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Preface

The Draft Master Plan was approved and adopted by
the Secretary of the Department of Natural Re-
sources in 1979; however, the final publication was
delayed until the 1980 Maryland General Assembly
passed a bill authorizing expansion of the park
acreage proposed in the Draft Master Plan. Imple-
mentation of plan proposals had been initiated
before publication of the final plan using the numer-
ous support documents listed in the reference appen-
dix. Further implementation of plan proposals is
dependent on capital budget requests by the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources and funding approval by
the General Assembly.

The Patapsco Valley State Park Master Plan dif-
fers somewhat in format and language from the Draft
Master Plan. The changes are editorial in nature and
do not affect the original intent of the draft version.
Since this document is intended for a broad reader-
ship, some details have been omitted while others
have been elaborated upon.

Chapter I —Introduction

The Planning Process
The master plan for a Maryland state park is the
result of a systematic process which includes
thorough site analysis, assessments of the regional
setting, and environmental sensitivity, appraisal of
alternatives, public participation, and cost evaluation
in formulating the various proposals advanced. The
master plan is prepared by Land Planning Services, a
program of Capital Programs Administration, an
agency of the Department of Natural Resources. The
planning phase is coordinated with appropriate fed-
eral, state, and local governments as well as with
agencies of the Department of Natural Resources—
particularly the Maryland Forest and Park Services,
which has overall responsibility for the management
and operation of state parks. Coordination is main-
tained with the Department of State Planning to
assure that the master plan is consistent with the
goals, objectives, recommendations, and policies set
forth in Maryland’s 1978 Comprehensive Qutdoor
Recreation and Open Space Plan.

Throughout the planning process, interested cit-
izens, elected officials, and government representa-

tives are encouraged to participate in generating,
refining, and evaluating the plan. A key element in
the park planning process is the participation of a
citizens advisory committee. The citizens advisory
committee works with the principal park planner in
drafting a master plan that will be harmonious with
the needs and preferences of the local and regional
population. Committee members influence the gen-
eral scheme of a park by voicing their own concerns
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and by relaying the viewpoints of the public regard-
ing the development issues being discussed.

Once the basic concepts of the plan are devel-
oped, they are presented at a public information
meeting. Depending upon the size and complexity of
the park, several public information meetings may be
necessary. Following a refinement of the concept
plan and citizen input via public hearings, the master
plan is submitted to the Secretary of the Department
of Natural Resources for adoption. Once approved
by the Secretary, the master plan becomes the basis
for the Department’s subsequent requests for capital
improvement funds to develop the park.

A master plan is a guide for the future, not an ab-
solute prescription. The Patapsco Valley State Park
Master Plan is considered relevant for approximately
twenty years; after that period of time it will be sub-
ject to thorough review. In the meantime, a plan can
be modified for any number of reasons including new
environmental considerations, budget constraints, or
changing recreational tastes and demands. Before
such modifications are adopted, they are subjected
to the same review and discussion of issues as were
the original proposals. to verify the soundness of the
plan and to assure its support. Involving many peo-
ple and much time in the making, a master plan has
value only if it results in an operating park that is at-
tractive, efficient, environmentally beneficial, and ac-
tively enjoyed by Maryland citizens.




Planning Considerations for

Patapsco Valley State Park

According to the classification of Maryland state
parks, Patapsco Valley State Park meets the defini-
tion of a “Multi-Use State Park” in that it is “an area
generally 1,000 acres or more with physiographic
features suitable for intensive recreation develop-
ment and use”." In general, the Master Plan has pro-
jected the optimum amount of development that the
park is capable of supporting. Before a budget re-
quest is made for any phase, particularly the later
phases, the development project should be re-
examined for possible changes in recreation trends,
demands, and funding. If financial support is not
available, a reduction in the project scope will be
necessary.

Through the coordinated efforts of the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources and the Department of
State Planning the Patapsco Valley State Park Mas-
ter Plan is considered consistent with the State's
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation & Open Space
Plan.

The Patapsco State Park Citizens Advisory Com-
mittee, a group of conscientious individuals, assisted
Land Planning Services throughout the planning
process and prepared a report entitled, “Guidelines
for the Development of Patapsco Valley State Park’.
This report may be found in Appendix A. Although
members of the advisory committee and Land Plan-
ning Services planners were able to agree or com-
promise on most of the recommendations and issues
developed during the planning process, there remain
four unresolved differences at the conclusion of the
process. These are explained in the Committee’s
“Final Report to Secretary James B. Coulter”, which
is enclosed as Appendix B. A discussion of the issues
follows the report.

Regular committee meetings, public information
meetings, workshops, site visits, and, finally, public
hearings, provided valuable assistance in preparing a
sound and thorough master plan. This Master Plan
reflects those comments and recommendations pre-
sented by the public, the advisory committee, and in-
terested state and local agencies. It is now the basis
for ongoing park development and construction and
land acquisition as described in Chapters VI and IX.

! Code of Maryland Regulations, Department of Natural
Resources, Subtitle 08, Maryland Park Service.

Chapter II— Summary of the Master Plan

The recreational facilities proposed for Patapsco
Valley State Park will greatly contribute to the out-
door recreation and open space of Anne Arundel,
Baltimore, Carroll, and Howard Counties, and Balti-
more City. The park, 27 miles long, includes 11,347
acres (as of 12-15-80), and has an average width of
Y2 mile. The linear configuration and large acreage
of the park necessitates that the plan be divided into
five sections. The "Development Proposals” for each
section provide a description of existing conditions
followed by an explanation and graphic presentation
of the proposed development. A sixth section,
Sykesville to Parr's Spring, is also included for dis-
cussion although it is not within the Park’s proposed
boundaries.

The park is rich in historic, natural, and scenic
resources. The variety of land forms—rocky cliffs,
rolling forests, flat lowlands—are reflected in the
diversity of the recreational activities proposed.

The park’s four major unifying elements—the
Patapsco River, the natural features, the historic fea-
tures, and the proposed 77-mile trail system, will
offer opportunities for the Plan’s proposed recrea-
tional activities. The river will provide water-oriented

Pennsylvania

activities such as canoeing, boating, fishing and
swimming. Through the proposed interpretive pro-
gram, selected natural and historic sites will assist the
park visitor in learning more about man'’s interaction
with nature. The trail system will run the length of the
park and will consist of a multi-use trail for hikers,
bikers, and horseback riders. Side trails and loop
trails will link the interpretive program features and
activity areas to the main system.

Other important recreational activities and facil-
ities proposed throughout the park are: family and
group picnicking; pack-in, group, and family camp-
ing: winter sports such as skating and sledding: an
equestrian center; a boating rental center; and two
multi-use recreational centers that include organized
sports such as volleyball, swimming, racquet sports,
and golf.

Realization of the complete scope of this plan is
contingent on funding the acquisition of 3,853 addi-
tional acres (as of 12-15-80) and funding for the de-
velopment of proposed facilities. The land acquisi-
tion program is estimated to cost approximately 1.5
million dollars a year for the next ten to fifteen years.
The development plan will take considerably longer
to complete.

Map 1
The Baltimore
Metropolitan Region
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Chapter III — History of Patapsco Valley State Park

F

The 19th century brought industrialization to the
Patapsco River Valley, an area where Indians had
previously hunted, fished, and farmed. Although a
number of archeological sites have been recorded,
most have been destroyed by various modern con-
struction efforts and by sand and gravel operations.
In the mid-18th century the white man came, cleared
land and tilled the fields along the valley. The port
city of Baltimore sprang up to market the farm
goods. During colonial times, finished products from
around the world were shipped up the Patapsco
River as far as Elkridge. The river was channelized
and relocated to accommodate the many industries
which had sprung up along the banks.

Thomas Viaduct, a link in the passage from the North
to Washington, D.C.

Development in Ellicott City during the 19th Century

The increasing use of the Port of Baltimore via
the Chesapeake Bay decreased the need for the river
passage. Soon industrial discharges and runoff from
farmland clogged the river with silt. Gradually dumps
and landfills covered the silted areas. The devasta-
tion caused by nature’s eruptions of storms and
floods, and intense industrial, commercial, and
residential encroachment, created a need to reclaim
and restore the natural beauty of the Patapsco River
Valley.

The river park was begun in 1912 with a 434
acre tract of land donated to the State of Maryland.
The tract, at first called the “Patapsco River Forest
Reserve”, was permanently renamed in the 1930
as the “Patapsco Valley State Park”.

Construction of trails, roads, campgrounds, and
picnic sites was begun in the 1930’s by the Civilian
Conservation Corps. In 1950, the “Development
Plan for the Patapsco River Valley Park,” written by
a consultant, recommended the acquisition of ap-
proximately 8,000 acres. During the 1950’s almost
two million dollars was appropriated by the General
Assembly for further land acquisition. A 16-member
advisory committee was formed to assist in determin-
ing ultimate uses and further acquisitions, subjects of
debate for a number of years.

In 1972, consultants prepared a major report en-
titted “Patapsco State Park Master Development
Plan”, but Hurricane Agnes caused severe flooding
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Damage from Hurricane Agnes near the town of Oella
damage to parts of the park necessitating major revi-
sions to the 1972 Master Development Plan. In
1974, Land Planning Services was charged with pre-
paring a revised master plan. A citizens advisory
committee was formed to review the original Con-
cept Plan and to advise the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources on the preparation of a
final Master Plan. Upon the Secretary’s approval, the
Master Plan was adopted and is now the basis for
land acquisition and park development.




Chapter IV —Regional Setting

The Patapsco River begins at a place called Parr’s
Springs in Carroll County and eases its way some 40
miles through Carroll, Howard, Baltimore, and
Anne Arundel Counties until it reaches the Baltimore
Harbor. The park is 27 miles long, contains 11,347
acres (as of 12-15-80), and has an average width of
/2 mile. Except for segments flowing through a few
cities and towns, the Patapsco River is mostly bor-
dered by state, county or city parkland or other open
space land. Streets and highways cross the park in a
number of locations providing adequate access.

Adjacent land use has an impact on the present
and future development of the Park. Moving east to
west, land use gradually changes from industrial to
agricultural/conservation. From Baltimore City to
Route 1, in Baltimore and Anne Arundel Counties,
industrial zoning predominates. From Route 1 to
Route 40 in both Baltimore and Howard Counties,
zoning is generally medium to high density residen-
tial with some commercial and industrial. Low to me-
dium density residential zoning continues through
the Route 40-Interstate 70 corridor. In the counties
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of Carroll, western Howard and Baltimore, agricul-
tural and low density residential zoning prevails.

The park lies within the densely populated Balti-
more Metropolitan Region, which includes approx-
imately one-half of the population of the state. The
1978 Maryland Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation
Plan (SCORP) discusses recreational potential by
stating that “The Patapsco and Gunpowder Rivers
warrant highest priority for expanding and further
developing existing state parks in the region, because
of their proximity to population centers.™

' Maryland Outdoor Recreation and Open Space Plan, Maryland
Department of State Planning, Baltimore, Maryland, 1978, page
231.
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Chapter V —Site Analysis

Introduction

Before the Master Plan for the park was prepared,
Land Planning Services conducted a thorough study
of the park land, and prepared site inventory maps,
and a 300-page report containing information on
soils, topography, geology, vegetation, wildlife,
water resources, and other natural features. Other
considerations that were analyzed included zoning,
roads, utilities, population data and existing recrea-
tion facilities. The research and analysis of this back-
ground information, as well as numerous site inspec-
tions, formed the basis for the development
proposals.

Vegetation

Land Planning Services conducted a survey of the
vegetation in the park during 1975-1976. Vegeta-
tion types, tree heights and diameters, rare or unique
flora, and special features such as wetlands and rock
outcroppings were recorded. A general description
of the survey plots consisted of foliage density and
composition, unusual vistas, and noise level. On the
basis of this information, each site was evaluated in
terms of potential for recreation or conservation.
Representative vegetation communities include
mixed hardwood forests, floodplain forests, pine
plantations, herbaceous shrub and brush, pasture,
cultivated fields, and tidal and fresh water marsh.

Wildlife

Throughout the park there are breeding ponds for
amphibians, rock ledges with dens for hibernating
reptiles, and forests for birds and mammals. The
large variety of wildlife habitat was surveyed, re-
corded, mapped, and rated according to the amount
of preservation and protection necessary. The survey
indicated that there were no endangered species ex-
isting in the park.

Topography-Geology

The recreational theme of a park is usually devel-
oped in response to the topography of the area. The
Patapsco Valley State Park is situated in two major
physiographic regions, the Piedmont and the Coastal
Plain.

) Piedmont
‘Appalachian Province
Province /
PHYSIOGRAPHIC Patapsco Valle
REGIONS State Park

The Piedmont section, where much of the park is
located, is underlain by a complex series of meta-
morphic rocks, varying in their resistance to weather-
ing and -erosion. Consequently, the topography may
allow for rock climbing or open field sports. Because
of the rock substructure, the numerous streams, and
the large population nearby, this section of the Pied-
mont is the site of several large water reservoirs. The
highest elevations (800-1000 feet) are along Parr's
Ridge, the area where the Patapsco River originates.

The easternmost section of the park is located in
the Coastal Plain. This area is typified by a rolling-to-
flat land surface composed of clay, silt and sand. The
low, sloping land of the Coastal Plain makes this sec-
tion of the park suitable for a wide variety of recrea-
tional activities.

Soils

Using information found in the U.S. Soil Conserva-
tion Service county soils surveys, the slope, texture,
consistency, depth to bedrock (or depth to water
table if it is a coastal soil), and permeability of the soil
structure were recorded and mapped. Based on the
analysis of the soils, a rating of lands that had high,
medium and low potential for recreational use were
delineated. Soils rated with a high potential for recre-
ational use had few limitations; soils rated with low

potential for recreational use had serious limitations.

Water Resources

The entire Patapsco-Back River watershed drainage
area encompasses 673 square miles. The water qual-
ity of the river is influenced by construction site run-
off, industrial discharges, sanitary sewer overflows,
failing septic systems, and agricultural and urban
runoff. There are recorded violations of several water
quality parameters but in general the quality im-

Coastai
Plain ;
Province
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proves further upstream. The flow of the North
Branch of the Patapsco below Liberty Reservoir is
adversely affected during dry weather because of the
lack of water released from the reservoir. On the
other hand, flooding is common along much of the
river during wet weather.

The fishery resources in the Patapsco are classi-
fied as fair. Anadromous species such as perch and
herring migrate up the river as far as Bloede Dam.
Downstream of Ellicott City only low quality fishing
opportunities exist and success is generally poor.
Upstream, water conditions gradually improve and
likewise fishing opportunities become better. The
area upstream of Ellicott City supports a moderate
fish population and is judged to be underutilized.

Cultural Resources

The cultural resources represent a rich past dating
from prehistory (3000-1000 BC) through the pres-
ent. The park contains at least twenty historically sig-
nificant sites and structures which are located on the
Trails and Features Map (Map 4 and pages 10. 11).
Especially important were water-driven mills, iron
works, dams, and railroad viaducts. Map 4 also lo-
cates nineteen pre-historic features in the park.

Chapter VI—- Development Plan

This chapter presents the planning guidelines, a de-
scription of the park interpretive programs, an out-
line of the proposed trails system, and finally an ex-
planation of the proposed recreational development.

Utilities will be provided for each recreational
area. The Patapsco interceptor service area and the
updated Woodstock Sewage Treatment Plant will
provide sewer service for most of the proposed recre-
ational areas.

In 1975, the Department of Natural Resources
conducted a Patapsco Park user survey to determine
the types of recreation preferred by park users. Pic-
nicking or hiking were given first priority by seventy
percent of the respondents. Thirty percent chose hik-
ing or ballfield sports as their second priority. Hiking
consistently received a high ranking, suggesting that
this form of recreation receive more emphasis in the
park development proposals.

A computerized model, prepared by the Balti-
more Regional Planning Council in 1972, indicated a
general deficit within the Baltimore Region of eight
outdoor recreational activities. These activities in-
clude golf, swimming, boating, hiking, bicycling, pic-
nicking, camping, and outdoor games. The develop-
ment proposals in the Master Plan will help reduce
this deficit.

The Master Plan identifies the optimum camping
development. Changes in the location and the size of
facilities may occur following feasibility studies and
the design and construction stage of development.
Future studies may indicate a change in needs which
would alter the number of sites and support facilities.

Avalon Dam —a resource for drinking water for Catonsville and Towson around the 1900’s

(photographed before Hurricane Agnes)

Planning Guidelines

The Master Plan identifies the optimum camping de-
velopment. Future studies may indicate a change in
needs which would alter the number of sites and sup-
port facilities. Changes in the location and the size of
proposed facilities may occur as a result of feasibility
studies and the design stage of development.

» Steep slopes (greater than 15%) should be
protected from erosion and development and
should be limited to carefully designed trails.

* The 100-year floodplain area should have
only minimum improvements and flood-
resistant structures.

* Soils characteristics such as drainage, perme-
ability, and compaction will help to determine
appropriate locations for various types of re-
creational activities.

» Wetlands are very sensitive environments and
should be protected from disturbance.

* Archeological and historic features should be
protected and restored, if feasible.

* There should be minimum disturbance to
wildlife habitat.

* Where feasible, development should take
place on open land without unnecessary dis-
turbance to existing forested areas.

The following guidelines were used in determin-
ing the activities proposed in the Master Plan.

The activities should:

* help meet the recreational demands of the res-
idents of the Baltimore Region.

¢ reflect the preferences expressed in the user
survey.

= respect and preserve the natural, scenic, and
historic features found in the park.

* be based on existing resources within the park.
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HISTORICALLY SIGNIFICANT SITES

(Numbers refer to locations on Map 4)

MHT = Maryland Historical Trust
NR = National Register of Histo
HAER = Historic American Engineeri
NL = National Landmark
NHL = National Historic Landmark

Places
g Record

#* Historical sites which

are currently owned by the
Maryland Department
of Natural Resources

1] Patapsco Bridge Tollhouse—A one and a half story
brick house believed to be the gate keeper's house. (excel
lent condition, MHT)

[9]

2%Chittick House— A private home, begun in the 18th
century. (good condition, eligible for the NR)

Thomas Viaduct— The first (1835) multi-span masonry
railroad bridge built in the U.S. and the first constructed on
a curving alignment. (good condition, MHT, NR, NL,
HAER, NHL)

E] Hockley Grist Mill House (Dorsey Mill) —This qrM mill
heme is believed to be one of the oldest in Howard
County (1794). (excellent condition, MHT)

E]*Avalon Iron Works— This mdu-;n‘al complex was built in

(ruins, MHT)

1800 by the Dorsey's to produce r-ar irc
(Later, the Schnoerr He

@*Avdlm: Dam—The ¢
water for Catonsville and Towson around the turn of the
century. (ruins, MHT)

7| Belmont—Currently the Sn
ference Center of Elk
noted for its architecture and lan
cellent condition, MHT)

Patapsco Mill “C"—Orange Grove—Built in 1856, this
water-powered mill building overlooks a very picturesque
point on the Patapsco River. (ruins)

@*Bioede Dam—Believed to be the first underwater power
plant in the world (1907). (ruins, eligible for the NR)

n served as a resource of drinking

E#Pauerson Viaduct— Built in 1829, the viaduct was part
of the original mail line of the B & O Railroad. (ruins, NR)

11 1lchester Mills—A 19th c
]n x built of st ubstantial g

MHT)
@*Gray's Mill—Built in 1794, this paper mill served as a

place for religious worship and prayer meetings. (ruin con
dition) The outbuilding is owned by Dept. of Natural
Resources. (poor condition, eligible for the NR, MHT)

E*Unmn Dam and mill race—is included in the "Qella
Historic District”. entered on the National Register of
Historic Places in 1976, & s been connected with the
operation of the Dickey Mill since 1808. (good condition
MHT)

M Gary Memorial Methodist Church—A late 19th cen-
tury stone church. (excellent condition, MHT)

Damels Mill

The complex cor

oncrete |

h century), &
side of a in the late 19705 g
building. (fair condition, MHT)
Wright's Mill —The old mill was demolished in Spring of
1973. but the machinery is still intact. (ruins. MHT)
Woodstock College — Establist
college, then a Jesuit

d the main

]

|§I

| in 1869, form

ounds and

1l Job

sem . currently, the
granite stone buildings are occupied by  the |
Corps Training Center. (excellent conc tnfm MHT

l@*Woodstock dwelling and laundry— The original house,
a one and a half story brick structure, has a large wood
frame laundry building attached. (good condition. MHT)

[19% Flynn House—An 18-19th century, two story, “L" plan
residence made of fieldstone. (ruin conc

the NR)

ition, eligible for

Sources of information for this list

“Archeological Resources in Patapsco Vall
Joseph M. McNamara. M
Dept. of Natural Resources

1977.

division of

Geolo

\nuu«lf;}\, '\-l av.

The Maryland Historical Trust's survey of Dept. of Natural
Resources property for the Patapsco Valley State Park

The Interpretive Programs

The Patapsco River Valley's diverse natural re-
sources contributed to its economic development.
Historic sites relating to the development of agricul-
ture, transportation, and industry abound through-
out the park. Varied geological formations and plant
communities are also found throughout. Today's
park visitor can view and learn more about these in-
teresting historic and natural features through the
proposed Nature and Historic Interpretive Programs.

Research surveys and thorough documentation
of the natural and historic features will need to be
completed for the implementation of the two pro-
posed interpretive programs. An interpretive pro-
spectus was written to help form the basis for future
interpretive programs. This document is listed in the
reference chapter.

The Historic Interpretive Program will seek to
heighten and sharpen the public's knowledge and
appreciation of the history and historical resources of
this river valley . The 20 historic features identified
on Map 4 and described on this page could be in-
cluded in the program. Programs should include bro-
chures and pamphlets, audio-visual presentations,
tours (self-guided and ranger-guided), museum ex-
hibits, living history demonstrations, and special
events. The Hilton area (see Map 11) will serve as
the Historic Interpretive Center for the park. pending
development of the lichester Area. The Elkridge to
Daniels areas (see Maps 10 & 13) provide opportun-
ities for man-made and natural resource interpreta-
tion, particularly when viewed from the water.

The Nature Interpretive Program will also seek to
increase the public's knowledge and appreciation for
the vegetation, wildlife, and other natural features of
the river valley. This program will be conducted
throughout the park as the visitor rate increases. The
nature interpretation activities will include self-guided
and ranger-quided tours, demonstrations, exhibits,
etc. Thirty-five features identified on Map 4 and
listed on page 11 could be incorporated into the in-
terpretive program. Liberty Reservoir, which illus-
trates conservation and watershed protection, could
also be included. A special attraction will be guided
tours on elevated platforms for viewing marshland
and wildlife (see Maps 7 & 9).

Similar to the Historic Interpretive Center,
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thoygh smaller in size, will be a Nature Interpretive
Center in the McKeldin area overlooking the con-
fluence of the North and South Branches of the Pa-
tapsco (see Map 17). An amphitheatre for nature in-
terpretation presentations, and demonstrations will
be |ocated near the campsites in the Woodstock
Area, Buzzards Rock (see Map 19) provides a scenic
overlook of the river valley from about 250 feet
aboye the water,

Trail System

The proposed trail system through the Patapsco
Valley State Park is one of the major unifying ele-
ments for the recreation proposals of this plan and
serves as the link for the historical and natural fea-
tures scattered throughout the park. A multi-use trail
corridor that can be used by the hiker, biker, and
equestrian rider is proposed to run along most of the
river's length (seeMap 4). Side trails will be used to
link the park to activity areas, adjacent public land,
parking facilities, and area roadway systems. In addi-
tion to nine loop trails, trails devoted specifically to
hikers, bikers, or horseback riders will be provided at
various locations throughout the park. Designated
paths will be made to accommodate the handi-
capped. Some trails will emphasize interpretation of
the natural and historic featurés found in the river
valley. The abundance of the natural and man-made
resources near the Hilton Avenue area will be ob-
served along the upgraded trails (see Map 11).

Major access points to the trail system will be lo-
cated at 5-7 mile intervals. There are four areas in
which the trails leave the park and use existing
county and state roads, thus, providing an uninter-
rupted system throughout the length of the park.

Parking areas designated as “trailheads” will pro-
vide overnight security for vehicles of trail users who
wish to hike to special campsites scattered through
the park. Other access points to trails will be desig-
nated “trail access” to indicate day use only.

To determine trail location, the Department of
Natural Resources will conduct field investigations to
choose the routes with least environmental impact.
In sOme cases, easements may be required along
railroad and utility right-of-ways. Volunteer support
from special interest or community groups will help
keep the trail construction costs down.

NATURAL FEATURES, PATAPSCO VALLEY STATE PARK

(Numbers refer to locations on Map 4)

Number Feature Number Feature
A1\ Steep slope averlooking a wide stream with water 1{5\ Steep ridge high above the river, Good overlook
falls. Abundant ground vy ‘,b 31
A 20, Pleasant area of open understory, Easily passable
/2%  Good overlook of river. Open understory with no thick underbrush
5 " . 7 |
/3N Wide-range view, from a knoll in a field, of 2% Large fern patch
Catonsville Community College and a church on P4 ;
=k ;e Seilal = W . 2 Overlook of 10-foot wide stream.
Ralling Read
A - ¢ , 23  Trail along stream
/_4_3 10- 15 foot wide stand of ground pine ¥
‘ A~ Fatovr fill ! - | -1, " o
AN h " i 2%  Waterilled quarry. Wood duck nesting area. Area
(2 o o . e ) } 5 s
/5\ Cascade Branch. High banks and water falls.
< : ; o ; b1 above quarry suitable for picnies but dangerous
,-’{’)\_ Steep roadside bank overlooking river, Large patch because of the steep dropolf
e \
of long beech fern 200 feet to the south A% ] i o ) {
I fern ki gl 25 Stand of loblolly pine 60-80 feet high, Stream valley
,{7\ View of Patapsco River. Hill to this extremely steep overlook. Waterfall over rock.
Best approach from the north, £\ : . s _—
gst.approach d 26, Rocky area overlo river where North and South
& Pleasant-sounding stream. 6-20 feet wide running Branches of Patapsco meet.
sk b
over rocks i i g e
‘ B Rock hillside averlooking Nerth Branch. Fairly open

/

A

View of Bloede Dam from steep rock cliff
Stream 15-20 feet wide. Fairly open understory
Pleasant area [or hiking. Hills not steep
Rocky overlook with good view of the river
Sheer wall of rock

Old quarry covering several acres. Wet ground

aces ;1|\1=r':>\'i|n;|h’]\' 100 feet hu)h

oleep rock

Overlook of river. Open tulip poplar stand on sloping

hillside

Seenic view of the river. Steep rocky slope to the
river

Established overlook of the river

Stand of tamarack

understory on ridge top. Suitable for camiping
Overlook, from covered pavilion, of Liberty Dam

Hillside. area approximately 900- 1000 feet, denss
covered Ch s fern, New Y

fern, long beech fern. and rattlesnake

") E it e
wk fern. Goldie

em

Disturbed area. Ground cover predominantely

Christmas fern. Young open understory

Excellent panoramic view. Adjacent mowed fields
Panoramic view from mowed fields. Overlooks rall
ing. wooded hills

Bigtooth aspen and Virgima pine overstory
Ridgetop overlooking pleasant stream flowing over

rocks. White oak and beech

Partially open stand of beech. Open around cover
Raocky stream bed




MULTI-USE TRAIL FROM
McKELDIN TO GORSUCH
SWITCH RD. FOLLOWS
EXISTING DIRT ROAD.

BIKE-TRAIL FROM McKELDIN
FOLLOWS EXISTING ROAD'
TO GORSUCH SWITCH.RD.

o

FROM WOODSTOCK.  FROM DANIELS, A BIKER TRAIL

FOLLOWS EXISTING
TRAILS TO McKELDIN.

FOLLOWS WRIGHTS MILL ROAD TO
DAVIS AVE. TO RT. 125

LOOP TRAIL #8

FROM DANIELS, A BIKER TRAIL
FOLLOWS EXISTING ROAD TO
GREEN CLOVER RD.—RT. 99 TO

RT. 125.

TBAIL.USES EXISTING ROAD
_FROM BOGWOOD ROAD TO
DANIELS.

FROM ELLICOTT-CITY}; HIKER-

0o of BIKER TRAIL EXTENDS OUT
A TQO RT."40° GROSSING UNION

DAM.

TO RIVER ROAD.

Map 4
Tralls & .F.eatures

TRAIL LOCATION

Halethorpe Farm Pond
Soap Stone Watershed

Bridge
llchester to Ellicott City
Ellicott City to Rt. 40
Johnny Cake Road to
Ellicott City
Daniels—Woodstock
Woodstock
McKeldin

llichester Gun Road Swinging

PROPOSED LOOP TRAILS
TRAIL USE

2 D < LENGTH

S OF TRAIL

Q\\*g’%\*g’%o?‘ ACCESS POINT IN MILES
*k Halethorpe Farm Ponds 1.8
%k Lost Lake 1.5
e ok Lost Lake 3.7
* Ellicott City 4.8
* %k Ellicott City 5.7
X * Johnny Cake Road 10.2
X %k Daniels 10.5
* Equestrian Center 2.0
* Nature Center 2.7




FROM RT. 40 TO JOHNNYCAKE RD.
THE MULTI-USE TRAIL FOLLOWS
EXISTING TRAIL.

HAMMONDS FERRY: RD.

FROM BALTIMORE HIGHLANDS TO
RT./1 AT ELKRIDGE, THE MULTI-USE
TRAIL FOLLOWS THE PATAPSCO
SEWER INTERCEPTOR LINE.

- 2
‘.ﬁ-“-’..—'---—“ '
Ay

“| LOOP TRAIL #4

LEGEND

— proposed acquisition line
K trailhead
¥ trail access
/\ natural features
O historic features
O prehistoric features
O interpretive center
¥ interimm use access
.+ multi use trail

«— > horse trail

—oo bike trail

——— hiking trail

THE MULTI-USE TRAIL FOLLOWS '
RIVER ROAD TO RT. 144 AND
ON TO ELLICOTT CITY.

FROM LOST LAKE, THE MULTI-USE
TRAIL FOLLOWS THE-ALIGNMENT
OF THE SEWER'INTERCEPTOR

TO RIVER ROAD.




PATAPSCO VALLEY STATE PARK MASTER PLAN \

Section Map

SYKESVILLE RT 32
MARRIOTTSVILLE
ROAD

I BALTIMORE HIGHLANDS to ELKRIDGE
I-A Seven Ponds Area
I-B Halethorpe Farm Ponds Area

III
ITI-A

I-C Baltimore-Washington Parkway Picnic Area IV

II ELKRIDGE to ELLICOTT CITY
II-A Ilchester Recreation Area
II-B Ilchester Camping Area

Map 5

IV-A
IV-B

BALTIMORE

ELLICOTT CITY to DANIELS
Hollofield Area

DANIELS to MARRIOTTSVILLE ROAD
Woodstock Area
McKeldin Nature Interpretive Center

MARRIOTTSVILLE ROAD to SYKESVILLE
Raincliffe Area

SYKESVILLE to PARR’S SPRING
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Section [I—Baltimore Highlands
to Elkridge Map 6

Description
Section | of the park is composed of land along a 5.5
mile stretch of the Patapsco from Baltimore High-
lands to Elkridge. Three recreation areas are in-
cluded: the Seven Ponds Area, 1-A (Map 7); the
Halethorpe Farm Ponds Area, 1-B (Map 8); the area
adjacent to the Baltimore-Washington Parkway, 1-C
(Map 9). _
Except for the uplands along Deep Run Creek
and the highlands between River Road and the
Baltimore-Washington Parkway, most of the actual
land area is made up of small pockets scattered
throughout an intricate system of waterways, small
lakes, and ponds. Much of the area is floodplain or
open water. The 70 acres of man-made ponds at
Seven Ponds, once a gravel excavation pit, plus
other ponds at the Halethorpe Farm, support fish
such as: bullhead, sunfish, catfish and pickerel.
Access to Section | is provided by a number of
existing roads including Nursery Road, Halethorpe
Farm Road, Ridge Road, and Belle Grove Road. At
the present time, there is no park development in this
section; however, fishing is popular along Belle
Grove Road and at Halethorpe Farm Ponds.

Proposed Development

Most of the land in Section [ lies in the floodplain and
is not suitable for high-density recreation. In general,
the area lends itself best to low-density water-
oriented recreational uses. A total of 31 acres will be
developed; 33 acres will be reforested.

Aerial view of Halthorpe Farm Ponds and the Harbor Tunnel Thruway
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Seven Ponds Area—I-A
Map 7

Activities proposed for the Seven Ponds Area are
pier and boat fishing and walk-in picnicking. The
ponds will be stocked with fish and quality of the
habitat will be improved where possible. The Seven
Ponds water depth and low overhead bridge at Han-
over Street limits the type of boat to rowboats, small
sailboats and paddle boats. These boats will be pro-
vided at a rental concession. It is difficult to regulate
the size of private boats launched in these waters and
because power boating is not compatible with pond
fishing there will not be provisions for launching any
private boats. Parking will be provided off Belle
Grove Road for the fishing/picnicking area. Views of
the road will be screened by an adjacent vegetated
berm. This landscaping treatment should also help
prevent illegal trash dumping along this section of the
park.

A 20-car parking lot with controlled day-use ac-
cess located off Hammonds Ferry Road will provide
access to the multi-use trail and the observation
tower located near the boating and fishing area. This
section contains the lower reaches of the Nature In-
terpretive Trail that starts at Nursery Road in section
I-B and extends to Route 648. The trail will be sup-
plemented with an elevated wood walkway enabling
the visitor to observe the varied wetland types found
in the lower Patapsco. The walkway will minimize
any potential damage to the habitat.
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Halethorpe Farm Ponds Area—I-B

This site will serve as a satellite to the main Nature In-
terpretive Center at McKeldin. An amphitheater for
nature study presentations is planned near the
Nursery Road access point. A guided tour of the
various types of wetlands found along the lower
Patapsco will be a highlight of the Nature Interpretive
Program. Trails will lead from the amphitheater to
several sections of elevated boardwalk over the
wetlands. Photographic blinds may be constructed
beside the boardwalk to allow better views of the
marsh wildlife and plants. Reforestation will help pro-
vide a screen between Nursery Road and the inter-

Halthorpe Farm Ponds wet!uﬁds area—looking toward the Baltimore Harbor Tunnel Thruway

1 AL LE R

Map 8
pretive area.

In addition to nature study, other activities pro-
posed for this area include a boating concession, fish-
ing (from pier and boat), walk-in picnicking, and
winter ice-skating. Access to this area will be via
Halethorpe Farm Road. As in the Seven Ponds area,
fish stocking and habitat improvement are planned.
No power boating will be allowed and no provision is
made for private boat launching. Wildlife enhance-
ment will be emphasized particularly in Anne
Arundel County as part of the Nature Interpretive
Program.

Winter ice-fishing at the Seven Ponds Area—looking north across the Ponds to the Baltimore Harbor Tunnel Thruway
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Baltimore-Washington Parkway

Picnic Area—1-C

Map 9
Both family and group picnicking will be provided
here as soils and topography are suitable for high
density recreation. The group picnicking sites will be
accessible from Elkridge Landing Road and will be
located in an open field adjacent to the Baltimore-
Washington Parkway. Each of seven picnic sites will
accommodate 100 to 130 persons. This will be the
most heavily developed area in the Anne Arundel
County part of the park and will help meet the in-
creasing demand for small group picnicking. Ade-
quate parking facilities will be provided adjacent to
the picnic site.

The family picnic area will accommodate 240
people with access from Ridge Road. Although some
of the area will be reforested, an open field will re-
main for field sports, volleyball, and badminton. The
status of this proposed picnic area is somewhat un-
certain because the Maryland Park Service is in the

process of setting minimum capacity standards that
will help cut operating and management costs. If the
proposed family picnic area is considered too small,
it may be deleted from the plan.

An additional feature of this section is a 35 foot
bluff overlooking the picnic area. An existing dirt
road will provide a path to the overlook.

Community Use Areas

In Anne Arundel County there are two sites con-
sidered too small for state park development which
have been identified as potential community recrea-
tion areas. One is on Banks Street (off Nursery
Road, Map 7) and the other is off Hanover Road
(see Map 6). While being maintained as open space
by the state, these two sites could be used for county
recreation programs and could provide the neighbor-
ing communities with needed recreation areas.

SECTION 1
PHASES OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

% | Section
Phase Map Description of Area Capacity Cost
| | IB Halethorpe Farm Ponds— reforestation (10-acres evergreen trees) $ 1.000
II 1-B Halethorpe Farm Ponds-boating, fishing. and walk-in picnicking 400 231.000
XI I-A&B | Nursery Road interpretive area— 80 512,000
VIII I-A Earth berm and screen planting (6-acres) Seven Ponds 133,000
VIII I-C Reforestation of family and group picnicking along the Baltimore/ 10,000
Washington Parkway (8.5 acres, deciduous trees)
IX I-A Seven Ponds—boating, fishing and walk-in picnicking 400 171,000
X I-C Family and group picnicking near the Baltimore/Washington Parkway 1,150 968,000
Trails
I I-B Halethorpe Farm Ponds_looptrail 90 11,000
VII I-B&C | Halethorpe to Glen Artney multi-use trail 960 160,000
VI I-A Trail access at Hammonds Ferry and trails to Halethorpe Farm Ponds 280 64,000
IX I-A Observation tower and hiker-biker trails from Baltimore Highlands 460 118,000
to Hammonds Ferry Road
Total 3.820

*see Chapter X, p. 51
(based on 1978 costs)

FOTAL: ; inis sors mas s §2,379,000
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Section II—Elkridge to Ellicott
City

Description Map 10
Section Il of Patapsco covers 6.5 miles between
Elkridge and Ellicott City. This section of the park
contains the original tract of the Patapsco Forest
Reserve. It is in this part of the park (west of Route 1)
that the low, flat Coastal Plain gives way to the hilly
terrain of the Piedmont Plateau. Two subsections are
discussed in detail in Section II: the lichester Recrea-
tion Area, lI-A (Map 11); and the llchester Camping
Area, II-B (Map 12).

Four existing recreational areas in Section Il are
already partially or completely developed: Hilton,
Glen Artney, Avalon, and Orange Grove. In 1972,
Hurricane Agnes caused heavy damage to the river
front picnic areas of Avalon and Orange Grove. Both
have been renovated for group picnicking, accessible
from the South Street park entrance. Most of the
reconstruction work has been done while this master
plan was being prepared, between 1975 and 1979.

Glen Artney is across the river from the Avalon
group picnic area; both areas are accessible from the
South Street entrance. Glen Artney has existing facil-
ities for family and group picnicking, but all overnight
use here has been phased out. Lost Lake, in Glen
Artney, is used for summer fishing and winter ice
skating. Upgrading the existing facilities in the Hilton
and Glen Artney areas are included in the proposed
development.

The other existing use area in the Elkridge to
Ellicott City section is the Hilton Area where camping
use will continue along with family and group pic-
nicking. A new access road is proposed for the Hilton
Area.

Wildlife enhancement techniques may be ap-
plied in Howard County. Once the damage to Ava-
lon has been repaired a fish spawning ladder will be
proposed. The proposed parking lots, buildings, and
roads at the camping and picnicking areas should be
screened with vegetation.

Proposed Development

The combination of existing and proposed recreation
will make Section Il the most intensively developed
portion of the park. Major emphasis will be on histor-
ical interpretation. This program will take advantage
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of the historical points of interest such as: Thomas
Viaduct, Avalon Dam, llchester Mills, Gray’s Mill,
Bloede Dam, and the sites of the Avalon Iron Works
(see Map 5). Section Il will also be the winter sports
headquarters featuring tobogganing, ice skating,
sledding, etc.

The Glen Artney access road will be closed to
traffic in the winter and used for sledding. Several
group camping and picnicking areas are provided in
the proposed plan. To facilitate year-round use of
Lost Lake, a small concession building will be located
adjacent to parking areas already under design. New
development in Section Il will affect a total of 27
acres while 90 acres will be reforested.

o ¥ g
x?;{ i dE SN, S

Thomas Viaduct as it looked 10 years ago

Iichester Recreation Area—II-A

Map 11
Development will be on several upland sites on the
northeast side of the river between Hilton Avenue
and Frederick Road (Rt. 144). Existing access to this
general area is now via Hilton Avenue. However,
upon completion of the proposed recreation areas,
consideration may be given to closing Hilton Avenue
and Hilltop Road and providing a single access point
at Frederick Road. A new park road would connect
the new camping and picnic areas with the Hilton
Area. Group picnicking for a total of approximately
1,700 people is proposed for a number of sites on
the rolling pasture land found here. Much of the
open farm land will be reforested with a mixture of
deciduous and evergreen species.

Located nearby, in an area presently being
farmed, will be the Winter Sports Center Building/
Historic Interpretive Center. An existing barn could
be used for arts and crafts and could house a food
concession as well as a sled/toboggan rental conces-
sion. A separate access road is planned for this com-
plex, located slightly west of the main Frederick
Road entrance. An open field west of Hilltop Road
will be developed for youth group camping. The
Dickey Mill, a privately owned building in the town of
Qella (Map 4), was recommended by the Park Citi-
zens Advisory Committee as an alternative site for
the Interpretive Center. This alternative should be in-
vestigated during the development phase. For fur-
ther discussion on the location of the Interpretive
Center see Appendix B.




Ilchester Camping Area—II-B
Map 12

Both pack-in camping and youth group camping will
be provided on the south side of the Patapsco River.
College Avenue will provide the access for the youth
group camping sites, which will accommodate 400
people. The area already contains several existing
recreational facilities: a swimming pool, play field,
and game courts. These facilities will be renovated as
necessary. A hiking trail from llchester College to
Ellicott City will provide access to two pack-in camp-
sites.

Future Use Areas

Four areas of land (Map 10) that could be considered
for future use are located on gently rolling hilltops
overlooking the river valley. One is in Baltimore
County, between Glen Artney and Hilton Avenue.
The other three are in Howard County between
Landing Road and the existing Avalon and Orange
Grove Areas south of the Patapsco River.

The largest of the three, a parcel of land along
the Rockburn Branch, is being considered as an
equestrian center, in response to the public’s request
for more opportunities for horseback riding in this
general area of the park.

.
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SECTION Il
PHASES OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
x| Section
Phase Map Description of Area Capacity Cost
I 11 Contact station River Road and interim use trail 160 $  53.000
parking off Landing Road .
11 II Upagrade existing facilities at lichester; stabilization 300 619,000
Bloede Dam, comfort station Glen Artney and Hilton Ave.,
Lost Lake concession. and a gate {for Gun Road
11 I Service road and biking trail from Hilton Ave. 310 392,000
to Glen Artney, and Patterson Viaduct Bridge
v . 1I-B Youth group and pack-in camping at lichester College site 400 211.000
VIl 1I-A Youth group camping at Hilton Avenue extension 280 272,000
IX II-A Family picnicking at Hilltop Road 600 588,000
X1V 1I-A Reforestation group picnic area—Route 144 (84 acres) 92.000
Xvil II-A Main access road from Route 144, Frederick Road 495,000
Contact station and auto bridge
XVIII 1I-A Group picnicking areas A, B & C. historic interpretation 2.560 1.269.000
and winter sports area, renovation of existing barns
for arts and crafts, food concession
Trails
1 I Multi-use trail from Lost Lake to Patterson Viaduct 760 143,000
I11 II Multi-use trails, and hiking trails to Ellicott City 630 38.000
loop trail. Soap Stone Branch
IX II Rockburn Branch trail from Avalon to Landing Road 90 11,000
Total 6,090
‘see Chapter X, p. 51
(based on 1978 costs) LG8 Y (e e $4.183,000
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Section III—Ellicott City to
Daniels
Map 13

Description

Section [l extends along the river for approximately
six miles between Ellicott City and Daniels. The river
in this area flows between tree covered banks, three
to four hundred feet high, which offer opportunities
for uninterrupted views of the river.

Existing recreation areas in this section include
the Pickall and Hollofield picnic areas and the canoe
put-in at Daniels. The Pickall Group Picnic Area off
Johnnycake Road in Baltimore County was recently
completed. The Daniels Mill Building is privately
owned and has been partially renovated for grain
storage. The old dam at Daniels has created a wid-
ened portion of slack water that is popular for boating
and fishing. The existing Hollofield picnicking and
camping area is located in Howard County and is ac-
cessible by Route 40.

Only one recreation area is proposed in this sec-
tion, the Hollofield Area-Extension; llI-A (Map 14).

Proposed Development

Family and group picnicking will be the main uses of
this part of the park. As with other sections, trails will
be an important aspect of the recreation develop-
ment. Hurricane Agnes caused Union Dam to
breach on the Howard County side, jam the control
gates, and create a tremendous amount of siltation.
The Dickey Mill Raceway, also breached by Agnes,
will not be functional until it and Union Dam are
repaired. Once the Dam is repaired to allow river
crossings, the Dickey Mill Raceway—Union Dam
area will become a major portion of the trail system.
Daniels Rd. provides access to a small pool in the
river which is used for fishing and canoeing at
Daniels. A canoe concession will be located at the
pool. Nineteen acres are to be developed and 20
acres will be reforested. Access points to this entire
Section will be by way of Rockwell Ave., Johnny-
cake Rd., Daniels Rd., and Rt. 40.
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Hollofield Area—III-A
Map 14

The Hollifield area located between Rt. 40 and In-
terstate 70 will be expanded. The new area will be
approached from the existing access road leading
north from the Rt. 40 entrance. The main office and
administration building will be constructed here.
The Hollofield Area Extension will contain areas
for family and group picnicking. To make the pic-
nicking areas more attractive, approximately 20
acres of land will be reforested with deciduous trees.
Fish habitat will be improved at Union Dam
because it is expected to be a popular fishing spot.

Future Use Area

One area between Rt. 40 and the Patapsco River is
designated for possible future use. It will be accessible
from Rockwell Avenue.

>

Family picnic shelter at Hollofield picnicking area

View looking west to Rt. 40 & Union Dam from the Hollofield overlook
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SECTION III
PHASES OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

4| Section

Phase Map Description of Area Capacity Cost

1 II1-A Hollofield office administration building, reforestation $ 240,000
(20 acres, deciduous trees)

1 II-A Upgrade comfort station and access road to camping area 200.000

v I Renovation of Dickey Mill race and Union Dam 70 880,000

Vi II-A Hollofield extension group picnicking. access road 580 574,000
and contact station

X1 II-A Hollofield extension family picnicking Area A 480 265,000

X1V II-A Hollofield extension family picnicking Area B 560 414,000

Trails

1 11 Multi-use trail from Ellicott City to Hollofield, 320 73,000
horse trails from Ellicott City to Rt. 40 in Baltimore
County and to Dogwood Road in Howard County

v 111 Hiker and biker trails from Oella along Millrace to Union Dam 540 47,000
back to the multi-use trail, west of Ellicott City

v 1 Multi-use trail from Rt. 40 to Daniels, trail access 1.580 325,000
at Dogwood Road and trail head at Daniels and a canoe
put-in_at Woodstock (section IV map)

Total 4,130

*see Chapter X, p. 51

(based on 1978 costs) TOTAL. -.ccownnins s $3.018.000
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PACK-IN.CAMPING

Section IV —Daniels to Marriotts-
ville Rd.

Map 15
Description
Section [V follows the North Branch of the Patapsco
River from Daniels west to Liberty Reservoir prop-
erty; it also extends along Patapsco’s South Branch
to Marriottsville Road. The length of Section 1V is ap-
proximately five miles. The two subsections dis-
cussed in detail are: the Woodstock Area, IV-A (Map
16), and the McKeldin Nature Interpretive Center,
IV-B (Map 17).

Upstream from Daniels, the Patapsco winds
through narrow canyons where rock outcroppings
are visible among the mature trees lining the river.
McKeldin Falls, with a drop of approximately 20 feet,
is located near the confluence of the North and
South Branches. As one proceeds up the North
Branch toward Liberty Reservoir, the current is
slowed by the Reservoir dam.

Existing development in this section is composed
of family and group picnicking at McKeldin and a
ballfield at Woodstock. Canoeing is a popular
pastime in this section of the river. The park sur-
rounds 64 acres of land that contains the original
buildings of Woodstock College presently leased by
the Federal Government for a Jobs Corps Training
Center. Approximately 500 acres, formerly part of
Woodstock College, consist of open fields and rolling
woodlands overlooking the river. Within this there is
an existing nine-hole golf course and small pond, not
now in use.

Proposed Development

Because this section of the park has many attractive
and interesting natural features, emphasis will be
placed on nature interpretation and family and group
camping. The amount of development for camping
may be reduced if a change in the demand is deter-
mined at the time of construction. A total of 27 acres
will be affected by new development in the McKeldin
and Woodstock areas and 18 acres will be
reforested.




Woodstock Area—IV-A
Map 16

The Woodstock Area, accessible from Route 125,
will be the major camping area in Patapsco Valley
State Park. Group, family and pack-in camping will
be provided on a year-round basis. Winter camping
will be encouraged by providing heated shower
buildings and comfort stations. An amphitheatre for
nature interpretation will be located near the camp-
sites.

A multi-use recreation complex, accessible via
Route 125, will include a swimming pool, game
courts, fishing pond, playing fields, and a nine-hole
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ter, conveniently located nearby, will contain stables
for rental horses and three show rings with bleachers
for spectators. To establish both golf course and
equestrian center operations, the State should con-
sider funding through the private and local sectors.

A canoe put-in point will be provided where
Route 125 crosses the Patapsco.
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McKeldin Nature Interpretive
Center—1IV-B Map 17

The Nature Interpretive Program for all of the
Patapsco Valley State Park will have its headquarters
at the McKeldin Nature Interpretive Center. Guided
tours will be offered to inform the visitor of significant
natural features, flora, and fauna of the Patapsco
River Valley. A walkway will lead from the Center
through mature stands of oak and hickory to nearby
McKeldin Falls where a decked walkway will provide
good view of the river. The Center itself will contain
an auditorium and equipment for audio-visual pre-
sentations as well as display space.

o

Future Use Areas A N o L T
Two areas have been selected for possible future use. McKeldin Falls —looking downstream
The first is in Baltimore County off Davis Avenue.

The second is a smaller tract in Howard County with
access from Driver Road. SECTION IV
PHASES OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
i Section
Phase Map Description of Area Capacity Cost
1 IV-A Woodstock—reforestation (18 acres, deciduous trees) $ 20,000
11 v Upgrade 3 comfort stations at McKeldin 188,000
\Y 1V-B McKeldin Falls wood walkway 178,000
VI IV-A Woodstock Camping Loops A, B and C, upgrade existing 560 1,064,000
golf course, new access road and contact station
vil IV-B McKeldin nature interpretive area 640 493,000
VIII IV-A Group camping at Woodstock 700 317,000
X1 IV-A Woodstock family camping, loops D, E and F; pack-in 920 1,023,000
camping, court games, fishing pond, maintenance center
and Davis Tunnel pack-in camping
XIII IV-A Equestrian center, swimming pool, and amphitheater 3,700 1,017,000
1 v Interim use trail parking at Woodstock 160 18,000
Trails
XI v Horse trails— Daniels to McKeldin 490 145,000
XIV IV-A Multi-use trail through Woodstock 640 119,000
XIv v Equestrian loop trail 160 14,000
XVI v Hiker, biker trails from Daniels to McKeldin and multi-use 1,030 315,000
trail from Woodstock to McKeldin
Total 9,000
‘see Chapter X, p. 51
(based on 1978 costs) TOTAL . . v wansan $4,811,000
(41)= =
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Section V—Marriottsville Rd. to
Sykesville Map 18

Description
Section V extends four miles from Marriottsville
Road to Rt. 32. West of Rt. 32 is Sykesville and the
Hugg Thomas Wildlife Management Area. Only one
new subsection will be discussed, the Raincliffe Area,
V-A (Map 19), located in Carroll County. This area
is a gently rolling 400 acre farm. Access to the
Raincliffe Area will be by way of Raincliffe Road.
The most spectacular scenery in the Patapsco
Valley State Park is in Section V. At some points, the
river is pinched between the railroad bed that lies on
one bank and vertical rocky cliffs on the other.
Above the twisting river, ferns and mountain laurel
grow under a canopy of oak, hickory, and beech.
The only existing development in this Section is a
20 car parking lot off Raincliffe Road that is used for
access to the hiking trail. Canoeing is already a popu-
lar activity on this section of the river. In the spring,
during high water levels, canoeists can enjoy a very
exhilarating ride.

Proposed Development

The proposed development in this section will pro-
vide for a variety of recreational activities in addition
to a multi-use trail on both sides of the river. Both
day use and overnight camping will be emphasized.
The development will affect 23 acres and 75 acres
will be reforested.

Patapsco South Branch looking east, near Sykesville
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Raincliffe Area—V-A Map 19

Raincliffe will provide group, pack-in, and family
camping and family and group picnicking facilities.
An overlook, an amphitheatre for the Nature Inter-
pretation Program, and shelters will be available to
campers and picnickers.

A multi-use recreational area near the Raincliffe
Road access point will include playing fields, courts
for tennis and handball, and a swimming pool.

Winter sports are also planned for Raincliffe. A
hill will be designated for sledding and a parking lot
flooded for ice skating.

Approximately 75 acres of land will be reforested
with deciduous trees to help separate and enhance
the different use areas.

Future Use Areas

Three future use areas are outlined in this section.
Two are on high, gently sloping land overlooking the
Patapsco River. The first is off Arrington Road in
Carroll County; the second is off River Road on the
south side of the river in Howard County. The third
area is a 800-acre tract south of the river, opposite
Henryton State Hospital. It is approached via Mar-
riottsville Road. The suggested use for this tract is as
a working farm. A spur trail will lead through the area
from the river side multi-use trail.

Section VI-—Sykesville to Parr's Spring

Description

The Patapsco River's South Branch begins at a pic-
turesque farm pond at Pan’s Spring. Flowing toward
Sykesville, it is a narrow stream trickling through
woods and fields until joined by Gills Falls Run,
where it becomes a 30-foot wide river, riffling over
rocks as it approaches Sykesville. Points of interest in
Section VI include Parr's Spring Pond and Twin
Arches Mill Bridge. The river is accessible by road in
this twelve-mile stretch at Twin Arches, Waterville,

et -

Parr's Spring — the beginning of the Patapsco River (not State-owned)

SECTION V
PHASES OF PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Woodbine, Hoods Mill, and Sykesville.

Beginning with the 1950 “Development Plan for
Patapsco River Valley Park” report, recommenda-
tions have been made for public ownership of the
South Branch, The Patapsco Valley State Park Ad-
visory Committee, the Baltimore Regional Planning
Council, Howard and Carroll Counties and the De-
partment of Natural Resources have recognized the
value of the South Branch and encouraged the pro-
tection of this area. For further discussion of this issue

see Appendix B. Present efforts by Howard and Car-
roll Counties to protect this land include use restric-
tions on development within the 100-year flood plain
and enforcement of zoning requirements. Other

Section S
" tools that can be used t
Phase Map | Description of Area Capacity Cost o mamta}n the area along the
South Branch as open space include purchase of
I V-A Raincliffe — reforestation (75 acres, deciduous trees) $  83.000 easements and critical area designation.
\Y V-A Raincliffe —group camping 360 186.000 At present there are no official acquisition or
XIII V-A Raincliffe — pack-in camping 100 49,000 d-eVElOpment plans for the_ 12 miles west of Sykes-
XV V-A Family camping loop A-B. access road. contact station, 2.980 826,000 V,’],]e' Because of the ‘Eomml_tmem iod 15-year éCQUI'
multi-use recreation area and storage building, interpretive 5|t.10n program from Sykesville eastward to Baltimore
area and trailhead parking Highlands, acquisition westward is not considered in
XVI V-A Family and group picnicking 1.200 615.000 this master plan. However, it has been stated by
many, including the Department of Natural Re-
Trails sources, that the area is important and should be
Xvil | Vv Trails from McKeldin to Raincliffe and up Piney Run to Rt. 32 1.890 295,000 maintained as open space. Although unable to pur-
Total  6.530 chase land in this section, the Department of Natural
Resources supports other state-county efforts to
“see Chapter X. p. 51 TOTAL ........... $2.054.000 preserve land along the South Branch.
(based on 1978 costs)
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Chapter VII — Development Impacts

An environmental impact statement (EIS) was re-
quired for the Patapsco Valley State Park Acquisition
and Development Plans to qualify for federal funding
assistance from the U.S. Department of Interior’s
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service
(HCRS). Parameters examined in the EIS were: size
in acres and fund amount; the potential involvement
of archeological and historical sites on the National
Register of Historic Places: agriculture, timber and
mineral resources; displacement of households, busi-
nesses and farms; wetlands and flood-plain areas
and changes in planned use. Thorough evaluation of
the development impacts resulted in support for land
acquisition proposed in the Master Plan.

As examined in the EIS, the potential effects,
positive and negative, are of primary concern in for-
mulating a park plan. After thorough analysis, it is
felt that the benefits of this plan far outweigh the
negative impacts; although inevitable negative im-
pacts must be recognized.

Beneficial Impacts

The major positive impact of the park will be conser-
vation and enhancement of many acres of natural
landscape—steep slopes, forests, stream valleys,
marsh areas. The park will increase educational and
recreational opportunities offered to the Baltimore
region. Park development will result in the protec-
tion, stabilization or rehabilitation, and interpretation
of the many historic features.

Sanitary facilities located near the activity areas
will aid in the protection of ground and surface
water. Such installations will provide a healthier en-
vironment for park users.

Protected open space within the watershed and
carefully designed development areas with good ero-
sion control and proper sewage facilities should help
improve river’s water quality.

Negative Impacts

Tax loss will be felt by the counties as more
land is converted to Park/Open Space status.
This is offset by the counties receiving 15% of
the Park's gross income.

Some homeowner’s will be displaced in the
land acquisition process. Relocation assistance
will be provided to help in their transition.
Disturbance of the environment during the
construction phase will be minimized by care-
ful site planning, sediment and erosion control
measures, and use of proper construction
practices.

The negative impact of development within
wooded areas will be offset by the addition of
230 acres of reforested land elsewhere.
Critical areas, such as wetlands and wildlife
habitat, will be slightly affected. Designating
these areas as park land provides lasting
protection.

Other impacts such as increased surface runoff
from roads and parking lots, or increased lit-
ter, noise and air pollution, are judged to be

slight.
Competition between the state and private
sector should be minimal since pri-

vate concessionaires will provide such activi-
ties as equestrian centers and golf courses.
Disruption of wildlife habitats from the in-
crease in park development and use will be
minimal since there is an abundance of similar
habitats found throughout the park.

To reduce overuse, abuse, and illegal uses of
the park the following mitigating measures are
recommended: designation of controlled ac-
cess points, design of use areas according to
the carrying capacity, and patrol of activity
areas.

Chapter VIII -
Resource
oo Management

The main purpose of the resource management
component of the master plan is to offer guidelines
for the protection and enhancement of the underde-
veloped sections of the park. The general manage-
ment objectives and principles outlined here should
subsequently be incorporated into a resources
management plan. The details of the resource man-
agement plan and its application will be the task of

the Maryland Forest and Park Services. with assis-
tance from other appropriate Department of Natural
Resources agencies.

Agricultural Resources

Agricultural lands within the park will continue to be
devoted to agricultural production until the land is
converted to recreational uses. Park management
personnel will continue to consult with the Soil Con-
servation Service (SCS) to determine current farm-
ing practices on these lands. In general, use of farm
and pasture land in the park should comply with the
recommendations of the 1979 Statewide Water
Quality Management Program for the Control of
Sediment and Animal Waste, prepared by the De-
partment of Natural Resources.

Forest Resources

Protection is the basic management practice required
for the park’s forest resources. The forest areas serve
a number of important functions: they help prevent
erosion, lower the river's summer water tempera-
tures by supplying shade, provide valuable wildlife
protection, and enhance the park's aesthetic
qualities.

Insects and disease, threats to woodlands,
should be monitored and controlled. Correct usage
of pesticides should be observed. A fire suppression
plan, which entails designating fire trails, water sup-
ply points, and park personnel, should be instituted
in case of fire emergency. Alternatives to reforesta-
tion such as leaving cleared, idle land to natural suc-
cession should be considered.




Selective reforestation with native deciduous and
evergreen species should be carried out to prepare
for future development. Steep areas with erodible
soils should be seeded with grass (or sodded) and
possibly planted with appropriate plant material. No
logging will occur in the park.

Cultural Resources

Of the archeological and historic sites identified, (see
Map 4) additional investigation will be required to
determine their relation to the interpretive program.
Methods of protecting, displaying, and restoring
those sites of particular interest to the public should
also be explored.

Water Resources

The Patapsco River's water quality must be main-
tained to uphold and enrich the park’s recreational,
fish, and wildlife potential. The best possible man-
agement and construction practices should be imple-
mented within the park in order to preserve the water
quality. These measures include: preserving
wetlands; controlling runoff through the use of catch
basins, proper drains, and diversions; contour farm-
ing and no-till planting; wind breaks; proper animal
grazing management, and planting along river
banks. Through the use of these management prac-
tices and compliance with the water quality manage-
ment plan for the Patapsco River (see Regional Plan-
ning Council's Baltimore Region 208 Water Quality
Management Plan) the water resources should im-
prove. For further discussion of the Patapsco River's
water quality see Appendix B.

Fish management practices such as planting river
bank vegetation to create shade and the construction
of weirs to create small pools should be used at ap-
propriate places in the park. The upper reaches of
the Patapsco should be stocked with trout; the im-
pounded areas in the lower Patapsco should be
stocked with other appropriate species.

The use of the Patapsco River floodplain as park
land is the most practical use of flood prone lands.
Financial loss due to flood damage is much less in
park open space than in a more intensively devel-
oped area.

Wildlife Resources
The park has diverse habitats capable of supporting

e

many different animal species. Additional attention
to the wildlife community may be needed near recre-
ational activities, particularly within the nature inter-
pretation program area.

A wildlife monitoring program should be insti-
tuted to detect any imbalances in the variety of

species and habitat. Some over-abundant wildlife
populations may need to be controlled, or some
parts of the Patapsco River stocked with fish to in-
crease species numbers and diversity. No hunting
will be allowed in the park.

Chapter IX—Land Acquisition Plan

The acquisition program will help meet future recrea-
tional needs and provide additional open space
along a substantial portion of the Patapsco River.
The combination of the proposed Patapsco Valley
State Park and adjacent county and city owned lands
will provide a green corridor from Sykesville to
Baltimore City.

Throughout the preparation of the Master Plan,
the Patapsco Valley State Park Advisory Committee
has recommended expansion of the park. They felt it
would help relieve the shortage of recreational and
open space land in the Baltimore Region. In late
1975, the Committee developed a list of fifteen
properties, totaling over 3,000 acres for possible ac-
quisition. The Committee also prepared a list of fif-
teen acquisition criteria to accompany its
recommendation.

On the basis of the Committee’'s recommenda-
tions and an assessment of regional recreational
needs, Land Planning Services formed the acquisi-
tion program. Four major objectives were stressed:

Adherence to the Concept of a Linear Park
=7] In meeting the objective of providing open space
1 and regional recreational needs, a green corridor

contiguous to the river from Sykesville to Balti-
more City should be provided.

Protection from Existing and Proposed
Development

q minimum 200-foot green space buffer should be
2 created between private property and park de-

velopment. This would benefit not only the park
user but also the property owner, for whom it
would provide a visual screen.

Integration of Public and Quasi-Public Land

¢ The proposed land acquisition program will pro-
) e pomosed

vide opportunities to connect park land to other
)

public lands such as Howard County's Rockburn
Branch Park, the Piney Run Recreational Area,
Liberty Reservoir, Hernwood Landfill, and Ca-
tonsville Community College.

Provision of Future Use

the projected increasing demand for recreation in
this heavily populated region.

d; l The need for future use areas is predicated on

The Patapsco Valley State Park was first established
in 1912 from a gift of 434 acres. As of December 15,
1980, 11,347 acres have been acquired. This master
plan proposes to increase the acreage to 15,200
acres which has been authorized by the 1980 Gen-
eral Assembly. Land identified for acquisition in-
cludes 452 acres in Anne Arundel County, 1,439
acres in Baltimore County, 261 acres in Carroll
County, and 1,701 acres in Howard County.

Acquisition Costs

The acquisition program estimated cost is approxi-
mately 1.5 million dollars per year for the next ten to
fifteen years.This estimate is based on 1980 cost per
acres prices, roughly $5,000 per acre. For further
discussion on the acquisition program see Appendix

B.

(continued on page 50)
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Chapter IX— Acquisition Cost (continued from page 47)

Acquisition will generally proceed with priority
given to parcels owned by willing sellers, followed by
land identified as critical to the park (Sections I and
1), and then by areas scheduled for earliest develop-
ment in the phasing schedule. Floodplain property
adjacent to the park owned by a local jurisdiction
could be considered for park inclusion. Although
park expansion has been referred to as “land acquisi-
tion”, there are many other methods by which the
park can be expanded. In addition to fee-simple ac-
quisition, other methods that could be used to ac-
quire park land are easements, donations, leasing,
and life estates.

The Land Acquisition Map (Map 20) identifies
current land use patterns for lands in the park expan-
sion program. Moving eastward from Sykesville to
Baltimore, land use gradually changes from open
space and low density residential to industrial to high
density residential. The existing park boundaries and
proposed park boundaries are shown in order to in-
dicate the type of land that is to be acquired. Because
of the high cost of industrial land, the area along the
Lower Patapsco from Rt. 1 to Baltimore Highlands
will be the most expensive to acquire.

Group picnic shelter at the McKeldin picnicking area

.
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Chapter X — Development
and Operational Costs

This plan proposes that the Patapsco Valley State
Park be developed in phases. To establish the prior-
ity of projects and the phase in which they appear,
the following guidelines were used.

Development should occur on:

* lands presently owned or scheduled for

acquisition;

e [ands that need additional management;

e existing park facilities that require renovation;

e |ocations scattered throughout the park that

would provide recreation to a broad geo-
graphic area;

e new sites more suitable for existing activities;

e greas currently under construction.

Before a budget request is made for any phase,
particularly the latter phases, the development proj-
ect will have to be re-examined to assess possible
changes in current recreation trends, demands, and
funding.

The design and construction costs are estimates
and are not to be construed as budget requests. The
1977 Draft Master Plan's cost estimates for design
and construction were updated in April, 1978 for in-
clusion in the final Master Plan. In comparing these
costs, the reforestation and trail construction costs
have been reduced in order to reflect the anticipated
volunteer assistance. This volunteer support reduced
the original cost estimates by 25-75%, with labor-
intensive assistance saving the most money. The esti-
mates are based on costs incurred on similar con-
tracted projects in 1978. Figures are rounded out to
the nearest $1,000.

The management cost estimates do not differ
from the figures that appear in the 1977 Draft Master
Plan. One-time management expenditures are for
equipment such as furniture with a life span of more
than five years. Five-year expenditures are for equip-
ment such as automobiles which may be replaced in
less than five years.

Design IConstruc.
Map # Cost Cost TOTAL
PHASE 1
II1-A |Hollofield Office Administration Building ©20,000 198,000 218,000
I [Multi-use trail from Lost Lake to Swinging 13,000 130,000 143,000
Bridge and Patterson Viaduct
II |Contact station at River Road (South Street) 3,000 32.000 35,000
Reforestation of the following areas
(123 acres): 8,000 118,000 126,000
1-B [Halethorpe Farm Ponds— 10 acres evergreen
seedlings
ITI-A |Hollofield extention—20) acres deciduous
seedlings
V-A|Raincliffe— 75 acres deciduous seedlings
IV-A|Woostock— 18 acres deciduous seedlings
IV + I1|Interim use trail parking at Landing Road 2.000 16,000 18,000
IV |Interim use trail parking at Woodstock 2.000 16,000 18,000
I-B [Halethorpe Farm Ponds looptrail 1.000 10,000 11,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$569,000

Management Element . .. ... ... ... it 210,000

Personnel— 11,000
Operation— 199,000

One-time expenditure— 150,000

Five-year expenditure— 5,000 PHASEI-TOTAL COST—5779,000

* Design provided in the General Construction Loan of FY 1976.

PHASE II
I-B|Halethorpe Farm Ponds fishing and walk-in 21,000 210,000 231.000
picnicking
I [Stabilization of Bloede Dam 14,000 139,000 153,000
II  |Upgrade 5 comfort stations at Glen Artney 37,000 368,000 405,000
& Hilton Avenue
Il |Trail access/biker concession at Lost Lake 5,000 47.000 52,000
Il |Turn Around & Gate at Gun Road 1,000 8,000 9,000
IV [McKeldin: upgrade 3 comfort stations 17,000 171,000 188,000
Total Cost of Construction and Design—$1,038,000
ManagementElement .. ......... ... .. i i 137,000

Personnel—75,000
Operation—63,000

One-time expenditure—37.000

Five-year expenditure — 15,000 PHASE II-TOTAL COST—-%1,175,000




Design Construc. Design Construc.
Map # Cost Cost TOTAL Map *| Coat Gt TOTAL
PHASE III PHASE V
ll—“lEh_ester-service road and biker trail from 18,000 176,000 194,000 11-B |lichester youth group and pack-in camping 19,000 192,000 211,000
Hilton Avenue to Glen Artney at Landing Road
I1 & |Multi-use trail from Patterson Viaduct in 5.000 97.000 102.000 II1  |Multi-use trails from Route 40 to Daniels 15,000 153.000 168,000
III| llchester to Eliic'o‘n Cnyrand west to Route 40 ML [Tisilaccess at Dogwood Road 2.000 12.000 16.000
at Hollofield. hiking trail from Patterson
Viaduct to Ellicott City in Howard County, Il |Daniels trailhead. and canoe put-in at 13.000 128,000 141,000
and horse trails from Ellicott City to Route 40 Woodstock
Baltisie Countyand in Howsrd Countyrts IV-B [McKeldin Falls wood walkway 16,000 | 162,000 | 178.000
Do R V-A |Raincliff i 17.000 169,000 186.000
- n : 4 86.
I11-A |Hollofield upgrade 2 comfort stations, and 18.000 182.000 200,000 S e 4
access road to camping area Total Cost of Construction and Design—$900,000
II |Patterson Viaduct Bridge (for multi-use trail) 18.000 180,000 198.000
I |Loop trail in Soapstone Watershed 1,000 8.000 9.000 Management Element . ... covunrnnrrnnnnaeieninsnnsinetin, 167,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$703,000

Management Element .. ...... ... .. ... . i 17,000

Personnel— 11,000
Operation— 6,000

Five-year expenditure— 5,000 PHASE III-TOTAL COST-58720,000

Personnel— 60,000
Operation— 107,000

One-time expenditure—31,000

Five-year expenditure— 10,000 PHASEV—-TOTAL COST—-5§1,067,000

PHASE IV

80.000 800,000 880.000

III |Renovation of Dickey Mill Race, rewater
Union Dam. and provide trail corssing at

Union Dam

III |Hiker/biker trails from Oella to multi-use trail 4.000 43.000 47.000

in Howard County

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$927,000

Management Element ... ... .o0uoemnrannnnia it 17,000

Personnel—11.00
Operation— 6,000

Five-year expenditure—5,000 PHASE IV-TOTAL COST—5944,000

PHASE VI

IV-A |Access road. contact station and parking 18.000 187.000 205,000

at Woodstock

IV-A [Development of 3 camping loops 67.000 686,000 753,000

(A, B, and C) at Woodstock

IV-A |Woodstock: upgrade golf course to include 10,000 102,000 112.000

underground water system

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$1,070,000

Management Element ... ....... ... ... ... 0 it 302,000

Personnel— 61,000
Operation—241,000

One-time expenditure— 130,000

Five-year expenditure— 10,000 PHASE VI-TOTAL COST-$1,37

PHASE VII
I-B|Multi-use trail from Halethorpe Farm Ponds 15,000 145,000 160.000
to Glen Artney
II-A|Youth group camping-extension to Hilton 25,000 247,000 272,000
Avenue off Hilltop Road
IV-B|McKeldin—Nature Interpretive Center 45,000 448,000 493,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$925,000

Management Element ... ... ... .. ... .. ... ... 177,000

Personnel— 61.000
Operation— 116,000

One-time expenditure— 29,000

Five-year expenditure— 20,000 PHASE VII-TOTAL COST—51,102,000




I Design Construc. Design Construc.
Map :{ Cost Cost TOTAL Map # Cost Cost TOTAL
TR
PHASE VIII PHASE X
lll-AlAccess road & contact station at Hollofield 7.000 60.000 67.000 I-C|Family picnicking Baltimore-Washington 13.000 130,000 143,000
picnic area Parkway
I11-A |Group picnicking— Hollofield 46,000 461,000 507.000 I-C|Group picnicking Baltimore-Washington 75.000 750,000 825,000
D
I-B|Hammonds Ferry Road to Halethorpe Farm 6,000 | 58.000 64,000 Parkway
Ponds trail access and multi-use lr_mi Total Cost of Construction and Design—$968,000
I-C|Reforestation of family & group picnicking 1.000 9.000 10,000
along the Baltimore-Washington Parkway Management Element . . ........ ... ... ..., 103,000
I-A|Earth berm and screen planting 12,000 121,000 133.000 Personnel—32.000
Belle Grove Road— Seven Ponds Operation—71.000
IV-A|Group camping at Woodstock 29,000 288,000 317,000 One-time expenditure — 26,000
Five-year expenditure— 8,000 PHASE X-TOTAL COST-5§1,071,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$1,098,000

Management Element .. .- o eins sss sus sens tas s and G sl sa 114,000
Personnel—43,000 FHASE M
Operation— 71,000 I-B|Nursery Road nature interpretive area 46,000 466,000 512.000
One-time expenditure— 25,000 . ) — IT1I-A| Hollofield extension family picnicking area A 24,000 241,000 265,000
Five-year expenditure— 15.000 PHASE VIII-TOTAL COST-$1.212,000 IV |Equestrian trails— Daniels to McKeldin 4,000 41,000 45,000
Total of Construction and Design—$822,000
ManagementElement .. ............. ... .. ...ttt 128.000
PHASE IX =
Personnel—47.000
I-A |Seven Ponds fishing, boating, and walk-in 16,000 156,000 172,000 Operation—81.000
picnicking
- One-time expenditure — 19,000
II-A [Family picnicking at Hilltop Road (Archery 53.000 535,000 588,000 Five-year expenditure — 10,000 PHASE XI-TOTAL COST-5950,000
Range Site)
I-A |Hiker, biker trail— Baltimore Highlands to 11,000 107,000 118.000
_ll-_lammonds Ferry Road and Observation PHASE XII
ower
i Woodstock:
al— 3 ) ) > >
II |Rockburn Branch Trail—Avalon to 1.000 10,000 11.000 WA ity g doons B E: 54.000 538,000 592 000
Landing Road » * .
and F and pack-in camping
Total Cost of Construction and Design— $889,000 IV-A [Tennis and handball courts 3.000 30,000 33,000
IV-A [Fishi d i i z 9" r
R 174.000 ishing pond (fencing) and pier 2,000 23.000 25,000,
Personnel—78.000 IV-A [Maintenance center 32.000 319,000 351.000
Operation— 96,000 IV-A |Davis Tunnel pack-in camping 2.000 20,000 22.000
One-time expenditure—49.000 +
Five-year expenditure— 10,000 PHASE IX —TOTAL COST—$1,063.000 Total Cost of Construction and Design—$1,023,000
ManagementElement . ..... ..o ieinineniniensninnnss 171,000

Personnel— 42,000
Operation— 129,000

One-time expenditure — 61,000

Five-year expenditure— 10,000 PHASE XII -TOTAL COST-5§1,194,000




Design [ Construc.] 4 {Design (;D.,si_n.c,fr
Map # | Cost Cost TOTAL Map # | Cost Cost | TOTAL
PHASE XIII PHASE XVI
Woodstock: ) ) V-A|Raincliffe family picnicking 40,000 403,000 443,000
IV-A [Equestrian Center 40.000 398'388 :Z:'ggg V-A|Ramciife group pieniching 16.000 | 156,000 | 172.000
i i i 51. 517, P e o
IV-A|Swimming pool e L IV |Hiking and biking trail— Daniels to McKeldin 29000 | 286,000 | 315.000
IV-A [Amphitheater 2.000 15,000 17,000 and multi-use trail—Woodstock to McKeldin
y incli i k-i i 4,000 45,000 49,000
V-A|Raincliffe area—pack-in camping Total Cost of Construction and Design—$930,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—5%1,072,000

Management Element . . ...... .. ... ... ... . i i, 222,000

Personnel— 80,000
Operation— 142,000

One-time expenditure— 100,000

Five-year expenditure—  5.000 PHASE XIII -TOTAL COST—%1,294,000
PHASE XIV
II-A|Reforestation of group picnic area near 20,000 72.000 92.000
Route 144 (deciduous trees)
II1-A|Family picnicking— Hollofield (area B) | 38.000 376.000 414.000
IV-A|Multi-use trail through Woodstock 11,000 108,000 119,000
IV-A|Equestrian loop trail 1.000 13,000 14,000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—5$639,000

ManagementElement . . ............ ... .. .. .. i i 60,000

Personnel—32,000
Operation— 28,000

One-time expenditure— 16,000

Five-year expenditure— 5,000 PHASE XIV-TOTAL COST-5699,000

Management Element . ... .. .. ... ... .. ... 72,000

Personnel— 37,000
Operation— 35,000

One-time expenditure—23.000

Five-year expenditure— 10,000 PHASE XVI-TOTAL COST-$1,002,000

PHASE XVII
\Y) rails from McKeldin to Raincliffe 27.000 268,000 295,000
II-A [Main access road, contact station, auto 45,000 450,000 495,000

bridge at llchester

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$790,000

Management Element ... ... ... . ... . ... ... ... 27,000

Personnel—21,000
Operation— 6,000

One-time expenditure—5,000 PHASE XVII-TOTAL COST—$§817,000

PHASE XV

Raincliffe:
V-A|Access road contact station 5,000 51,000 56,000
V-A|Family camping loops A & B 26.000 261,000 287,000
V-A| Interpretive area 10.000 97.000 107.000
V-A| Vehicular storage building 12.000 115.000 127.000
V-A|Multi-use area swimming pool. tennis and 21.000 218.000 239.000

handball courts

V-A| Trailhead parking 1,000 9.000 10.000

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$826,000

Management Element . ........... ... ...l 166,000

Personnel— 66,000
Operation— 100,000

One-time expenditure—82,000

Five-year expenditure— 5,000 PHASE XV—-TOTAL COST—$992,000

PHASE XVIII
llchester:
II-A |Group picnic area A & B 58.000 582,000 640.000
II-A |Group picnic area C 17,000 170.000 187.000
1I-A |Historic Interpretive Center—winter 30,000 302.000 332,000
SporTS area
II-A [Renovation of existing barns, for arts 10.000 100,000 110.000
and crafts, food concession

Total Cost of Construction and Design—$1,269,000

Management Element .. ....... ... ... ... . . .. ..., 145,000

Personnel— 34,000
Operation— 111,000

One-time expenditure— 20,000

Five-year expenditure— 15.000 PHASE XVIII—-TOTAL COST-51,414,000




Introduction to Appendixes

The Patapsco Valley State Park Advisory Committee
provided valuable assistance during the planning
process of this master plan. Part of their contribution
was in preparing “Guidelines for the Development of

Patapsco State Park™ and "Criteria for Land Acquisi-
tion" (Appendix A). The Advisory Committee also
prepared a “Final Report to Secretary James B.
Coulter” (Appendix B) which discusses four reserva-

tions concerning the master plan proposals. A dis-
cussion of the report follows. Appendix C provides a
list of resource material used to prepare the master
plan.

Appendix A — Guidelines for the Development of Patapsco

REPORT OF THE PARK DEVELOPMENT STUDY GROUP

GUIDELINES FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF
PATAPSCO STATE PARK
PATAPSCO STATE PARK ADVISORY COMMITTEE
January 5, 1976

Objectives to be achieved in the development of Patapsco Valley
State Park.

Under Title 08 —Department of Natural Resources, Patapsco
Valley State Park is designated as a “multi-use State Park”. This
definition states that the park is "suitable for intensive recreational
development and use”. It further states that, “Development may
include roads, parking, picnic areas, camping areas, cabins,
beaches, or pools, bath houses, visitor centers, nature study, his-
toric and scenic areas, facilities for handicapped and other related
developments™.

Four major objectives underlie this multiuse concept:

Recreation
Historical Conservation
Preservation and
and Restoration Land Management

Education«—"

As indicated by the diagram, these objectives are intercon-
nected and interdependent. For example. recreation may be ac-
tive sports, but it grades into passive appreciation of nature and
learning experiences. Thus, well planned interpretive facilities,
natural and historical, may greatly enhance recreational experi-
ences. Conservation and land management, while not explicitly
mentioned in the multi-use definition, is essential because without
conscious and intelligent conservation and land management
practices, many recreational and educational opportunities will be
lost.

Different areas of the park are better suited to emphasize one
or another of these four objectives, but in considering the overall
development of the Park, we should strive for a well-balanced in-
tegration of these four objectives.

-

Facilities or development that promote the above objectives.

Recreation:

Patapsco Valley State Park is, for the most part, comprised of
a scenic river valley through a largely and increasingly urbanized
area. For a very large population the Park is the most convenient
place and for large numbers that are limited in time or transporta-
tion it is virtually the only place where they can immerse them-
selves in nature relatively undisturbed by development. Thus, the
greatest value of the Park now, and even more in the future, will
be to provide for people seeking a natural environmental
experience.

This means that priorities and emphasis should be placed on
developing the Park's potential to provide forms of recreation that
harmonize with, or depend upon, the natural environment. Such
facilities include, but may not be limited to:

1. Picnic areas.

Multipurpose play fields.

. Interpretive trails.

Hiking trails.

. Bicycle trails.

Trails and other facilities for special population.
. Boating.

Fishing.

. Camping.

Swimming or wading in natural waters or man-made
ponds.

11. Skating on natural or man-made pond.

12. Trails for horseback riding.

SeXNOUAWN

—

Sanitary facilities, roadways for access, patrol, and service and
parking areas commensurate with these facilities are assumed.

The above listing does not imply priority. Facilities that are
developed should be determined by demand, access, topog-
raphy and consideration of open space and land management
requirements.

We do not see the Park as fulfilling the total recreational needs
of the surrounding population. Thus, we emphasize the need for,
and encourage cooperative planning between the State and local
governments to provide the full range of desired recreational
opportunities. In this cooperative effort we believe that the trend
should be that local jurisdictions should concentrate on providing
the more highly organized forms of recreation while the State
should devote its land, resources, and moneys toward providing
the resource based or environmentally oriented forms of
recreation.

Education:

There are many sites in Patapsco State Park where imagina-
tive and informative educational facilities could be developed. We
think that the addition of these facilities would greatly expand the
public's appreciation and enjoyment of the Park. Such facilities
might also serve the purpose of introducing people to areas of the
Park that are presently under-utilized or seldom visited.

These facilities could include, but are not limited to:

1. Interpretive trails.

2. Visitor's center containing displays, exhibits and programs
related to the historical and natural features of the Park.

3. Specialized interpretive facilities located in or near, and
providing specific information about, a particular feature.

Valley State Park

4, Demonstration farms, gardens, arboretum, etc.

Historical Preservation & Restoration:

Patapsco Valley State Park is a park of great diversity. lts
main, and perhaps, only, unifying features are the river and its rich
pre and post-colonial history. Suitable preservation, restoration
and development of historic sites and an interconnecting trail
system would do much to stimulate greater interest and use of the
Park as a whole by both local and out-of-state visitors.

Again, this area provides a great opportunity for cooperative
efforts between the State and groups interested in historical
restoration.

Conservation and Land Management:

Conservation and land management must be considered as an
integral part of any and all development. Particularly, conserva-
tion should be an active process and not one of default due to un-
suitability of land for other uses. Present and potential natural fea-
tures, flora and fauna throughout the park should be assessed and
potential impact upon them should be ascertained before devel-
opment proceeds. Certain unique areas such as sections of forest
that are virgin, certain stream valleys, marshes and other unique
areas should be preserved intact. However, this should not imply
exclusion of people use. Such areas are ideal for interpretive
facilities such as nature trails, bird blinds, etc. In fact, such facilities
are necessary to promote an understanding of and support for the
objective of conservation.

Proper land management of areas that have been degraded
can greatly increase the potential for wildlife or future recreational
use. This is particularly true with regard to water quality. Reduc-
tion of biological and chemical pollutants would not only be good
management, it would also greatly enhance the aesthetic and rec-
reational benefits of the Patapsco. Similarly. storm water manage-
ment is necessary to protect and preserve many stream valleys
and the Patapsco itself from the effects of erosion and siltation and
flooding. We recognize that such action requires multijurisdictional
cooperation and action extending far beyond the park boundaries,
but we cannot over-emphasize the need for such action.

Siting of Facilities:

River valley parks demand unique development. The commit-
tee believes that the flood plain and the river gorge should remain
in a natural state with little development beyond what presently
exists intruding into these areas except for trails and possible
boating facilities, Wherever possible and practical, facilities for in-
tensive use such as picnicking and camping areas should be




Appendix A— (continued)

located on flat, high ground where there is good road access and
the least likelihood of devastation by flooding.

The overall intent is to structure development so that people
may use and enjoy the river valley; while at the same time,
preserving its natural state which is necessary for that enjoyment.

In many cases, natural features may make developmental
choices obvious. For example, it is logical to develop boating facil-
ities on the ponds of the lower Patapsco. Marshes provide a rich
and unique wildlife habitat and can, as such, be used for little else.
Therefore, the objectives of conservation and education should be
highlighted. Land areas that have already been cleared or highly
disturbed are ideal for developing intensive-use recreation with the
least additional detriment to the environment.

As well as assessing the potential use inherent in particular
areas the following should also be considered and may serve as
guide lines.

1. Moderate or heavy use areas such as group picnicking
should be located relatively close to major, existing
highways in order to:

a) Minimize the cost of access roads.

'b) Minimize the ecological disturbance resulting from
access roads.

c) Facilitate possible access by public transport.

However, buffer areas should be established to lessen the im-
pact of outside development on park activities and viceversa. It is
also necessary to isolate certain park activities from each other.
For example, family camping should be isolated from play fields.

2. Interpretive centers should be located in heavy-use areas
and should play a role in guiding people from developed
areas into natural or conservation areas.

3. Similarly, interpretive trails should extend from moderate
or heavy-use areas to areas of historical or natural
significance.

4. Land-consumption facilities such as parking lots, ball fields,
etc. should be located on land that is already cleared or
disturbed. The area can be upgraded with plantings, etc.
Such a procedure would be preferable from an ecological
standpoint to that of clearing large areas of trees, etc.. in
order to locate these facilities.

5. Acquisition of new land suitable for a specific purpose
should always be considered as an alternative to altering or
clearing land that is already included in the Park and which
might better serve some other purpose.

Conclusion:

It is intended that the guidelines set forth in this report will be
used to judge and make recommendations regarding specific pro-
posals. It is also intended that these guidelines be followed in
future planning efforts.

Appendix B == Final Report to Secretary James B. Coulter (Dept. of Natural Resources)

THE PATAPSCO STATE PARK ADVISORY COMMITTEE

February 9, 1978

After more than two years of work we believe that we have fulfilled
your charge to our committee. Each one of us has appreciated the
opportunity to participate in a task so vital to the community as the
Patapsco Valley Park planning process.

Success in creating a useful Park plan was based on the diligence,
openness and cooperation of your staff. We hope that the benefits
of mutual citizen-staff effort will continue.

The resulting Draft Master Plan reflects our thinking and desires in
many ways, specifically, we applaud the Plan on the following
points:

* New proposed acquisition lines provide for considerable ex-
pansion, reflecting increasing needs and desires of the
growing population of metropolitan Baltimore. This was
especially significant along the Lower Patapsco in Anne
Arundel County where recreational needs have been long
neglected.

¢ The Plan provides for the development of an unbroken
Park from Baltimore Harbor to Sykesville with continuous
multi-purpose and special purpose (horse and bike) trails
from one end to the other.

® The Plan sites new development for intensive use (camp-
ing, picnicking, etc.) on high dry areas which protects these
from flooding and, at the same time, preserves the aesthetic
“wilderness” nature of the valley itself.

e The Plan minimizes visitor auto traffic through the Park; but
it provides convenient access points to recreational facilities
and trails.

* The Plan provides for greatly expanding the amount and
diversity of both recreational and educational opportunities.

e The Plan provides areas for future use to be developed as
needs arise.

While applauding the many good points of the Plan, we must also
point out our reservations.

DEVELOPMENT AND STAGING: First and foremost concerns
the inevitable gap that exists between any PLAN and its'
REALIZATION! The progressive staging of Park expansion
needed to implement the total Master Plan is disconnected
with reality. Acquisition at approximately $1 million per year,
spent over a 15 year period is a built-in failure for the program.
Much of the land designated for park expansion will be con-
sumed by development in the next 5-10 years. A 15 year ac-
quisition program is wishful thinking at best, and deceitful at
worse. The planned staging of development is also a disap-
pointment to our committee. Charlie Jackson, the Park
Superintendent, often said that “no matter what provisions,
nor how much is provided for, the Park will be 100%
utilized—plus a waiting list”. The plan only provides an
average of $1 million per year for recreational/educational
development. Despite the 5 year closure of the park's most
popular area because of a flood in 1972, Patapsco Park is still
visited and wused by more people than use
Baltimore/Washington Airport! The prierities for spending tax
dollars appear to be misdirected. Our committee strongly
urges that a re-evaluation of the financing and staging of
development and land acquisition in Patapsco Park should be
made at the HIGHEST level of State Government. We hope
both programs can be speeded up. Time is running out for
Patapsco and the people want to use their Park.

WATER QUALITY AND FLOOD MANAGEMENT: The failure
to consider water quality and the propensity for flooding of the
Patapsco River is a glaring void in the Master Plan. With few
exceptions, the park straddles the river from the Chesapeake
Bay to Sykesville, and the Park Master Plan would seem to be
an ideal mechanism to address the river's problems; it is cer-
tainly most affected by the health of the river. To provide an
attractive park, designed for people use, then to ignore the
provision for a clean, safe stream is not only unwise. it is un-
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just! Ignoring the damage caused to the park, and the sur-
rounding community by periodic flooding, is shirking a re-
sponsibility that cannot be forgiven.

PATAPSCO SOUTH BRANCH: The expansion of the Park
along the South Branch to the headwaters at Parrs Spring is 2
concept the Advisory Committee has strongly supported.
Despite the Department’s concession to acquire limited acre-
age along the South Branch after 1993, we find the Master
Plan's treatment of this concept inadequate. Committee mem-
bers have never believed that protection of the South Branch
and its' adjacent open space should be primarily a County
responsibility as the Master Plan implies. The recreational and
ecological benefits of a continuous River Valley park and pro-
tection of the headwaters are regional in nature. Therefore,
the responsibility for acquisition, development and manage-
ment should lie with the Department of Natural Resources.
We think the benefits, to the park and its’ users, will FAR ex-
ceed the dollars involved in expanding the Park.

HISTORICAL CENTER LOCATION: The function and location
of the historical center were items of significant difference be-
tween the committee and staff. It is our firm belief that the staff
proposed center inadequately presents the national signifi-
cance of industrial development in the Patapsco Valley.

The committee recommends that an industrial museum of
major regional significance be developed in the Dickey Mill
located in Oella. The importance of the Patapsco to our State's
and Nation’s industrial development commands no less. This
recommendation coincides with those of the Ellicott City and
Oella Planning Consultants and various historical commissions
who have studied this opportunity in great detail.

FUTURE ROLE BY INTERESTED CITIZENS: Our Committee
feels we have had a positive impact on the development of the
Patapsco Park Master Plan. We are acutely aware, however,
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that many plans have been shunted aside before proper imple-
mentation, due to other demands and pressures. It is our
recommendation that a permanent advisory committee be
established as a continuing link between the Department of
Natural Resources and the Park users as well as the greater Pa-
tapsco community. This committee could provide a new per-
spective and fresh enthusiasm. Members could be selected
from the region, much as we were selected, and may even in-
clude some of our committee. The charge of this committee
would be to advise and help in facilitating expansion, develop-
ment, and operation of the Park as outlined in the Master
Plan. They could properly act as a sounding board for public
opinion and generally promote the welfare of the Park.

These comments are offered as our best effort to advise you of our
opinions and suggestions. We're looking forward to witnessing the
continued enjoyment by millions of Marylanders who will use
Patapsco State Park.

Hershel Doss, Chairman

DISCUSSION OF THE “FINAL REPORT TO
SECRETARY JAMES B. COULTER"

Development and Staging

Park development and land acquisition is dependent on the
allocation of state funds. In 1978, the level of funds per year for
Patapsco Valley State Park were projected to be $1 million for
park development and $1 million for land acquisition.

From 1972-78, state funds for park development averaged
$4 million per year. At this level of funding the $1 million program
for Patapsco would represent 25% of the State park development
program. However, in 1981, funding for park development proj-
ects dropped to $1.4 million. If this trend continues, the allocation
of funds for Patapsco Valley State Park will be insufficient to com-
plete the development in 5 to 10 years.

From 1972-78, state funds for land acquisition through Pro-
gram Open Space averaged $8.7 million per year. At this rate the
one million dollar acquisition program for Patapsco would repre-
sent 11.5% of the total State acquisition program. In recent years
the level of funding for land acquisition has basically remained the
same, but since 1978, Patapsco has received more funds than
projected—an average of $1.5 million per year.

The size and scope of the Patapsco proposals and the limited
state and federal funds indicate that fulfilling the plan will be a
long-term project. It would be best to complete the Patapsco
Master Plan in a short time-frame, but this would not be a realistic
objective in view of the state’s current commitments.

Water Quality and Flood Management

The Patapsco Valley State Park Master Plan is a recreation
development plan, not a watershed management plan. Maryland
Department of Health and Mental Hygiene, Office of Environ-
mental Programs is responsible for on-going monitoring and stu-
dies regarding flood control, erosion, sedimentation, and water
quality. These studies should be continuously integrated into the
Patapsco Valley State Park development program.

Patapsco South Branch

It is generally accepted that the South Branch be protected and
maintained as open space. Protection of the 300-400 acres could
be accomplished in several ways—one of which is to designate it a
“critical area”. Land Planning Services of the Department of
Natural Resources recommends this action.

Land acquisition west of Sykesville is not considered in this
plan because of the state's commitment to acquire 3,500 acres
east of Sykesville. Recreational development and land acquisition
was given priority in the lower areas of the park that are closer to
the high density urban population. It is felt that the expansion of
the South Branch should not be considered until the main body of
the park is acquired.

Historic Interpretive Center Location
In selecting a site for the Park’s Historic Interpretation Center, four
points were considered:
1. The center should be located within the Park and be near
an intensively used recreation area.
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2. The site should be readily accessible from both inside and

outside the Park boundary.
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Patapsco Valley State Park Headquarters
110 Hilton Avenue

Baltimore, Maryland 21228

Phone: (301) 747-6602

The facilities and services of the
Department of Natural Resources
are available to all without regard
to race, color, religion, sex, age,
national origin, physical or mental
disability.

In a natural resources emergency
or for assistance—telephone
267-7740; 269-3181°

*Local for Baltimore kg
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