feel for possibilities. Erik 
M. mentioned that he could have staff work with Recreation and Parks on the mapping 
portion. Chris C. mentioned that staff resources were an issue but that it could be 
worked out. Mike L. mentioned that – where it was important for the WAC to make 
recommendations to the county executive – it was solely his job to direct departments to 
carry out any approved recommendation appropriately.  He expressed his hope that all 
agencies will work together on any issues and recommendations approved by the 
county executive. Bob Whitcomb indicated that signage was an ongoing issue, taking a 
year or two to even discuss it. He explained that sometime ago the county had agreed 
to move on it, however nothing came to fruition. Lisa A. expressed concerns with 
“freelance” signage discouraging people from using the park and hopes this will be 
monitored better in the future.   
 
FUTURE TOPICS 
  
Mike L. briefly went over topics to be considered at future meetings including examining 
user fees, the policy on locked gates and use permits, exploring a partnership with 
private, commercial and community ramps, the process to prioritize alternate 
improvement proposals, and to revisit the Patuxent River plan. 
  



FUTURE SCHEDULE 
 
Mike L. indicated that the future meeting schedule for the commission would be as 
follows: 12/14/16, 3/15/17, 6/14/17, 9/13/17, 12/13/17. All meeting dates, agendas, 
minutes and supplemental documents will be posted on the WAC as appropriate.   
 
 
Following the public comment period, the chairman thanked everyone for attending and 
adjourned the meeting at 7:51PM 
 
 


