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SECTION 1.
INTRODUCTION
The meeting of the Chesapeake Bay and the Fishing Creek floodplain together with human activities and
structures forms an impressive ecosystem. The Town of Chesapeake Beach has grown to encompass
this system, both capitalizing and being constrained by it. Neighborhoods, separated by floodplains,
marshlands, and steep slopes have developed into unique communities. The Town is a clustering of
neighborhoods nestled among natural features. Comprehensive Planning in Chesapeake Beach takes
place in this most basic context.

1.1 PURPOSE OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PLAN
A comprehensive plan sets forth policies governing growth, development and conservation. It is long-
range, general, and comprehensive.

Long range: The plan is forward-looking. It provides for future needs.

General: The plan does not focus on matters of detail which can distract from important polices and
proposals.

Comprehensive: The plan uncovers relationships between local and regional factors that impact
development. It addresses major elements of the natural and built environment.

A Comprehensive Plan expresses basic community goals regarding future development. It does not
predict future events. As a guide, a comprehensive plan allows a community to make day-to-day
development decisions on the basis of reasoned and adopted policies, rather than on the individual
merits of particular proposals.

This 2010 Comprehensive Plan is an update of the 2002 Comprehensive Plan through the addition of the
Municipal Growth Element and Water Resources Element. Certain statistical data has been updated,
where available, and other editorial updates have been made.

1.2 PLANNING PROCESS
The Town Planning and Zoning Commission prepared this Comprehensive Plan as called for by Article
66B of the Annotated Code of Maryland.

Public participation was accomplished through a series of town and neighborhood meetings held
through the summer of 2007 and through open work sessions and public hearings sponsored by the
Town Planning and Zoning Commission during 2009 and 2010.

The Planning and Zoning Commission documented residents’ concerns and issues through the minutes
of its town and neighborhood meetings. The major planning issue centered on how to maintain the
“small-town” character in light of growth pressures. Residents expressed long range planning concerns
including:

® Impact of new development on existing neighborhoods;

SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION
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The location of Chesapeake Beach may be defined at several levels (see the Regional Location Map on
Page 4).
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Compatibility of new development with existing buildings and streets;
Pedestrian safety and accessibility;

Impact of new development on the existing road network; and
Environmental quality.

LOCATION

Washington Metropolitan Area: An area encompassing 4.5 million people and 3.4 million jobs
and one of the wealthiest and fastest growing metropolitan areas in the United States. The Town
is located within 30 miles of Washington D.C. and 20 miles of Annapolis, Maryland.

Calvert County: According to the Maryland Department of Planning, Planning Data Services,
Calvert County has been among the fastest growing counties in Maryland for decades. County
population grew by 45 percent between 1990 and 2000, while Chesapeake Beach grew 32.3%.
From April 1, 2000 through July 1, 2008 (most recent available data) the growth for Calvert
County slowed to 19 percent and, the Chesapeake Beach population also slowed to 6.9 percent

Northeastern quadrant of Calvert County: An area that has grown at a rate faster than the County
as a whole over recent decades. Chesapeake Beach lies south of and adjacent to North Beach, a
town of nearly 1,900 residents.

On the Chesapeake Bay: Chesapeake Beach is one of only a handful of Maryland municipalities
located on the Chesapeake Bay or one of its major tributaries. The Town’s shoreline with the
Bay extends 2.3 miles.

SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION
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1.4  REPORT ORGANIZATION
This Comprehensive Plan report is organized into six sections, with appendix of tables and a glossary.

Section 1: Introduction
Section 2: Existing Conditions
Section 3: Municipal Growth
Section 4: Water Resources
Section 5: Future Conditions

Section 6: The Comprehensive Plan

SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION
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SECTION 2.
EXISTING CONDITIONS

The Town is situated in a relatively wealthy county and region. The Chesapeake Bay, Fishing Creek,
and associated flood lands, wetlands, and steep slopes are major natural features. Fishing Creek is
unique among Maryland’s rivers and very sensitive to disturbance in its watershed. Access into Town is
limited and recurring congestion is apparent on main roads. Local businesses are generally small and
primarily fall within the food services sector. Within Town, commercial uses appear to be slowly
moving into some predominately residential areas. The Town continues to improve recreational and
pedestrian amenities to service the anticipated demand in the housing and tourism real estate markets.
For example, several new residential subdivisions are under development in the Town, and two will be
connected to the Town’s center upon completion of the Chesapeake Beach Railway Trail. Additionally,
expanding the sidewalk network could capitalize on the traditional and compact road network, which is
conducive to walking. Generally, a network of public and quasi-public agencies provides community
facilities in Chesapeake Beach; however, the main public facilities impacted by growth and changes are
well provided for. The Town’s population has been growing steadily, with children and seniors making
up one-third of the population. Geographic expansion of the Town is complicated by County land
preservation policies, such as the large amount of Critical Area within the Town’s boundaries, which
have removed development potential from properties along the Town’s western limits.

2.1 ONGOING PLANS AND PROJECTS

Ongoing public and private projects and plans help define baseline conditions. They also say much
about expectations for future growth and development. The list below summarizes major public works
projects. Some have firm funding commitments. Others, especially long-range highway projects, are
less certain.

Most public works projects require cooperation among various levels and agencies of government and to
some extent, the private sector. This being said, the Town’s continued leadership will be necessary for
implementation. Where it is clear that projects are solely the responsibility of the State of Maryland, it
is so designated below. Listing of a project does not denote a recommendation, only that the project is
in some stage of planning and/or implementation.

Short Term: 1 — 3 years

e Mallard Properties - Remove Tornado damage from June 2006, re-landscape with Native Species
¢ Enhanced Nutrient Removal upgrade of Wastewater Treatment Plant

e D Street Sewer replacement

e Public Works Storage Building at Chesapeake Village Water Tower site

e Prioritization of streets for repaving scheduling/budgeting

e Dredge Spoils Site Renovation

e Select and Implement Document Management System

SECTION 2
EXISTING CONDITIONS
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Wastewater re-use - Install “Purple Pipe” from treatment Plant to Kellam Fields for landscape
watering.

Chesapeake Beach Railway Trail

Kellam's Ball fields Improvements

Re-decking the remainder of Bay Front Park Boardwalk

State Leased Boat Ramps at Rod 'n Reel Marina, West - Replace last boat ramp
Skate Park

Water Park - Cosmetic upgrades, expand snack bar, add new major feature

Security Lighting along Bay Front Park Boardwalk

Intermediate Term: 3 — 10 years

Maintenance Dredge of Fishing Creek
Continued evaluation of viability of Wind Turbine/Alternate Energy
Install 12” water line from Old Bayside Road Water Tower to the ‘old’ system

Upon completion of ENR Upgrade, connect previously installed “Purple Pipe” to treatment plant
effluent, supply water to Kellam Fields for landscape watering

Expand recycled effluent for landscape watering to other Town Properties as funding becomes
available

Enhance Street Tree plantings, Clean up “Bottle Dump”, phragmites removal, as mitigation
funds become available

Correct an original mistake in the land use designation by rezoning about 4.55 acres+ of
Resource Conservation Area at Public Works/Treatment Plant to Intensely Developed Area with
Modified Buffer Area (MBA)

Long Term: 10 to 20 years and beyond

Investigate sewer service to about 60 homes on Old Bayside Road, not presently served by
sewer.

State Highway Administration

Lane improvements at Bayside Road and Mears Avenue to create a northbound right turn
through lane

Fishing Creek Bridge replacement
SECTION 2
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Among private development projects, only major projects are listed.

¢ Richfield Station residential subdivision — The only project mentioned in the 2002
Comprehensive Plan, still developing.

¢ (Chesapeake Village residential subdivision

A. Projected Development as of 2010
The following Projects have received Preliminary or Final Planning Commission Approval, though no
construction has started, to date:

¢ Richfield Station and Chesapeake Village are two longer-term projects, which are still actively
developing. Richfield Station has virtually completed all of the land planned for Single-Family
Homes, leaving the land in the Critical Area remaining for primarily Townhouse and Multi-
family development. Chesapeake Village has recorded 180+ of the preliminarily approved lots
(219) and is still requesting permits for and building new homes.

¢ The Heritage — A 74 lot Single-Family development at the southwest corner of the intersection of
Cox Road and Chesapeake Beach Road. This project has received Preliminary Approval of the
Planning Commission.

e Stinnett’s Place Condominiums comprises two 16 unit multi-family buildings at Bayside Road
and 31% Street. Permits have been issued, though no construction has commenced.

e Rockwell is an 8 unit Townhouse Project on the north side of Cox Road, generally across from
Bayview Hills Drive. The Development Plans and the Final Plat are approved.

¢ The Home Place is a mixed-use residential project on the north side of Cox Road near the
eastern end. It is proposed to have 1 new single-family home and 2-12 unit multi-family
buildings. All approvals have been obtained and infrastructure permits issued. No construction
has started, at this time.

e Harbor Vista North is a single 16 unit multi-family building located at Rod n’ Reel Marina, West
(the former Fishing Creek Landings Marina) on Gordon Stinnett Avenue. The Development
Plan is approved, though no final plats have been submitted to the Planning Commission for
Final Approval.

The following are possible projects, which the land owner/developer has had informal discussions with
the Zoning Administrator as to permissible density and unit mixes:

¢ (Chesapeake Beach Properties lies to the west of Bayview Hills and is thought to be able to create
up to 50 town homes.

¢ Fishing Creek Condominiums is proposed on the Abner’s Marina boatyard. While a concept
plan was submitted, it has not progressed any further, at this time.
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e Harbor Vista (South and North) — Around 2002, the (then) owner received preliminary approval
from the Planning Commission of plans for the remaining undeveloped land at Fishing Creek
Landings Marina. The property is now under new ownership and while there have been no
formal submittals, it seems that a re-design of the project to scale it back somewhat, is
contemplated.

e Sunrise on the Chesapeake is considered to be a 12 unit multi-family, replacing 2 single-family
houses on 28" Street

In 2010, the Town’s goals include:

* Improving pedestrian safety and accessibility throughout Town.

¢ Expanding public water and sewer capacity to serve ongoing residential development.
® Expanding recreational amenities.

e Explore the possibility of a performing arts center.

e Support exploration of possibilities to increase environmental awareness.

Intervals of development in the Town will continue to be predicated on the capacity of the wastewater
treatment plant, though mostly upon the economy. Additionally, growth in the area will necessitate
increasing the Town’s groundwater allocation permit.

2.2 DEMOGRAPHICS AND ECONOMICS
This overview compares the Town’s population and housing to Calvert County, and where relevant, to
the Washington metropolitan area. In so doing, it provides a point of reference so local statistics are
seen in a meaningful and broader context.

A. Population’
Factors contributing to population growth in Chesapeake Beach since 1960 have included:
e (Conversion of summer homes to year-round residences, 2

¢ Annexation of Richfield Station, Chesapeake Village and a pocket of land just east of Harrison
Boulevard,

¢ High-density residential zoning provisions, and

e Public water and sewer expansions.

" The source of population, age, and housing data in this report is the U.S. Census with analysis, summary, and presentation
by Jakubiak & Associates, Inc., updated with data from the MDP Data Center

* The conversion of seasonal housing to year-round housing accounted for at least two-thirds of the Town’s population
growth
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Between 1960 and 2008, the Town added nearly 2,670 full time residents, as shown below. The most
significant growth occurred during the 1980s, when population grew by 71 percent, or at an average
annual rate of 5.49 percent.

Figure 1 Population of Chesapeake Beach
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Figure 2 Population of Calvert County
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The County has grown significantly, mainly through in-migration. Until 2000, the Town’s population
has consistently comprised between 4 and 5 percent of Calvert County’s population. Between 1960 and
2000, the County grew at an average annual rate of 3.66 percent, somewhat faster than the Town’s
3.25%.% As seen in Table 1 the annual growth rate peaked in the 1980 — 1990 decade and has slowed
since. Table 2 gives a perspective of the anticipated population growth at the time of the adoption of
the 2002 Comprehensive Plan. At that time it assumed a growth of 4.6% per year. Comparing the
Census estimate dated July 1, 2008, to the then projected growth rate, we see that the Town actually
grew at a slowing rate. According to the U.S. Census Bureau population projections, approximately
3,399 people lived in the Town of Chesapeake Beach in the year 2008.

B. Age
Table 7 shows the composition of population by age, which is an important indication of community
character. In 2000, the median age of Town residents equaled that of the County: 35.9 years. The
Town’s age structure differed only slightly from the County’s. One in every three Town residents is a
child or senior citizen; compared to about 39 percent countywide. This may be updated after the 2010
Census.

? Both Calvert County and Chesapeake Beach grew much faster than the Washington Primary Metropolitan Statistical Area
(PMSA), which grew at an average annual rate of 1.33 percent between 1970 and 2000. The Town and County have been
recipients of the long-term decentralization of population from more urban locations in the metropolitan area.
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C. Households
The data presented in this section concern households, which for Chesapeake Beach translate into
occupied housing units. The increasing conversion of seasonal housing into year-round housing has
caused the vacancy rate in the Town to fall and the occupancy rate to rise; approximately 91 percent of
all units were considered occupied in 2000, up from 72 percent in 1970. Housing unit occupancy in the
Town now approximates that found throughout Calvert County (about 92 percent).

Figure 3 Housing Unit Occupancy Rate
100% [~
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As can be seen in Figure 4, between 1970 and 2000, the Town added nearly 840 households (occupied
housing units). The most significant household growth in the Town occurred during the 1980s when
households were added at an average annual rate of 5.57 percent per year. As of 2002, the construction
of new households outpaced population growth, due mostly to the long-term reduction in average
household size. Between 1970 and 2000, average household size in Chesapeake Beach fell from 3.0 to
2.61 persons per household. Table 8 compares annual growth rates in each decade with the 30-year
annual average (4.65 percent). This may be updated after the 2010 Census
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Figure 4 Households in Chesapeake Beach

2,500

Households: Chesapeake Beach 2033

2,000

1’500 1,331

1016

1,000
612

500

491

0
1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010

The figure, above, depicts the number of households in Chesapeake Beach. It has been revised since the
2002 Comprehensive Plan, to reflect all households, whether owner or renter occupied, since the Town
seems to be gravitating to a larger percentage of owner-occupied households. The 2009 value of 2033
comes from the count of households maintained for purposes of the contract with the trash haulers for
the Town. That value was last updated on July 31, 2009. The results of the 2010 Census may warrant
returning to only owner-occupied Households being shown.

Table 9 shows that in 2000, approximately 71 percent (863 households) of all households were family-
households, meaning they were composed of persons related to the householder by birth, marriage, or
adoption. Approximately 29 percent of households in 2000 were considered “non-family households”.
This may be updated after the 2010 Census.

Other relevant findings from the 2000 Census regarding households include:

e About 40 percent of households had children;
e About 15 percent of households had one or more persons 65 years of age or older;
® About 22 percent of households were one-person households; and

e About 77 percent of households were owner-occupied and 23 percent renter-occupied.

Residential development in the Town of Chesapeake Beach between 2005 and 2009 is documented in
Table 10 . During this period, Bayview Hills substantially built out, Richfield Station continued a
relatively steady pace, Horizons-on-the-Bay was built and Chesapeake Village started.
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D. Economic Structure’
A basic analysis of the economic structure can help illuminate land development patterns, such as the
composition and character of the commercial land use base. Chesapeake Beach contains 67 private
business establishments.

Utilities (1)

Construction (1)

Retail Trade (6)

Transportation, Warehousing (4)
Finance, Insurance (4)

Real Estate (5)

Professional, Scientific, Technical Services (15)
Educational Services (1)

Health Care, Social Assistance (1)
Arts, Entertainment, Recreation (4)
Accommodation, Food Services (19)
Other Services (6)

The following figure shows the distribution of business establishments by employment class (i.e. 1-4
employees, 5-9 employees, etc.) in Chesapeake Beach and the County, as a whole. Overall, Chesapeake
Beach’s business pattern is dominated by very small businesses, much like the countywide pattern. In
fact, 63 percent of all establishments in Chesapeake Beach have fewer than four employees.5

* The sources of economic data provided herein are the U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, U.S. Census, and in particular
the Census’ County Business Patterns. Analysis, summary, and presentation: Jakubiak & Associates, Inc.

> Within the Washington Metropolitan Statistical Area, business establishments are much more evenly distributed among the
various employment classes, with a lower share of establishments within the smallest employment class of 1-4 employees
(53%).
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Figure 5 Business Establishments: 1999
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The most striking difference in business size occurs in the class of establishments employing 10-19
people where less than 4 percent of business establishments in Chesapeake Beach have 10-19
employees, compared to about 12 percent in Calvert County. The largest employers in Chesapeake
Beach are found in the Accommodations and Food Service sector.

E. Employment, Earnings, and Income
A broader view of economic character and change is discerned at the county and regional level.
Between 1970 and 2000 the number of jobs in Calvert County increased from 6,200 to well over 20,000
jobs. During the same period, the number of jobs in the metropolitan area increased from 1.65 million
to 3.4 million.

The imbalance in population and jobs in Calvert County means that a relatively high percent of residents
commute to other locations for employment—most notably to Prince George’s County and Washington,
DC, and also to Anne Arundel, Charles, and St. Mary’s Counties. At least 60 percent of the County’s
labor force commutes to locations outside of Calvert County.

Since 1970, the structure of the County and regional economy has shifted away from Agriculture toward
Retail and Service sectors. In terms of earnings from employment, the largest County industry sectors in
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1999 were Services, Transportation and Pubic Utilities, and Government. Within the metropolitan
region, Services and Government stand out as the largest industry sectors.

Earnings growth has been strong in Calvert County, relative to the region. Earnings of persons
employed in Calvert County increased at an annual average growth rate of 7 percent between 1989 and
1999. This compares to an annual rate of increase within the metropolitan area of 5.4 percent.

County median household income (in inflation adjusted dollars) remained unchanged between 1990 and
1999 at $61,800. This income exceeded the level recorded in the Maryland portion of the Washington
PMSA as shown in Table 11 . However, since 1999, earnings of Calvert County residents have
increased to $ 108,200. This has fallen slightly below the Washington Metropolitan Statistical Area
earnings of $ 114,500.

2.3 NATURAL FEATURES

The Chesapeake Bay and the Fishing Creek floodplain and tidal marshes form the dominant natural
system in Chesapeake Beach. Fishing Creek enters the Chesapeake Bay in the Town of Chesapeake
Beach. Sea level tidal marshes are surrounded by steeply sloping terrain reaching elevations over 125
feet above sea level in many places. Wildlife habitat, intact wooded uplands, and shoreline cliffs are
also present. These and other key natural features and sensitive areas in Chesapeake Beach are
documented thoroughly in the Town’s Chesapeake Bay Critical Area Program (adopted in 1988).

The Environmental Factors Map included on page 17 shows the general location of steep slopes, the
100-year floodplain, and tidal marshlands and wetlands within, and immediately adjacent to, the Town.
These features help define the limits of development potential.

A. Fishing Creek, Floodplain, Tidal and Non-Tidal Wetlands
Fishing Creek is a direct tributary to the Chesapeake Bay. Unlike most Maryland streams its size,
Fishing Creek flows directly into the Bay rather than into a larger system of streams or rivers. In this
respect, it is among streams unique in Maryland.

The watershed drained by Fishing Creek extends far beyond the Town’s borders. See the Fishing Creek
Sub-watershed Map on Page 76. It encompasses lands enclosed within familiar ridgelines: notable
roads and highways follow these ridgelines such as MD 2 to the west and Dalrymple - Guy Hardesty
Roads to the south. On the north, the watershed is formed by Mt. Harmony Road and MD 260 and
extends north as far as 5th Street Extended. Human activity, including land development, within this
area ultimately impacts Fishing Creek, its harbor in Town, and the Chesapeake Bay far more directly
than would be the case if this were a more complicated stream system. This direct connection to the Bay
also means that the Creek’s aquatic wildlife is far more sensitive to water quality disturbances.

The mouth of Fishing Creek and the shoreline of the Chesapeake Bay (in much of the Town) are under
structural control (bulk-heading or stone revetment). The shorelines, within much of the Town, are
intensely developed in urban uses with impervious surfaces (parking, driveways, buildings). The area is
largely devoid of natural vegetation and does not have large areas of natural riparian environments.
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The Fishing Creek floodplain (as defined by the 100-year flood event), within the borders of Chesapeake
Beach, encompasses nearly 300 acres. Part of this area is developed as is shown in the Environmental
Factors Map. Flooding in this area is a natural potential occurrence, made more severe by existing
impervious surfaces.’

Most of the floodplain that is not developed is composed of tidal and non-tidal wetlands. These
wetlands help attenuate flooding, prevent shoreline erosion, improve water quality, and provide
protective habitat for native plants and wildlife.” They are critical to the quality and health of existing
and future development throughout Chesapeake Beach.

B. Groundwater
The Town of Chesapeake Beach is supplied with water from the Aquia aquifer. For a more thorough
discussion of the groundwater for Chesapeake Beach, see the Water Resources Element, starting on
Page 56.

C. Soils

The properties (such as depth to bedrock and drainage) of the soils underlying a community can severely
limit land development. Soil types are inventoried in the Soil Survey, Calvert County, Maryland and the
Chesapeake Beach Critical Area Protection Program. Soil conditions are not limiting factors for
development in Chesapeake Beach except with regard to three situations: tidal marsh areas, lands along
streams and drainage ways, and steeply sloping terrain with high runoff potential. These soil types
correspond to the sensitive natural features highlighted on the Environmental Factors Map on the
previous page.

D. Natural Heritage Area
The Maryland Department of Natural Resources has designated most of the southern panhandle of
Chesapeake Beach, the Randle Cliffs Area, as a Natural Heritage Area.’ Its combined geological,
hydrological, and biological features are considered among the best in the State of Maryland. Habitat
for three threatened / endangered species, as listed in Table 12 , is found in the Randle Cliffs area

® The Town’s Floodplain Ordinance requires that new or substantially improved structures have the bottom of the lowest
horizontal structural member supporting the lowest floor be elevated to or above the Flood Protection Elevation. The Town,
additionally, requires a minimum 1 foot buffer above the Flood Protection Elevation

’ The presence of the Fishing Creek tidal and non-tidal wetlands and the role they play in protecting tidal water quality
established the justification for the Critical Area “exclusion area” which encompasses the now developing Bayview Hills
residential subdivision.

¥ The Secretary of the Maryland Department of Natural Resources made this designation under the Threatened and
Endangered Species Regulations. Under Critical Area law special requirements attend to development within a Natural
Heritage Area.
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E. Critical Area

Chesapeake Bay Critical Area law regulates development within designated areas in 16 Maryland
counties, including Calvert County and, by extension, the Town of Chesapeake Beach. The Critical
Area is a ribbon of land, 1,000 feet wide, extending landward from the head of tide of Chesapeake Bay
shorelines, wetlands, and tidal tributaries.

In the Town of Chesapeake Beach, the critical area encompasses 1103 acres or about 60.9 percent of the
entire Town. The law requires local jurisdictions to designate Critical Area lands as one of three
development zones. These zones are shown on the Critical Area Map and the designation criteria
summarized below.’

¢ Intensely Developed Area (IDA): Land developed with high-density residential or other high
intensity uses including commercial.

e Limited Development Area (LDA): Land developed in low or moderate intensity uses and
containing areas of natural plant and wildlife habitat.

e Resource Conservation Area (RCA): Land dominated by features such as wetlands, forests, and
farmland.

Critical Area law places restrictions on land development within each development zone. However, it
permits lands designated LDA and RCA to be changed to IDA, which allows for greater intensity of use.
The uses permitted in each development zone generally reflect the designation criteria.'” The current
size of each zone is shown in Table 13 .

In addition to corrections in the area computations, the areas and attendant percentages have changed
since the 2002 Comprehensive Plan. The change is due to 2 Growth Allocation applications being
approved. These applications were:

» Richfield Station — 27.74 Acres - granted in May 2005
» The Home Place — 7.42 Acres - granted in July 2006

Designation changes require use of a limited “growth allocation”, which in 2001 amounted to 100 acres
for Chesapeake Beach. This means that up to 100 acres of land designated LDA or RCA was available
to be developed to the intensity permitted under the IDA designation. The Town has 67.54 acres of
Growth Allocation remaining.

Along the waterfront is a 100-foot, minimum, buffer. This area is restricted from development to the
greatest extent possible, favoring, instead vegetative plantings. When the buffer falls onto slopes in
excess of 15%, it must be extended to either the top of the slope or for 4 feet for each 1% of slope.

? Elaboration of Critical Area land use designation criteria can be found in the Town’s Critical Area Protection Program.

' This is the case except in the area of the Bayview Hills subdivision, which while located in the RCA zone, was designated
an exclusion area, permitting its current medium density residential development.
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However, much of the buffer has been compromised through previous development and has been
approved, by the Critical Area Commission, as a MBA.

Throughout the Intensely Developed Area (IDA), the shoreline of Fishing Creek and the Chesapeake
Bay has been developed. Residential and Commercial sites are concentrated in relatively high densities.
Impervious surfaces (buildings, parking, driveways) partly occupy the first 100 feet of land extending
from the water’s edge and/or wetlands—the generally recognized stream buffer. This is the Town’s
activity center.

Generally, within the IDA, the shorelines are in a MBA. The following areas are MBA:

The entire waterfront of the Chesapeake Bay, including the former small boat
marina located between the Flood Gate and MD 261 and between Seagate and
Horizons. The MBA does not cross MD 261.

Fishing Creek
Along the south side, to the western end of Abner’s Marina Slips

Along the northern side to the western end of the Rod ‘n Reel Marina, West
Harbor (Formerly known as Fishing Creek Landings Marina)
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" Note that the proposed Critical Area Map included in this Comprehensive Plan is illustrative and does not constitute the
Town’s official Zoning Map unless and until it is adopted as such by the Town Council.
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24  LAND USE

The way the land is used impacts the resources important to Chesapeake Beach including roads,
community facilities, and the marshlands, streams, and other environmental features. This overview
considers land use in areas surrounding Chesapeake Beach and the Zoning in the Town proper. Land
use and Zoning maps illustrate how population and economic activities are distributed over the
landscape.

A. Surrounding Area Land Use
The Surrounding Area Land Use Pattern Map, on the following page, illustrates the general distribution
of land uses through the northeastern portion of Calvert County. It should be noted that nearly 30
percent of all housing units in the area shown on the map are located in the Town of Chesapeake Beach.
Four observations are most relevant:

Lands permanently preserved through public and/or private land preservation programs form most of the
Town’s western border.

Residential development, including the Summer City community, largely forms the border on the south
and the Town of North Beach forms the border on the north.

Except for very small centers, non-residential development (mostly commercial) is confined to the
Towns of Chesapeake Beach and North Beach.

The vast majority of lands outside of the Towns are developed in a very low-density pattern accessible
by a network of County roads.
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B. Existing Land Use
The Existing Zoning Map illustrates the land use pattern and current Zoning Districts. Four
observations are most relevant

Environmental features, including floodplains, tidal marshlands, and streams separate residential
neighborhoods throughout Town. Development has been constrained by natural features resulting in
small residential enclaves.

The most prominent land use is residential. Residential building types and densities vary from high-
density (up to 20 units/acre) multi-family structures along the bay front, to low-density (2-4 units/acre)
single-family homes along Old Bayside Road.

Commercial uses occupy positions along MD 261. To some extent, such uses are becoming more
prevalent in residential neighborhoods north of MD 260. Overall, retail operations (restaurants and
convenience shopping) dominate the commercial land use base. Office space is very limited.

Except for lands with environmental constraints, little undeveloped land remains for development within
the center of Town, though many parcels could be more fully developed as market conditions evolve.
With the development of Chesapeake Village, the only remaining sizeable tracts of land are in the
vicinity of the west end of Cox Road and surrounding Bayside Baptist Church. The largest of these
(The Heritage) is presently in the development process, having gained preliminary subdivision approval
for 74 lots in 2009.
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C. Zoning in Chesapeake Beach

In order to determine if the population growth will be accommodated in the municipality, it is important
to understand the amount of land that can be developed, and the amount of development that can be
accommodated on the land. Table 14 lists the present Zoning Districts in Town, along with a
description of each district, the minimum lot size and a potential density yield. These calculations
determined the amount of available development for each zone by dividing the minimum lot size for
each zone into one acre. The number of dwelling units per acre was then multiplied by a factor of 0.75
(as provided by MDP) to calculate the density yield factor. The density yield factor assumes that not
every lot will maximize its development potential and will realistically develop about 75% of this
potential.

The Total Density Calculations in Table 15 indicate that current zoning for the Town would allow a
total of approximately 3,635 dwelling units; however, development projections in this analysis do not
indicate that the Town will develop to this capacity. Discussions with Town officials indicate that
Chesapeake Beach will be approximately 100% built-out when the approved development discussed in
this document, is completed. The Available Developable Land within Town Boundaries - Table 16 -
assumes that approximately 213 additional dwelling units and 568 additional people could be
accommodated using currently undeveloped land and infill development. It should be noted that infill
development and development of undeveloped parcels may have measurable development constraints,
including the amount of developable land and the impact of development on the natural environment.
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2.5 TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION

This overview considers current highway, transit, and pedestrian facilities throughout Chesapeake
Beach. It also considers how the Town’s settlement pattern helps and hinders vehicle and pedestrian
movements.

A. Regional Highway Access
Major traffic movement in and out of Chesapeake Beach is confined to two highways: MD 260
(Chesapeake Beach Road) and MD 261 (Bayside Road). These highways are also the primary travel
routes to the communities along the Bay from points north and south of Town. The Regional Location

Map, found on page 4 of this report, illustrates the highway network.

MD 260 connects Chesapeake Beach to Annapolis via MD 2 and Washington DC via MD 4. MD 260 is
a four-lane divided highway between Mt. Harmony Road and the Town’s limits. The State Highway
Administration’s (SHA) Highway Needs Inventory includes the reconstruction of MD 260 to four lanes
from Mt. Harmony Road to MD 4.12

MD 261 is a rural two-lane highway. It parallels the Chesapeake Bay from MD 263 (Plum Point Road)
north through the Towns of Chesapeake Beach and North Beach into Anne Arundel County before
connecting to MD 2 near the village of Friendship.”> MD 261 features two lanes plus a continuous left-
hand turning lane from Gordon Stinnett Avenue to MD 260. Its capacity is constrained somewhat at the
Fishing Creek Bridge and its intersection with Harbor Road.

The SHA constructed their “Streetscape Program” in 2008 & 2009. The work limits were along MD
261 from Beach Elementary School to the boundary with North Beach and MD 260 from MD 261 to G
Street. This work consisted of re-surfacing both roads and adding or improving sidewalks/boardwalks.
From the school northwards to Mears Avenue, no walk was installed on the east, due to conflicts with
utilities, existing development or the very steep slopes adjacent to the highway. MD 260 from MD 261
also had 2 center landscape islands and enhancement of the pedestrian crossing at the signal light. As a
part of this project, the prior “security-type” street lights located on the existing electric poles were
removed and replaced with the attractive new lights at street level to afford better and more attractive
lighting for the pedestrians.

Table 17 shows that SHA traffic counts indicate traffic has more than doubled in Town since 1970, with
an annual growth rate of somewhat over 2%.

MD 261 is a Roots and Tides Scenic Byway running from Plum Point Road at MD 4 through the
Beaches and Rose Haven, then through the eastern portion of Anne Arundel County along MD 458 to
Central Avenue to MD 2 to Annapolis, then on to the Eastern Shore. This is the only scenic byway
through Calvert County.

"2 The Highway Needs Inventory is SHA’s long-range planning tool, with no timeline or funding commitments.

" The Calvert County Transportation Plan recognizes MD 261, in combination with Stinnett and Wilson Roads, as an
important link between Prince Frederick and Chesapeake Beach.
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A Corridor Management Plan is needed to assure the long-term preservation of landscape features and
historic sites, as well as guide development of appropriate interpretative programs that will convey the
history of the area. Such a management plan will enable funding for technical assistance to property
owners and managing the byway as a visitor experience.

B. Regional and County Transit Access
The Maryland Transit Administration provides area residents with express (freeway-flyer) bus service to
Washington, DC. The service operates five trips per day beginning in North Beach before proceeding
west on MD 260."

Calvert County Public Transportation (CCPT) provides fixed-route transit service in Chesapeake Beach
over MD 261 and MD 260 as part of its Route No. 2 service between the Twin Beaches and Prince
Frederick. CCPT also operates its Route No. 4 service between Prince Frederick, North Beach, and
Dunkirk."” It provides door-to-door service to senior citizens traveling to medical appointments and
shopping in North Beach and Chesapeake Beach.

C. Roads and Highways
Population and household growth will impact the road and highway system. While it is not possible to
predict the exact nature of that impact, some basic inferences may be drawn.

e Between 1970 and 2000, traffic on MD 261 through Chesapeake Beach, grew at an annual rate
of 2.6 percent. In 2000, MD 261 carried about 13,650 vehicles per day. In 2008, MD 261
carried 13,991 vehicles per day. The annual rate of growth from 2000 — 2008 slowed to 0.31%.
Should traffic continue to grow at about 0.3 percent per year through 2016, MD 261 would carry
between 14,000 and 15,000 vehicles per day and likely experience congestion during morning
and evening rush hours.

e New development along MD 261, within the limits of Chesapeake Beach and beyond, will
contribute to traffic congestion, but to varying degrees. It is critical to acknowledge that normal
traffic congestion in Chesapeake Beach is generally limited to morning and evening rush hours
and, to some extent, weekends.

Land uses that add large amounts of traffic to area roads during the morning and evening peak travel
periods will add to congestion. Those that contribute only small amounts of traffic during peak periods
will contribute less to traffic congestion. The land development projects currently in plan approval
stages on page 7 Projected Development as of 2010, are a mix of high and low peak-period traffic
generators.

'* The Calvert County Transportation Plan recommends that a new express bus route be added connecting Prince Frederick to
Annapolis, when warranted by demand. This service could serve Chesapeake Beach commuters if a park-and-ride lot were
located in the Owings area.

"% Ridership on the County transit system consists almost entirely of residents who do not have access to a private
automobile.
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e MD 261, between MD 260 and Old Bayside Road is the most vulnerable link in the Town’s road
system. The capacity of MD 261 with its two travel lanes and continuous left hand turning lane
is limited. It cannot be widened further without significant impact to adjacent properties and a
new bridge over Fishing Creek.

e Traffic congestion in Chesapeake Beach is seasonal owing to the Town’s recreational and tourist
attractions. This speaks to the need for better management of parking, signing, and increased
pedestrian amenities.

¢ The single largest component of future growth through 2016 and the largest traffic generator in
Chesapeake Beach will be the Richfield Station residential community. Its impact to MD 261 is
limited however due to two factors. First, it does not directly access MD 261. Second, because
most peak period trips generated by the community are headed to and from Annapolis and points
within the Washington metropolitan area, Richfield Station will not impose heavy traffic
volumes on MD 261 during peak periods.

The implication: over half of Town’s projected households will not impact the most vulnerable link in
the Town’s road system, MD 261, during times of congestion.

Increased congestion and delay for vehicles will occur at the following intersections:

> MD 260 and MD 261

> Harbor Road and MD 261

> Old Bayside Road and MD 261
> Harrison Boulevard and MD 260

Residential development along MD 261 beyond the borders of Chesapeake Beach will likely contribute
to peak period congestion in the center of Town because MD 261 via MD 260 is still the most efficient
route to the regional highway system.

In summary, MD 261 is the most vulnerable part of the road system. The actual impact of any new
development project will depend on its location and on its trip generation characteristics. Land uses that
generate their greatest traffic when the surrounding road system is being underutilized (during non-rush
hours) will not significantly degrade the capacity of area roads.

D. Local Circulation and Safety
The original Town road network is based on a grid layout with MD 261 being the main axis.
Intersections and multiple driveways to adjacent property have been permitted along MD 260 and MD
261 in Town. The newly completed streetscape project in Town has added new sidewalks and turn lanes
to both sides of these major roads. To some extent, driveway connections were eliminated during the
streetscape project. This project greatly improved safety and circulation in the older section of Town.

Newer roads, particularly in the Bayview Hills, Richfield Station and Chesapeake Village
neighborhoods, follow conventional suburban layout featuring curvilinear streets and cul-de-sacs.
While environmental constraints currently restrict these subdivisions from connecting to the original
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Town road network, the Chesapeake Beach Railway Trail would connect Richfield Station and Bayview
Hills to the Town.

The original Town is currently missing one section of sidewalk on the west side of MD 261 between Old
Bayside Road and 13™ Street, which was omitted in the recent streetscape project due to the severity of
the steep slopes and close proximity of the homes to those slopes of the block. A new look at the
feasibility of putting in this missing section of sidewalk is needed along with some type of traffic
calming devices on MD 261 entering Town from the south. This would allow safer pedestrian crossing
from the east side of MD 261 to the westward side where the sidewalk system is in place.

The Town owns and maintains over 15.22'® miles of paved roadway. It does not maintain Old Bayside
Road (0.99 miles), west of MD 261, which is under County jurisdiction. MD 260 and MD 261 account
for 3.412 miles, maintained by the SHA. Traffic signals control traffic at two intersections — MD 260 at
MD 261 and MD 261 at Harbor Road. The recent streetscape project greatly improved traffic at the MD
260 at MD 261 intersection, however the intersection of MD 261 and Harbor Road continues to cause
congestion during rush hours. A study is needed to expand this intersection and create greater stacking
and thru traffic lanes. Along with improving traffic flow at this intersection, pedestrian safety remains
an issue and should also be addressed.

Chesapeake Beach is sufficiently compact and generally organized in a way that promotes walking.
This is especially the case in the older residential neighborhoods along MD 261. The most intensely
developed part of Town lies along a one-half mile section of MD 261. This area also contains a mix of
commercial and institutional land uses that complement the residential character of Chesapeake Beach.

It is generally recognized that an average walker can cover one-quarter mile in five-minutes. For
context, this ratio puts Beach Elementary School within a ten-minute walk of the Twin Beaches
Community Center, in North Beach. The Town Hall, the Chesapeake Station Shopping Center, and
other commercial and civic uses are all within a reasonable walking distance of most housing located
between 30th Street and Old Bayside Road. Newer residential neighborhoods along MD 260 are farther
removed from the center of Town and are less accessible. The proposed Chesapeake Beach Railway
Trail would connect some of these outlying areas to the center.

From Memorial Day to Labor Day 2008, the beach trolley provided alternative transportation to almost
six thousand satisfied passengers who avoided the hassles of driving, traffic congestion/pollution, and
the high costs of gasoline for a twenty-five cent fare and fun to spare. This weekend transit service
filled a void where no public transportation existed in the seasonal communities of Chesapeake Beach,
North Beach, Deale, Holland Point, and Tracys Landing.

The trolley is well managed by Virginia Regional Transit (VRT) as a well-established nonprofit
organization to provide a turnkey transit system that exceeded expectations for efficient management.

'® Taken from SHA Office of Planning and Preliminary Engineering Highway Information Services Division Recapitulations
or Urban and Rural Mileage in Calvert County, Maryland as of December 31, 2008, revised 10/30/2009
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From Memorial Day to Labor Day 2010, the BTA is running 3 trolleys and has expanded the route to
Dunkirk. This expansion has reduced the time between pick-ups from 2 hours to only one hour. On the
opening weekend this year, ridership doubled, based on the figures from 3 previous years. Based on a
longstanding premise, “Success breeds success,” the BTA Board is convinced that the best is yet to
come.

If the aforementioned problem areas are addressed and resolved the Town can be as pedestrian friendly
as any in the State.

2.6 COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

Community facilities and services described here include those elements of infrastructure, which are
most impacted by growth and development.17 Community facilities and services sustain and strengthen
towns as population grows, provided that their capacity, quality, and accessibility are looked after.
Many jurisdictions and agencies, both public and quasi-public, provide the community facilities that
serve Chesapeake Beach.

A. Public Water Supply

The Town of Chesapeake Beach is supplied with water from the Aquia aquifer. The water system
consists of two permitted wells, two storage tanks, and a distribution system. A new well and elevated
storage tank is presently under construction in Chesapeake Village with completion anticipated in late
2010 or early 2011. Public water serves all developed portions of the Town, except the western end of
Old Bayside Road and from G Street westward along Chesapeake Beach Road, both sides. The two
wells are located in the southwestern and southeastern areas of the Town. The existing wells have
reported pumping rates of 1.44 million gallons per day (mgd). Table 18 and Table 19 show existing
well information and water storage tank information, from the Town’s 2008 Sewer and Water Master
Plan.

The average water use in Chesapeake Beach is 225 gallons per day (gpd) per equivalent dwelling unit
(EDU), based on billing records. The current water allocation permit provided by the Maryland
Department of the Environment (MDE) allows 0.63 mgd average daily production and a peak of 1.1
mgd for the month of maximum use. The Town’s current average daily production based on water
withdrawal data is 0.37 mgd, 58% of the allotted amount, while the maximum summer’s day usage is
estimated to be 0.76 mgd, 69% of the allotted amount. Of that average water use, it is estimated that at
least 10 — 12% is used for such things as flushing system pipes, leakage, and watering of Municipal
Properties. The remaining water is assumed to be for the individual subscribers.

B. Public Sanitary Sewer Service
Chesapeake Beach’s wastewater collection system is comprised of gravity sewers and four major
sewage-pumping stations'®. The Town of Chesapeake Beach operates nine pumping stations associated
with its wastewater collection system'’. Other pumping stations operated by North Beach, Anne

"7 With the exception of transportation facilities, which are discussed on Page 28 Transportation And Circulation
'® The major sewage pumping stations are: B Street, Mears Avenue, Richfield Station and Bayview Hills.
" The remaining pump stations are: E Street, Fishing Creek, Valley View, Water Park and Chesapeake Village
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Arundel County and Calvert County are also served by the collection system. Additional information
about the pumping stations can be found in the Town’s Sewer and Water Master Plan.

The Chesapeake Beach Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) is owned by the Town of Chesapeake
Beach in trust for the Town, Calvert County, and North Beach, pursuant to a First Amended and
Restated Interjurisdictional Agreement dated May 29, 1990. The WWTP is currently operated by
Calvert County pursuant to a separate 1990 agreement. The plant was constructed through a series of
projects including upgrades in 1982, 1991 and 1999. The Chesapeake Beach wastewater treatment
facility currently serves the Town of Chesapeake Beach, North Beach, parts of Calvert County and
surrounding areas including Rose Haven and Holland Point, which are both located in Anne Arundel
County. The plant, having undergone the interim expansion, is currently rated for an average daily flow
of 1.32 mgd. The facility has a future planned capacity of 1.5 mgd that is included in the Calvert
County Comprehensive Water and Sewer Master Plan. The expansion of the plant’s capacity to 1.32
mgd was undertaken exclusively by the Town of Chesapeake Beach, as Calvert County and North Beach
elected not to participate.

On the following 2 pages are illustrations of the service areas for Town Water and Sewer Facilities.
These illustrations were prepared at a time prior to the beginning of development for Chesapeake
Village and certain expansions within Richfield Station. However, water and sewer service is available
within Chesapeake Village and Richfield Station.

Otherwise, any areas not presently served will either remain unserved for the foreseeable future or the
developer will provide service during project construction.

For a more detailed discussion on the Public Sanitary Sewer Service in Chesapeake Beach, see the
Municipal Growth Element Section starting on page 45.
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C. Schools™
Currently, children in the Town of Chesapeake Beach attend schools within the Calvert County public
schools system, including Beach Elementary, Windy Hill and Northern High Schools. Northern High
School is currently overcrowded. The chart below lists certain pertinent data about the schools serving
Chesapeake Beach.

School Facilities Serving Chesapeake Beach *!

Rated Year(s) Built #
School Name & Address capacit Enrollment ** | Acreage Condition | Teaching
pacily Date | Sq. Ft. Stations

1953

Beach Elementary
1971

7900 Old Bayside Road 529 541 21.6 55,341 Superior 25
1981

Chesapeake Beach, MD 20732
2006

Windy Hill Middle

9550 Boyds Turn Road 817 731 24.0 1998 101,300 Good

Owings, MD 20736

Northern High 1972

2950 Chaneyville Road 1307 1600 1129 % 1985 178,531 Superior 55

Owings, MD 20736 1992

%% Source of school capacity and enrollment data: Calvert County Board of Education and Calvert County Department of
Planning and Zoning.

*! Information taken from School Facilities Master Plan FY 2011
** The Rated Capacity and Enrollment values taken from Calvert County Adequate Public Facilities for Schools, Spring 2010

2 Shared with Northern Middle
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Calvert County Public Schools
Capital Improvements Program FY 2011 - 2016 **
Schools Serving Chesapeake Beach
School FY | $ Source(s) | $ Cost Description of work
Northern High 2011 | Local 102,000 Feasibility Study prior to State approval
Northern High 2013 | State & Local 5,900,000 Design for renovation to increase SRC to 1,500
Northern High 2014 | Local 1,000,000 A/E and LEED Services for 2™ year of construction
Beach Elementary 2015 | Local 50,000 A/E Services
Beach Elementary 2015 | State & Local 460,000 Stage
Beach Elementary 2015 | Local 40,000 Curtains & Risers for stage
Northern High 2015 | State & Local 15,000,000 Renovations & Construction
Northern High 2015 | Local 400,000 A/E & LEED Services
Northern High 2016 | State & Local 19,500,000 2™ Year Construction
Northern High 2016 | Local 650,000 A/E & LEED Services for 2™ year construction
Northern High 2016 | Local 650,000 A/E & LEED Services for 2™ year construction
Northern High 2016 | Local 500,000 Partial funding of furnishings
Various Schools 2016 | Local 100,000 ADA & Security Improvements

In 2006, Beach Elementary underwent an expansion to better accommodate the number of
kindergarteners at the school. In 2008 Beach Elementary enlarged the northern parking lot.

The Town should continue to work cooperatively with the funding programs administered by Calvert
County and State agencies to implement key priorities. Each of these agencies has a long-term interest
in promoting the harmonious and prosperous development of Chesapeake Beach.

Within this section, there are two perspectives on projecting student population yield: Board of
Education and Town of Chesapeake Beach Table 38 identifies the multiplicative factors used in
calculating the pupil yields. Table 39 illustrates the Projected Pupil Yields based on applying the factors
in Table 38 to the projected housing types in the development analysis found in Table 5 . Table 40

2 Dated October 6, 2009
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computes the pupil yield from the entire Town, using the project growth in total homes based upon the
projections found in Table 25 . Lastly, for a validation of assumptions, Table 41 compares the Pupil
Yields for Beach Elementary to those of he Board of Education.

It has not been determined how to break out the projections for students outside of Chesapeake Beach
attending the schools, therefore, the Town of Chesapeake Beach analysis in Table 41 is used as a
comparison to validate the Board of Education projections. The assumptions for those projections
include: the use of the development projections in Table 5 ; pupil yield factors are from the Calvert
County Zoning Ordinance (Article 7-1.05D.3.); all housing units to be single family detached (SDF a
more conservative estimate). Note that in the first few years, there is an increasing number of
condominiums being planned and built in Richfield Station primarily.

Generally the years 2008 through 2010 are + 2% below Board of Education estimates, then start to
exceed by 5-7%. Based, again, on discussions with representatives of the Board of Education their
projections were less certain in the Town of Chesapeake Beach. This is due to the fact that Chesapeake
Beach does not adhere to the County Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance and that the Board has no
indications of future development patterns.

It is recommended that the Planning and Zoning Administrator improve coordination with the Board of
Education by sharing copies of all new subdivision applications.

D. Public Library
The Twin Beaches Branch is part of the Calvert Library system. Calvert County and the Town of
Chesapeake Beach Branch rent 4,240 square feet of space in Chesapeake Beach in the Captain’s
Quarters building at the intersection of MD 261 and Harbor Road for the library. The library is
welcoming and easily accessible for pedestrians and drivers. The Twin Beaches Branch contains a
collection of 42,000 items and provides a range of services, including materials, computers and
computer training. Special events include Storytime Classes and programs for older children.

The Calvert County Board of Library Trustees recommends that the library be expanded to 15,000
square feet. The County has not allocated funding to this proposal. A new library in either Chesapeake
Beach or North Beach is the second priority of the Calvert County Board of Library Trustees.

Twin Beaches Branch is open 61 hours each week, 9:00 AM to 9:00 PM Monday through Thursday,
12:00 PM to 5:00 PM on Friday, and 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM on Saturday.

The Twin Beaches Branch is part of a three county consortium that enables customers to have a catalog
that includes the resources of three counties. The Southern Maryland Regional Library Association
(SMRLA) coordinates this. SMRLA serves the library system in Calvert County as well as in Charles
and St. Mary’s Counties.
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Source: Calvert Library Director
Name: Calvert Library, Twin Beaches Branch
Size: 4,420 fe
Collection: 42,000 Items
Services: Diversified information services, collections of materials, computers, and computer training.
Service Area: Northeast quadrant of Calvert County, including North Beach, Chesapeake Beach, part of Owings and
part of Huntingtown
Circulation/foot 2 Circulation of materials in FY 2009 was 174,359/4,240, or 41.12
E. Park and Recreation Facilities

Chesapeake Beach is well served by local public park and recreation facilities. These are summarized in
Table 20

Chesapeake Beach is an important component of the Calvert County Land Preservation and Recreation
Plan. That Plan recommends a three-tier approach to countywide parks and recreation development:

Establish a series of countywide parks along the Bay and Patuxent River that contain the best remaining
features of the natural environment.

Establish parks and both active and passive recreational facilities within town centers, including
Chesapeake Beach.

Link town centers together through countywide networks of trails and open spaces.

Calvert County provides countywide parks, which are expanded as warranted by demand. The
following are development projects and anticipated acquisition projects, located in Chesapeake Beach,
for Calvert County Parks and Recreation.

F. Chesapeake Beach Railway Right-of-Way: Development Project
Chesapeake Beach Railway Right-of-Way has the potential of becoming a pedestrian/bicycle/horseback-
riding trail that would provide recreation to area residents and promote tourism. The total length of the
corridor is approximately 7.7 miles, from its eastern terminus at the Railway Museum, westward to the
Patuxent River. The off-road portion of the right-of-way (approximately 3.4 miles) involves 18 separate
parcels. Approximately 1,800 feet of the Chesapeake Beach Railroad runs adjacent to Fishing Creek,
through the County owned Fishing Creek Park.

This project is supported in the Southern Maryland Heritage Area (SMHA), adopted in April 2003. The
SMHA is one of eleven certified by the State of Maryland. Each local jurisdiction in the heritage area
went through a lengthy process and several public hearings to officially incorporate the heritage area
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