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REPORT TO CONGRESS: COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM

VOLUME 9
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MARYLAND

INTRODUCTION

The Coastal Barrier Resources Act (CBRA) of
1982 (Public Law 97-348) established the
Coastal Barrier Resources System (CBRS), a
system of undeveloped coastal barriers along
the Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico coasts.
This atlas of coastal barriers in Maryland
has been prepared in accordance with Section
10 of CBRA (16 U.S5.C. 3509), which states:

Sec. 10. Reports to Congress.

(a) In General.--Before the close of
the 3-year period beginning on the date
of the enactment of this Act, the
Secretary shall prepare and submit to
the Committees a report regarding the
System.

(b) Consultation in Preparing Re~
port.--The Secretary shali prepare the
report required under subsection (a) in
consultation with the Governors of the
States in which System units are
Tocated and with the coastal zone
management agencies of the States in
which System units are Jlocated and
after providing opportunity for, and
considering, public comment.

{c¢) Report Content.--The report re-
quired under subsection (a) shall con-
tain--

(1} recommendations for the con-
servation of fish, wildlife, and
other natural resources of the
System based on an evaluation and
comparison of all management

alternatives, and combinations
thereof, such as State and local
actions {including management

plans approved under the Coastal
Zone Management Act of 1972 (16
4.5.C. 1451 et seq.)), Federal
actions (including acquisition for
administration as part of the
National Wildlife Refuge System),
and initiatives by private organi-
zations and individuals;

{2} recommendations for additions
to, or deletions from, the Coastal
Barrier Resources System, and for
modifications to the boundaries of
System units;

(3) a summary of the comments re-
ceived from the Governors of the
States, State coastal zone manage-
ment agencies, other government
officials, and the public regard-
ing the System; and

(4) an analysis of the effects,
if any, that general revenue
sharing grants made under section
102 of the State and Local Fiscal
Assistance Amendments of 1972 (31
U.S.C. 1221) have had on undevel-
oped coastal barriers.

Under the direction of the Assistant Secre-
tary for Fish and Wildlife and Parks, this
report has been prepared by the Coastal
Barriers Study Group, a task force of pro-
fessionals representing the National Park
Service, U.S5. Fish and Wildlife Service,
U.S$. Geological Survey, and other ODepartmen-
tal offices.

This volume of the report contains delinea-
tions of additions to the CBRS in Maryland
that the ODepartment of the Interior recom-
mends to the Congress for its consideration.
No units were designated in Maryland when
CBRA was enacted in 1982.

BACKGROUND

Maryland has a total land area of approxi-
mately 12,303 square miles. Two principal
areas--the Chesapeake Bay with 4,000 miles
of shoreline and the Atlantic coast with 31
miles of shoreline--provide the 5State with
an extensive coastal system. The Chesapeake
Bay is divided into two distinct regions:
the eastern and western shores. The eastern
shore is primarily rural with farming and
seafood harvesting the principal industries.
Most of this region is covered by wetlands,
wooded swamps, and farmland. The western
shore, 1in addition to 1its rural scuthern
area, contains two large metropolitan areas,
Washington, D.C., and Baltimore, one of the
Nation's leading harbors.

Along the wave-dominated Atlantic shoreline
are two barrier islands, the southern
one-half of Fenwick Istand and the northern
two-thirds of Assateague Island. These
narrow islands form an almost continuous
chain of wide sandy beaches with extensive
dune and washover systems that protect
Assawoman and Chincoteague Bays.

The economy of the State is supported by
manufacturing, agriculture, mineral extrac-
tion, seafood production, and the activities
of the port of Baltimore. Maryland leads
the Nation in oyster production and ranks
second in production of blue crabs. The
port of Baltimore handles 23.4 percent of




the export commerce of U.S. North Atlantic
ports. Coal, petroleum products, and mineral
ores are the chief commodities that pass
through Chesapeake Bay ports.

Natural resources are abundant, and the
Chesapeake Bay is considered very produc~
tive. In the bay, oysters, crabs, bluefish,
summer flounder, Atlantic croaker, and white
perch are found 1in large numbers. Other
wildlife found in this region include water-
fowl, egrets, herons, terns, gulls, sand~
pipers, plovers, skimmers, wetland raptors,
and upland migratory game birds. Endangered
species in Maryland, as defined by the
Federal Government, include the bald eagle,
peregrine falcon, Atlantic green turtle, and
Toggerhead turtie. The striped bass has been
declared endangered by the State and is now
totally protected.

COASTAL RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

Maryland Coastal Resource Management

Following passage of the Federal Coastal
Zone Management Act in 1972, Maryland
initiated development of a State Coastal
Zone Management Program  (CZIMP). After
approval by the U.S. Department of Commerce,
the Maryland CZMP was implemented in 1978,
The program contains specific goals, objec-
tives, and policies for management of uses
and activities that have a direct effect on
coastal waters. The Coastal Resources
Division (CRD), a part of the Tidewater
Administration of the Department of Natural
Resources, provides staff support for
coordinating the CZMP. Other units in the
Department of Natural Resources have author-
ity for various 1legal areas in the CIMP.

The folTlowing State statutes pertain most
directly to coastal resource management.

Maryland Natural Resource Code Ann. 8-1105.1
(Supp. 1981). It is State policy to prohibit
the construction or placement of permanent
structures east of the dune line along Mary-
land's Atlantic coast with the exception of
those needed for beach erosion control,
sediment control, storm control, and main-
tenance projects approved by both the
Department of Natural Resources and the
Worcester 5011 Conservation District.

Maryland Natural Resource Code Ann. 1-302,
5-201, 8-1105.1 (1974 and Supp. 1981). Ac-
tivities that will adversely affect the
integrity and natural character of Assa-
teague Island are inconsistent with the
State's Coastal Zone Management Program and
are prohibited.

Maryland Natural Resource Code Ann. 9-102,
9-202 (1974 and Supp. 1981). Dredging, fill-
ing, and other activities which adversely
affect the integrity of beaches, as on
Chesapeake Bay and its ‘tributaries, are
inconsistent with the State's Coastal Zone
Management Program and are prochibited.

The Beach Erosion Control District Act.
Maryland Natural Resource Code Ann. 8-1105.1
(Supp. 1981). tand clearing and construc-
tion activities are prohibited within the
Beach Erosion Control District.

The Wetlands Act of 1970. Maryland Natural
Resource Code Ann. 9-101 to -501 (1974 and
Supp. 1981). ~ This Act establishes policies
and procedures for the restriction and regu-
lation of activities affecting wetlands.
State wetlands may not be dredged or filled
without a 1icense.

The Maryland Environmental Trust provides
conservation easements through a voluntary
program. Any donations of ecologically val-
uable land provide the landowner with tax
incentives and deductions. This is the only
State program that appears to suppori conser-
vation by Tlandowners through incentives.

Local Actions

An innovative feature of the Maryland CIMP
is the availability of pass-through funds to
jocal governments for the creation of posi-
tions for planners. All coastal counties now
have coastal zone planners who work closely
with the Coastal Resources Division on county
land-use policies to ensure that the perspec-
tive of the CZMP is considered in the evalua-
tion of new projects and plans.

Private Sector Initiatives

Pubiic participation opportunities exist for
Maryland citizens regarding decisions affect-
ing the use of coastal resources. The
Coastal Resources Advisory Committee (CRAC)
is composed of nonvoting and voting members.
Nonvoting members are from State and Federal
agencies or academic institutions. Voting
members include citizens and representatives
of special interest groups and local govern-
ments. CRAC serves as the sounding board for
citizens who wish to discuss their fideas
about coastal resources management.

EXISTING CBRS UNITS

No units were designated 1in Maryland when
CBRA was enacted in 1982.

RECOMMENDED ADDITIONS

The Department of the Interior recommends
that all undeveloped, unprotected coastal
barriers and associated aquatic habitat
identified in Chesapeake Bay be added to the
Coastal Barrier Resources System. The DOI
also recommends that otherwise protected,
undeveloped coastal barriers be excluded
from the CBRS. However, if any otherwise
protected, undeveloped coastal barrier is
ever made available for development that is
inconsistent with the purposes of the CBRA,
the DOI recommends that it then be auto-
matically inciuded in the CBRS. A complete
discussion of DOI's recommendatiocns con-
cerning otherwise protected, undeveloped
coastal barriers appears in Volume 1. Maps
of all otherwise protected, undeveloped
coastal barriers in Maryland appear in the
following section. A table presenting the
Department's position on each proposed
unit ddentified 1in Maryland follows this
discussion.




The Department of the Interior's recommenda-
tions were developed after full considera-
tion of the many public, State and Federal
agency, and Congressional comments on the
delineations in the Draft Report released in
March 1987. The State of Maryland reviewed
the 1987 Draft Report and generally supporis
the CBRS additions in Maryland. The S5State
also supports excluding otherwise protected
coastal barriers, subject to automatic
inclusion if they are ever made available for
development. The State made no comments on
specific proposed units in Maryland. The
State's positions on the DOI's general
recommendations are discussed in Volume 1.

other comment
A1l expressed

The Department received 11
tetters concerning Maryland.

support for the CBRS additions. Four were
opposed to excluding otherwise protected
coastal barriers, especialiy where develop-
ment pressures are great as is the case on
Assateaque and Chincoteague Islands. Four
also suggested that other secondary barriers
in Chesapeake Bay might qualify for addition
to the CBRS, particularly Mills Island and
Morris Island. Both Mills and Morris
Islands, however, are marsh islands; they are
not secondary barviers. Neither has linear
beach features por protects landward aquatic
habitats. To the best of DOI's knowledge,
all qualified undeveloped secondary barriers
are recommended for addition to the CBRS. MNo
comments were received on individual proposed
CBRS units in Maryland.

SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COASTAL BARRIERS IN MARYLAND

Shore- Fast-
Unit Tine Total Tand
1D a ) b Coqgregﬁ. Lgngth Area Area e
Code Unit Name County Dist. {miles) {acres) {acres) Recommendation
MD-02 Fair Island Somerset 1 .8 184 33 Add to CBRS
MD~03 Sound Shore Somersel 1 2.2 1,047 99 Add to CBRS
MD-06 Joes Cove Somerset 1 1.0 92 Zb Add to CBRS
MD~11 Little Deal Somerset 1 1.4 701 209 Add to CBRS
Istand
MD-12 Deal Island Somerset 1 6.9 254 105 Add to CBRS
Mo~ 14 Franks Island Somerset 1 0.7 339 88 Add to CBRS
MD-15 Loné Point Somerset i 6.5 23 15 Add to CBRS
MD-16 Stump Point Wicomico 1 1.8 925 104 Add to CBRS
MD-19 Holland Island Dorchester 1 1.6 527 101 Add to CBRS
MD-20 Jenny Island Dorchester 1 0.9 68 306 Add to CBRS
Mp-22 tHooper Neck Borchester 1 8.6 &8 25 Add to CBRS
MD~-24 Covay Cresk Dorchestery 1 0.5 51 19 Add te CBRS
MD-25 Castle Haven Dorchester 1 0.6 34 9 Add to CBRS
Point
MD~-26 Boone Creek Talbot 1 0.3 131 3 Add to CBRS
Mb-27 Benon Point Talbot 1 0.6 49 O Add to CBRS
MD-28 Lowes Point Taibot 1 0.9 110 17 Add to CBRS
MD~29 Rich Neck Talbet 1 2.0 6538 358 Add to CBRS
MD-30 Kent Point Queen Annes 1 0.3 40 8 Add to CBRS
MD-32 Stevensville fjueen Annes 1 0.8 71 18 Add to LBRS
MD~33 Wesley Church Jueen Annes 1 0.3 21 7 Add to CBRS
MD-35 Wilson Pond Kent 1 0.3 47 5 Add to CBRS
Mb~38 Cove Point Calvert 1 1.3 150 14 Add to CBRS
Marsh
MD-39 Drum Point Calvert i 0.6 49 24 Add to CBRS

{continued)




SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS FOR COASTAL BARRIERS IN MARYLAND (CONCLUDED)

Shore- Fast~
Unit line Total Tand
ID a b Congregs. Length Area Area e
Code Unit Name County Dist. (miles) (acres) (acres)  Recommendation
MD-40A  Lewis Creek St. Marys 1 8.2 45 2 Add to CBRS
MD-41 Green Holly St. Marys 1 0.5 81 15 Add to CBRS
Pond
MD-44 St. Clarence St. Marys 1 1.0 175 28 Add to CBRS
Creek
MD-45 Deep Point St. Marys 1 0.6 82 19 Add to CBRS
MD-46 Point Look-in 5t. Marys i 0.3 26 7 Add to CBRS
MD-47 Cornfield Harbor St. Marys 1 0.4 79 4 Add to CBRS
MD-49 Biscoe Creek S5t. Marys 1 6.3 40 3 Add to CBRS
MD-50 Chicken Cock 5t. Marys 1 0.5 51 19 Add to CBRS
Creek
MD-51 Piney Point 5t. Marys 1 6.8 275 56 Add to CBRS
Creek
MD-52 McKay Cove 5t. Marys 1 0.6 260 26 Add toc CBRS
MD-53 Blake Creek St. Marys 1 0.4 42 11 Add to CBRS
MD~-54 Belvedere Creek  St. Marys 1 0.5 144 32 Add to CBRS
MD-56 St. Catherine St. Marys 1 1.0 204 54 Add to CBRS
Istand
Total - CBRS as Recommended 28.0 7,163 1,605

AUNIT ID CODE - State initials (MD) plus a number identify each proposed unit.

bUNIT NAME - A provisional name based on a prominent local feature.

CCONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT - U.S. Congressional District in which unit is located.

dFASTLAND AREA - This acreage is a rough estimate of the portion of the total area that is
above the mean high tide line (i.e., the non-wetland area). It is a very general
representation of the potentially developable land.

“RECOMMENDATION - A brief explanation of the Department's recommendations to Congress. For
more detailed explanations, see the following section. Abbreviations: FWS = Fish and
Wildlife Service, NPS = National Park Service, CBRS = Coastal Barrier Resources System.




STATE COMMENT LETTER

1277

NATU
Marylund Depariment of Natursl Resources

Tawses Stare Office Huilding
warHO Annapolis, Maryland 23401 Sevretars

doha R Griffin
Pepure Sevresary

William [onald Schaefer Torrey €. Brown, M.D3
Gawrn

May 28, 1987

Mr. Frank MoGilvrey

Coastal Barrier Coordinator
Coastal Barrier Study Group
National Park Service

U.8. Department of the Interior
2.0, Box 37127

wWashington, 2.0, Z0013-7127

Dear Mr. McGilvrey:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the draft recomwmendations to
Congress on proposed modifications to the Coastal Baryiers Resouwrce Act ([CBRA)
and propesed additions to the Coastal Barriers Resource System [CBRS),

The purpose of this letter is to express the State of Maryland's suppart
for the changes to the UBRA to include the following areas in the CBRS:

1. undeweloped, urprotectsd coastal barriers in the Florida Keys, Puarto Rico,
and the Virgin Islands,

2. sssociated agustic habitats to coastal barriers as part of the CBRS,

3, secondary barriers such as those found in the Chesapeake Bay as part of the
systes in the CBRS, and

4, privately-owned property withis "otherwise protected lamds" to be included
by reference in the CBRS as well as ¢vastal barrierd held for cwnservation
purposes if they are ewer proposed for sale for development purposes that
are inconsistent with the conservation purposes of the hot.

In particulsr, the arsas proposed for inclugion within the State of
Maryland under category (3) abowe are consistent with the recommndations made
by the State of Maryland in 1985 as proposed inclusions jnto the CBRS,

The State of Maryland also supports the proposed modifications to CBRA and
the procedures for its implementation to ensure that federally funded or
undertaken activities are consistent with the purposes of CBHA; namely, that (1)
foderal funding for a facility located outside a CBRS unit 0 support

le
Teiephone: {303) 974-3841
DNR TTY for the Deaf: 301-974-1683

Mr., Frank MeGilvrey
5/28/87
Page Two

development on a CBRS wnit is restricted by CBRS; (2) deletion of Section 6(a} 3
which refers to essential links; {J) addition of the following phrase in Section
6(n} (2) after the word “improvement,™ ™which shall be performed in a manner
consistent with the purposes of this Acti" {4) the undertaking of & joink study
by D01, £OD, FEMA and NOAA to develop altermative guidelines for making
decisions regarding redevelopment of coastal barriers after major storms or
hurricanes,

Sinoerely,

/f:w-]/’-’/w

Torrey . Brown, M.D.

TCB/EB /e




OTHER GENERAL COMMENT LETTERS CONCERNING MARYLAND

7619

DEPARTMENT OF STATE PLANMNNG

30t W, PRESTON STREET
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND 21201 2389

WiLLiAM DONALD SCHAEFER COMNSTANCE LIEDER
GOVERNOR BECRTTARY

August 24, 187

{oastal Barriers Study Group
National Park Service

U, 5. Departwent of Intevior
F. 0. Box 37127

Washingten, D, €. 20013

BUBJECT: REVILW AND RECOMMENDATION

State ldenctification Number: MBB70420-0272
Applicant: Departmeat of Interior
bescription: Coastal Barvier Resources System
location: Western and Eastern $hore - CBCA
Approving Authority: DOI

Recommendation: Endorsement Subjert to Comments
Dear Sir/Madam:

ir accordance with Presidential Executive Ovder 12372 and Code of Maryland Regu~
lations 16.82.03, the Siate Clearinghouse has coordianted the intergovertmental
review of the referenced subject, As a resvlt of the review, it has been deter~
mined that the subject is generally consistent with Maryiand's plans, programs
and objectives ss of this dare. The Stste process recommendation is endorsement.

All directly affected State and local public officials were provided notice of
the subject. Review comments weve requested from the followimg local jurisdic-
tions and regional and State agencies,

Lalyert County, Dorchester County, Xent County, Queen Amne’s County, St. Mary's
Lounty, Somerset County, Talbot County, Worcester County, Iri-County Goupcil for
Southern Maryland, University of Marylsnd Institute for Environmeuts]l and
Estuarine Studies, Department of Apricuiture, Department of Housing and Commupity
Development including the Maryland Historical Trest, Department of the Environment
Depatrtment of Natural Resources inciudimg the (ogstal Zone Resources Divigion,
Department of Tramsportarion and the Deaprtment of State Flanning

The following specific comments ere provided for your consideration:

TELEPHONE: 301 2254450
TTY dor Deaf. 301 - 36- 7855
OFRICE OF STATE CLEARINGHOUSE

Coastal Barviers Study Group
Pape 2
August 24, 1987

In accordance with 16 U.3.C. 1436, Section 307{c){l} and (2}, the Dapartment of
Matural Resources' Tldewstsy Adwinistration has determined that the subject is
located within the coastal zone and is not inconsistent with the Maryiand Coastal
Zone Managewent Progvaw. The Departwent noted (copy attached) that the State of
¥aryland also supperts the proposed modification to CBRA and the procedures for
irs implementation to ensure that federally funded or undertaken activivies are
copslstent with the purposes of CBRA, pamely, that {1} feders) funding for a
facility located outside a CBKS umit to support developwent on g CBRS unit is
restricted by CBRS; (2) deletion of Section 6 {(a) 3 whick vefers to essential
tinks; {3} addition of the following phrase in Section 6 (a) {2} after the word
Mimprovement,” "which shwll be performed in a2 punper consistent with the purposes
of this Act;” (4} the undertaking of & folnt study by DO, DOD, FEMA and NORA to
develop alternative guidelines for making decisions regarding redevelopment of
cuastal barriers after major storws or hurricanes.

The Srate Ristoric Preservation Qfficer has determined that the subject will nol
affect the known archeclogical or historic regources., This "determinustion of uo
effect™ evidences that the reguirements of Section 10& of the Narional Historic
Preservation Act ond the fedeval advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s rego-
lations (36 CFR Part 800} have besn met for the gubject. This letter is evidence
of compliance with federal and State historvic preservation review reguirements.

The Department of State Planming noted that the repory indicsted aress that are

in the initis} planning aves of the {hesapeake Bay Critical Ares Protection Program.
As plans are forwulated, censiderstion should be given to the effects of the sub-
Jecs on the geals of the Bay Pregram, in particulsr amy impacis the subject may
have on water qualiiy.

This Jetter with attachment constitutes the State process recommendarion, The
Departwent of Interior is requived to make efforis to acoowodate this recommenda-
tion, An indication as to the consideration your spency has given to the recommen-
dation is requested. The State Clearinghouse must be informed if the recommendation
cannot be sccommodatsd. The Clearinghouse recomsendation is valid for a period of
three years from the date of this levter. 17 the spproving authority has not made
a decision regarding the subject within that time period, information should be
submitted to the Clesringhouse requesting 2 review update.

He appreciate your srtention to the Intergovermmental review process and louk
forward to continued cooperstion.

Si.ncera}y,

=t Guy
Dire ut, ﬂaryissnd State Clearinghouse

for In ergowrﬂmentai Assistance

SWH:S8:ec)
Attachment

PR

. Ddrectozr Pare: 3‘/’/{//9 7

“Haryland State Clearvinghouse

for Intergovernmental Assistance
301 West Frestos §Sireet
Baltimore, WD £1201-2363

BUBJECYT: REVIEW COMMENT AND RECOMMENDATION
State application fdentifiev: MDETDL20~D272

Appllcant:  peperiment of Interior

Bescription:  (Coastal Rarrier Resources System

Responses must be returned to the State Clearinghouse om ar before mm'j:"_‘l 18, 1387
Based on & review of the notificsticn infermatien provided, we have determined that:
Lheck One:

1} It is censisteat with out plans, progrems, and objsctives. For thosae agencies
which ave responsible for making determinations sndar the follewing federal
consistency requirements, plesse theck the appropriate respoase:

It has been determined that the subject has "no effect™ on any known
archeolvgical or historic resourees and that rhe requiremenis of
Saction 306 of the Natlonal Historic Preservation Ack and 36 GFR 800
have bean met for the subjecr.

I It has been detevmined that the requirements of Maryland Coastal Zone
Management Program have been mel for the subjecr in accordance with
16 USC 1456, Section 307(c)(l) and {2).

2} 1t is generally consistent with our plans, programs, and chlectives, bui the
qualifying comment below is submitted for consideration, -

3) It raises problems concerning compatibfility with our plans, programs, oc
sbjectives, or it may duplicate existing program activities, as ivdicated
in the comment below. 1 a meeting with the applleant is requested, please
¢check here

4) Addirional information is required to complete the review, The informetion
needed is identified beiow. Jf &n extenslon of the review period is requested,
please check here -

5) It does nat requicre Our Comments.

CONMENTS ; ms,f Lo (/‘ it af Aug];g,uf-} _!J’»./vj'ﬁ r(,u._fﬁf ;
"é\ ?\le_, o mwﬁw S‘J.-\A{')x _5:.\,,‘/‘,“ (

{Additional commencs may be placed on the back or en separate sheets of PﬂPb

Signature.p\g'f&w
sae: DR Tl qiﬂﬂ. e

\Ql
Organizasion: f<}lA)l0

T
..‘

orcestey Enbivonmental Trust

A COURTY COBMITIER OF Trl MARVLAPIL ENSRCIREENT A, YRLST

Y OECE R 39
oo i

¥ay 1, 1987

Gohstal Bavrlers Study Group

Hational Parvk Bervies

U, 5, Departmeni of the Interior He:r Report to Congress: Uoastal
P 0. Box 37127 Barrisr Resourves Sysiea
Washington, D. C. 200137127

Gentlement

The Worcestey Envirenmental Trust supports the recommendations of the Ueparg~
ment of the Intericr Study Group for the Coastal Barrier Rescurce System. In
addition we urge the inclusion of aweas adjacent to the Great lakes and

Pacifin evasts as well as siiltary and Doast Guard sites shich were deleted
from the orlginel recommendaiions. We also pecommend that additional segond-
ary barriers be included., They asre Tound in coustal bays, useally benind majior
barrier isiands. Two such areas In haryland sve Mills Island and Tizzard Is-
iard in Chincoteague Bay., Other undeveloped arpeas along the mainland side of
Chincoteague Bay ant other coastal bays behind barriers should be consldered
for future deslgnatlon.

Reparding the "Ctherwize Protected” coastal barriers, we concur in general with
the stuly group's recommendations vepardiag toe provision of access for visltors
and maintensnce of wildlife yefuges. A problet conterning an "Otherwise Pro-
tected” area has developed on Asseisacus Island.  Certszin engineers are recone
mending the hardening of ihe north end of Assateague, which has & rapld rate of
evoslon due 4o the Ocean Cliy Jetties. This work would be 2 costly and ongoling
project, wlih a price tag of neariy 100 millien dollars amd perhaps a 2-million
dollzyr per year meintenance copt, de Teel thiz [lles in ihe face of the lnient
of the act. We oppose ine spending of Federal funis for sach & purpose.

Host people living in coastal areas are unaware of the impaci of rising sea level
and resultant eroslion. Thersfore, we ses these recommsndations &s winlulzing
iloss of human 1ife and property and reducing wasteful Federal expenditures. In
addition, they will result in the protection of wiluable wildlife habitat.

Sincerely yours,
o Al S
} . THd d e
e Pt

I1ia J. Fehrer
Gnzirman

ser The Hon. Wiilian Bonald Schasfer, Governor of Maryland
ot The Hop, Paul 5. Sarbanes

cet The Hon. Barbara A. Mikulszi

cer The Hon, Hoy Dyson

Emvironment. the Trust - Man, the Troster




Worrester Enbironmental Trust
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June L1, 1957

Coastal Barrlers Study lroup

National Park Service

Y. B, Department of the Interlor Re: Heport to Congress: Jopsial
P, G, Box 3IP127 Sarrier Resources System
Washington, D. €, 20003-7127

Gentlenent
Please refor to our letter datsd may 1, 1587, concerning trne above,

After furiher reviewing the dets
mendations for Maryland, we wi

led Loastzl sarrier Resource asyster reconme
1o make the foliowing addi<ionsl corzeniss

1, Areas such as #D-09, .D-i2, «D-1%, MU-28, MI-2G ang #AD-15, w
were deleted from comsideration after tiw 1555 public nea
should e reinstated to discourage further developmeni
segquent loss of texpayer's momer for flood insurance and other
Federal subsidles.

2, wWe feel that the proposel recommendations snould be broadenet Lo

include more land around the Cresapeake Bay, The 24 miles of shore-

line designated in your inventory is a plitance considering the
hundreds of miies of bay Frontage. The military should be dis-
egurared from piaclny permanent structures on its land.

3, Marylend's coasial enbaymenis (Chincotesgue, Isle ol aight, Assa-
womar, etc.) conialn areas which would comply with the criteria.
These areas should also be studled for sites to be included in the
system,

4, Hore public educatlon is needed to publicize the benefits of the

Coastal Barrier Resource Act. This act is Amportant to every indi-

vidual taxpayer as well as potentlal residents of upstable flood
prone areas.

Flease inforn us of your final designations and of future studies in the
coastal bays. Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

U 2 Hedoiens

Tlie J. Fehrer

CONSERVATION FEDERATION
OF MARYLAND

June 20, 1987

¥r. Frank Mo Gllivrey

Ceastal Barrier Coordirnator
Coastal Barrier Study Group
Hetlonal Park Bervice

U.5., Department of the Interior
P.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Mr. Mcbilvrey:

We have had the opportunity to revies the drafi recommendations on proposed
modifications of the Coastal Baxrier Rescurce Act {CBRA) and the proposed
sdditions to the Comsial Barrier Rescurce System (CBRS).

The Conservation Federation of Maryland weuwld 1ike 1o state our suppert
of these proposals.

We are plessed to see the inclusion of the secopdary ®arriers found in the
Chesapeake Bay as part of the (BRS becanse we feel this is consistent with
Maryland efforts to proteci the natural resocurces of the Chesapeaks.

The proposed recommendation that "all aguatic habitats assoclated with
existing CERS uniis be added to CHAS", sie zlso ses as & vital Jink in the
protection of fish apd wildlife if the conservallion gedals of the CBRA are to
be achieved.

tur recommendation for strong suppori of the proposed additions and modifications
wiil be made to appromriste officials and representatives at staie and federsl
levels.

Thank you for the opportunity ioc make these comments.

Sincerely,

s 29

Yvonne E. Gliguere

Chalrman Director
Envirorement, the Truss - Man. the Trastee PO BOX 15336 CHEVY CHASE, MD 20815
President Vicr President
Mrs. fudith Cait Johnzon A. Biakeman Eurty
016 Ficeadilly Rood 2112 Giasgos Koo
Tr.omom, Maeylund 2130+ Adexandria, Vietixia 32307
367-820-435G ML 18512058
Committee te Preserve Assatesgoe Idand, Ine.
May 27, 1987 2
japsed shorelines and very destrottive storsm damage ofcur. We

Cpastal Barviere Study Group,
U.6. Department pf the Interior,
MNatipnal Park Service-49B.

F. 0. Bex 32187,

Washingten, 0. €. 20013-7127

Gent leaen:

The Boarg of the Committes to Freserve Assateague Island en-
thusiastically supporis the proposed  addition of 1,010,888 new

acres inte the Coastal Barrier Resources System,

Thne desigratesd areas are important, but they oo not go far

enough .

Two partigular islands should be included: ™Mills Island, in
Maryland, and Morris Island im Virginia, bett of which are in

Chincotrague Bay. They are threatengd by fHevelopment bul

lack

of water, sanitary facilities and thelr positiecn in the Tlooo-
plain have prevented this to date. Actually. the U.S. Fish &

WijalifTe Servige would like to acquire HMorris Islang  to be

sart

of Chincoteague National Wildiife Hefuge., and The Nature Conser-
vanty &r the State of Marylangd woult Be interested in acguaring

Mills Island. They are mugh too subject to flooding, which

will

increate with sea level rise, to Mmake any type ol development

sensible.

In additions, I still think Rien Neck should pe included--
the area north of the development, which perhaps would be better
known as Tilghman Foint. That FPoint shpuld not be developed and

can only he reathed by a8 very narrow strip of land.

Marylang’s Loastal Resources Divisipn gave me & £opy of the

maps. My only toncern is that it lopks as though a great
more water than land is being inclutied, ang I woulo like an
plaration of this, I think it is important o include

deal
2x-
Tandg

areas in the Chesapeake Bay ant Long Island Sound. Fhe proposed

areas im the Filorida Keys are also important.

Enclosed is a newsletier 1 pave just sent out regarding the
horth end of Assateague Island. The proposal of  Assateague Is-
land Mational Seashore to spend from %16 to $91 million to stop
the erosion &t the north end, plus an additional $&6 million an

anrmual replenishment makes np sEnse at all. This is a good

FRand

ditatior that National Seashores should be included in the

Coastal Barrier Resources Systes.

1f zoral arpas and sections of Puerto Rico ang the U.5.

Vir=

gin lglands can be included. then certainly the Great Lakes and
Pacifit Coast shouldg not be deleted. There are many imporiant
ar@as in  those twp sections of the fpuntry where fleoding, col-

wrge you to re-consider these shorelines.

We see no justifitation ar vreason for geleting Federal rpads
From the Coastal Harrier Rescurces System, Federal roatls should
oe located ocutside these high-hazard areas! We alse feel mili-
tary and Coast Guarg lands should not be excluded.

We greatly appreciate the opportunity to  comment  on your
proposals and the Lpastal Barrier Resources System has the full
support ptf our Hoard.

Sincarely,

TR T

Judiin €, Johnson,
Pregident
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Watking i the Nature ot Temosow [m:‘:':}

NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION

1412 Sixteenth Streei. MW Washengton, D00 20036-22660 (200 7976600

Toastal Barriers Btudy Group
Departwent o7 the Interior
Hational Park Service

P.C. Box 27127

Washington, D.C. 2G013-7127

RE: Comments on the Coastal Barrier Reseurcss Act--Section 10 Draft
Report o Copngress. 52 Pederal Beglsier 9618-961%

Dear Bir or Madam:

The NMational ®Wildiife Fedsration, the Watural Resources Defense
Couneil, the Coast Alliance, and the Oceanic Soviety are wriving in
respense to the Depariment of the interier s Federsl Reglster Wotlice
of March 23, 1987 golicitng comments on {he Drafi Repori to
Congsessi. . boantal Barrier Resouicey Sypiem--Erecutive Summary.

tar organizerions nave a fongtiwe interest in the conservation
ot coastsl parriers. The Natural Besources Defense Councll was the
tounding organization of the Barrier Islands Coalitiem in 1378
Likewise, the National Wildlife Federatlion, the foast Alliance, and
the Deeanic Socievy became members of that cealitlon in %79 te help
sReK protection of cosstsl barriers.

Our orgeanizations have led wifortd to pase leginlation which
would consarve the natural resourcss of coastal barriers--first, the
fivod insurance prohibition im the Omnibus Reconcijistion Act in
1981 and then, the Pederal financial prohibition in the Coastal
Sarrier Resourcves Aet (CBRA) in 1982, We vonvinue to suppesrt the
goals of CBRA and wxpabsion of the Coastal Barrier Resources Systen
(OBRB) throughout the United State and lus territories. The fedaral
goweznmant ohould not be subsidizing development in hazardous areas
ghich destroys productive cosetsl ascosyatewms, #andangecrs Lhe liven
and properties of shoreline residents, apd costs federal Taxpayers
uii}igna of Gollars each vear is flood issurance claims and disaster
celief,

The need for s expapded Cosstal Barrier Resources System in
which federal development pubsidiss are prohibited ia becoming
inceeasingly eritical in light of the projscted riue in ses levelp
due to giobal warming. AS water lovels rise, so will the costs of
protecting exiscing structures, ths damages from erosion and
flooding., and the risk to humsn life and property. Unfortnamately.
however, development in these unatable coastal aress spntinues to
grow &t & frightening pace. wWe fesl sirongly, therefors, that it is
wEsentiai that the Deparimest recommend maximum expansion of the
System to include the eilgible areas on al) of America’s easts

pefore these Bites are irrewocably vommitted to developmant. An
appendiz of specitic comsents on additions Lo and geletions from the
Systew follow onr geneisl CORRERUS.

PROPOSED BECOMMRNDNIIONS FOR AUDITIONS 10
O DRELETIONS FRONM THE CBRS

We puppori the Department’'e recommendation Lo e¥pand vhe
deTinttion of a “"coeustsel barrier te incinde landforme which
rumotion a9 coastal barriers in protectlng the mainland and adjacent
aguatic habitate. even if thay are nol compossd of unconsolidated
safiments as are barriers io the traditiopal Jefinition. uUse of
this expandsd Sefinition in delinsating CBES units in conslatent
with the conssrvation geals of CBRA and wouid allow for the
inclusion of such new gaologicsl formutions as spdaveloped beach
rotk, vemsnted dunes. fringiog mangrowes and associated cors) reefs,
cheniers, discontipucus outcrops of bedrsck, and osrse glaclal
deposits. Since thess aress serve the same fanctlon as coastal
narriers and aie as vulpnerable g developmeni PIrogsnre, Bses Tevel
slen, and storm damage 4% traditionally-defined coastal berriers, it
i appropriats that they also be protected within the System.

#. Geographie Bcope

We commend the Department on the excsilent job of ipventorying
potentiel units and recommending additions to the Sysiem, and are
very plessed with ite recommondations to sxpand the area ot the
Systew by 1233 on the srisntic and Guif coaets. He alss sivongly
Bupport the Department's rseommendstioh to include, for The Tirst
vime. Lhe undeveloped ooastal barriecs of the Piorlds Heys, Puerts
Rico snd the U.B. Virgin islends. As thess areas’ al) boast vaiuable
and unigue mavirommental resourcss and, at the same time, ave
gukject to intense davelopment prepsurae, proteetion of their
wadeveloped bartiers withie the Systen ip wssential.

We beliuve the Department has srred, however. lao deciding nol o
regomsend the isclusion of Great Lekes and Pavific comstal barviers
withis the fystem. The barchers of these cousts, like thogs
protested in che System along tha Briantic and Quif cossts. are
wrimerily somposed of unconsolidated sedimentary materisls, provide
protection te the mainland and adiacent cosstal werlands, and are
vulnerahle o srosion, water level rise, flooding, and storm
gamags. Inclusion of the Grest Lakss and Pacific coasts would be
sopslotsnt with the A0t's gekl of pravanting the destructich of
fragile cosstal woosyRises. &% well as (he iatsrive'e proposed
erpandsd dufinltlon of ¢ “cosstal hargler® o inelude jandforma that
funetion &8 ooastal barriwge, I¥ landforms as diffezent LXrom B
tragitionaily-datined Atlentic or Gulf coastal bazvier as & coral
ren? iy e be incivded withim the Bysten, then the miner geological
Gitfuranter beiwesen thy voastal bergiers of the Grest Lakes or
Paritic vossts a5 thowe of ke Atlentic or Gulf eossts should not
be an ebstacie to imcluding thy Grest Lakes and Peecilic coasts
withia the Systes.

APPENDIX

COMMENTS ON SPECIFIC COASTAL SARRIER AREAS

The National Wildlife Federation, the Hatural Rescurces Defensze
Council, the Coast Alliance, and the Oceanic Bociety eéndorse the
inclusion of all undeveloped coastal barriers idencified by the
pepartment of Interior in the March 1%8% inventory, as well as some
additional areas mentioned below, Following ate our Commentsd on
some of the specific areas.

waryland

We are very pleased that the Department is fecommending the
inelusion of 6,287 acres of Maryiand's cosst. The Chesapeake Bay is
one the Atlantic coasts greatest rreasures, yet the pollution and
wabivat desktruction from overdevelopment along the bay has seriously
threatened the foture of her once rich and abundant natural
rescurces, including Maryland's valuable klue orab, clam and oystey
industries. Inclusion of the undeveloped areas along the bay will
discourage development, thereby helping to restore the Chesapeake
Bay to its former glory. In sddition to the Pepartment’s
revommendations, other areas that we feel deserve CBRS designation
are:

1, ¥ills Island located in Chincotegague Bay. This area is boo
vuinarable to Flooding to make it & sound prospect for development.

2. The many state protected lands along Maryland's eastevn shore,
especially in Somgrset County.

3. The back bays of Maryland's Atlantic barrier islands, Isle of
Wight, ABsawoman Bay, Sinepuxent Bay, apd Chincoteague Bay, These
areas are very vulnerable to evosion and flooding and consist
primariiy of floodplaing unsuiteble for development, yer they are
all under tremendous devaelopment pressure.

4, Rich Neck--the areaz north of the developwent (alsoc known asg
Tilghman Point). This Point can be reached only by & very narrow
strip of land and is also too unstable for development .

MD-01 Assatesgue--This unit iz suffering from intense erosion
problems, Proposals to spend millions of dollars on beach
renourishment will serve only to increase ercosion and lead to future
costly expenditures for even larger beath rencurishment projects.
The federal government should not be subsidizing projects such
projects as this, especially when the primary peneficiaties are
wainlangd floodplain developers. Another example of wasteful federal
expenditure in this "otherwise protected” area is tne 486,000
reconstruction of the road along the duneg which lasted only three
months before it washed out again.

{M!di

Potormas Chapler 1028 Old Bay Fidge Road  Annapolis. MD 27403
June 27, 1587

The Coastal Barviers Study Group
Departeent of the Interior
National Park Service

P. 0. Box 37127

Washington DO ZO015.73217

Dear Peopls!

These comments are coming to you beyvond the Juns 23, 1987 deadline
ag I just received a copy of the Draft Report te Congress on the
Coastal Barrier Rescurce System on June 5, 13987, Plesse add these
comments, along with my comments of September 19, 19835, to your
final reports. Thess comments are submitted on behalf of the Potomac
Chapter, whieh has over 11,000 members in Maryland, Beléware and DC.

We support expansion of the CERS az ouilins in the Draft, and commend
the inciusion of coral reefs. mangroves and chenjers. We sirongly
urge incivsion of the Sreat Lakes, Paclfie Cosst, Alaska, Hawali and
American Samoa. Their inclusion would be consistent with the ex-
pansion of the definition of “"ceastzl pdarvier” proposed in the Draft.

We support the proposed inclusion of Puerto Rice. the U8 Virgin
Islands, New Jersey and secondary coasta) barriers in large embayments.
especially the &,787 acres of Maryland's Chesapgake Bay. We orge you
to inciude in the System Vero Beach, the Florida Xeys and Boca Chice
and Bolivar Peninsula in Texas.

He support the Department’s recompmendation of the inciusion of private
inholdings in already protected arsas.

We Are tn support of the inclusion of all sssooiszted agquatic habitats
as this is consistent with the goals of Lhe CBRA.

Deletion within sh existing unit for development that occurred after the
October 'H2 designations {such as that in Mobils Point Alpbawa) seems

£0 he a dangerous precsdent. This gives incentive for further develop-
went, and we are strongly opposed to it.

We are cppossd to deletion of Cpast Guard and Miiitary lands.
We again stress our original reguest of %/19/85 thai the system be
expanded to inciude those areas already protected, such as parks,
national seashores, sanctuaries, eote. $0 protect them frowm any furure
development.
Thank you.

Sially mg
E%?&&AL&éﬁ%&& -
JdEn Wiliey, Chairman

Conservation Commities

ret ¥D Congressional Belegation
Governor Shasfer




THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY

BALTIMORE MARYLAND 21218

DEPARTMENT OF BIOLOGY May 28, 1487

coastal Barriers Study Group
1S Department of Intexior
Kationel Park Service - 498
PO Box 2127

wanhington, DC 20013-7127

DeaT Members of the Coeetal Barriecs Stsdy Group:

This {# to heartily endorse your announced propoasl to add 1,010,646
mcres £o the exlsting Coastsl Barrier Rescurces Sysiem, I Am very
pleased to see added in the recommerdations some critical aress in
the Virgin Talande and Puerts Rico; T find 1t enigmatic, however, to
find absent areas slong the Great fekes and the Pacific ccaet. In
additfon, exclusion of wilitery and Coast Guard iende is particulariy
disturbing becaune some ovuy best preserved regions are secupied by
these imstallatfons. 1f prudently selected, sddition of some of these
lande would seem in no way to hinder their uses for their primary
intended purposes.

It sum, please search out from your initial draft report some
additional vecommendatiens and add these to your final proposel wue
if one can atretch frow the Floride Reys to the rocky coasts of Maine,
one can certsin accept srreiches of the Great Lakes snd strips of the
pacific coast!

it's & very good job thar many, many blologists 1ike wyself welcowe,

1t'e a bold job, bur we'd like to see 1t carried one step further st
this very opportune time,

Sincersly yours,

Sl et
PHIEp E, Hariman

william D. Gi11 Professor in Biology
(for purposes of ldentificationy

1604 Ralworth Koad
Baltimore, Mp 21218

Mark E. Woodyuff
2838 Huntingdon Ave.
Baltimore, MD 21231

Coastal Barriers Study Group May 31, 1987
U.5. bepaztment ¢f the Interiox

Rational Park Service-498

p.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 20013-7127

Dear Sirs;

1 am wrinting to urge you to amend your f£inal draft repory to
Congress.

Specifically I am urging you to include 1,018,646 new acres
in the Coastal Barrier Resouzces System, inciuding areas in the
Florida Keys, the Virgin I1siands, Puerto Rice, Haryland, New
Jersey, and large embayments and adiacent aguatic hablitats.

T am also urging the inclusion of the Great Lakes and the

vacific Coast in the system. They have besn under developmental
pressures similar te those found in the regions included in the
system,

1 strongly oppese the deletion of Coast Guard and other
milltary 1ands from the system. fheir impact on the overall
picture is no less than other areas.

Thank you for your attention to this letter. Pisase advise
me of the final report as it relates to these mattexs.

Bincerely yours,

(“’ﬂ’ ?A.J/‘L i {.Jﬂ ﬁ

Mark E. Woodzuff

Mrs. Thomas B. Eastman
112 E. Lake Avenue
Baltimore, Maryland 21212

June 11, 1487

Coastal Barriers Study Group
{U.5. Department of the Interior
P.0. Box 37127

Washington, D.C. 30013~7127

Degar Sirs:

1 am writing in support of the final draft report of the
Comatal Barriers Resource Act with modificatioms. I heartily
endorse the inclusions of new areas such as secondary barriers in
:mbaymenbs, guldelines and language which strengthens the 1982

et.

On the other hand, I oppose those recommendations whiceh
serve Lo substantially weaken the fct. For example, the deletion
of military and Coast Guard lands, Office of Management and
Budget certification, and portions within existing units, I also
oppose the exclusion of the Great j,akes and Pacific Comsts frouw
the 1985 draft.

A5 & resident of Maryland, I am particularly pleased that
the fipal draft purppses bto included areas within the Chesapeake
fay which are ilmportant for wildlife nabitat and thelr buffering
effent on the mainland. 1 am disappointed that a number of areas
on Maryland's Eastern shore, mainly Somerset County, were deleted
from the system, and would urge thelr inclusion.

finally, I would also urge the inclusion of the back Bbays of
Maryland's Atlantic barrier islands, Isle of Wight, Assawoman
Bay, Sinepuxent Bay, and Chincoteague Bay. These areas are under
tremendous development pressure, yet are vulnerable and mostly
floodplaina which should not be developed.

Sincerely yours,

Ajax Eastman

set  Governor Willlam Densld Schaeler
Dr. Torrey Brown, Ssc'y Md. DER
Senator Barbara Mikulski
Senator Paul Sardanes
Congressman Benjamin Cardin

SENATE OF MARYLAND
ANNAPCLIS. MARYLAND 214011561

GERRLD W WINEGRAT s a0
ATATY STHATOR BEMATL DFPICT BULDNG
DORRCT 30 September 24, 1987 ANRARCLIS NASTLANG 21505 1991
ANNE ARIORL COUMTY
BT ITTEBIO IS TY COMMITIEES
The (oastal Barriers Study Group KCONOUN: RHD ERVIRONMENT b, 47 ¢ AR5
Department c¢f the Interior CHEEAMAKE Bir COMMSSION

dptional Park Service
P.O. Box 37:27
Washington, D.C. 20013-7217

Gentliement

Please accept these comments on the Coasta) Barvier Rescurce System
Draft Repert to Congress. My Legislative District includes portions of
the Chesapeake Bay, three major rivers and rumerous tributearies. Thus,
I can appreciate the impertance of the CBRS.

t support expansion of the CBRS to imclude the undeveloped,
unprotected coastal barriers of the Florida feys, Puerto Rico and the

Virgin Islands, I am, houever, concerned about the prospect sf mnot
including areas that are not believed to be currently usder pressure
from development. Case snd point: Assatesgue and Chincoteapue. Bath

sea shore sites are facing dramatic pressures to expand facilities and
velated development to sccommodate human visitovs. To consider these
sreas ss "otherwise protected” is a dangercus precedent and in conflice
with the intent of the CB3S.

Unprotected setondary barriers alse leave bthe associated aguatic
habitats st risk. These sensitive areas are an inseparable partt of the
ecosysten and are also vulnerable to the effects of development.
Certainly the need to protect them with a coassistent federal policy is
parsmount and any federal subsidies for any type of constructios should
be prohibited.

T eppose deletice of any Federal coastal barrier property,
including military and Coast Guard lsnds. Navigation, geouine rational
secwrity and similar activities sare already covered by the legislstion.

Finsily, } wholeheartedly support the Report's recommendation that
secondary barriers be added to the CBRS. As indicated by the March 1987
Drafr, the Chesmpeake Bay would receive protection, including vital
habitats for fish and wildlife.

Thank you for ¢onsidering my comments.

cerely,

Gerald W.

CWW/sy
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USER NOTE: To locate the map(s) of each existing and
proposed CBRS unit in this volume, consult the table on
the following page.

INDEX TO PROPOSED CBRS UNITS IN MARYLAND




MAPS DEPICTING PROPOSED CBRS UNITS

Unit

D USGS Topographic Map
Code Unit Name or Map Composite Page
MD~02 Fair Island Saxis 18
MD-03 Sound Shore Saxis 138
MD-06 Joes Cove Marion 21
MD-11 Little Deal Isiand Terrapin Sand Point 22
MD-12 Deal Island Deal Island 23
MD-14 Franks Island Deal Isiand 23
MD-15 tong Point Deal Island 23
MD~ 16 Stump Point Peal Island 23
MD-198 Holland Island Bloodsworth Island 25
MD~20 Jenny Island Bloodsworth Island 25
MD-22 Hooper Neck Hudson 27
Mi-24 Covey Creek Hudson 27
MD-25 Castle Haven Point Oxford 28
MD-26 Boone Creek Oxford 28
MD-27 Benon Point Oxford 28
MD-28 l.owes Point Claiborne 29
Mb~29% Rich Neck Claiborne 29
MD-30 Kent Point Claiborne 23
MD-32 Stevensvilie Kent Isliand 31
MD-33 wWesley Church Kent Island 31
MD-35 Wilsen Pond Langford Creek 32
MD-38 Cove Point Marsh Cove Point 33
MD-39 Brum Point Solomons Island 34
MD-40A Lewis Creek Solomons Island 34
MD-41 Green Holly Pond Solomons Island 34
MD~-44 $t. Clarence Creek Point Mo Point 35
MD~-45 Deep Point Point Lookout 36
MD-46 Point Look=-in Point Lookout 36
MD~47 Cornfield Harbor Point Lookout 36
MD~49 Biscoe Creek Point Lookout 36

$t. George Island 37
MD-50 Chicken Cock Creek 5t. George Island 37
MD=51 Piney Point Creek Piney Point 38
MD-52 McKay Cove Piney Point 38
MD-53 Blake Creek Piney Point 38
MD-54 Belvedere Creek Pinay Point 38
MD-56 5t. Catherine Island Stratford Hall 40
*Public comment summary and DOI response follows unit map.
MAPS DEPICTING OTHERWISE PROTECTED, MILITARY, AND
COAST GUARD LANDS ON UNDEVELOPED COASTAL BARRIERS*

USGS Topographic Map Coastal Barrier

or Map Composite Status Page
Ocean City Federal, State 13
Berlin Federal 14
Tingles Island Federal, State 15
whittington Point Federal 16
Boxiron Federal 17
Crisfield State 19
Great Fox Island Federal, State 20
Marion State 21
Terrapin Sand Point Federal, State 22
Deal Island State 23
Kedges Straits Federal, State 24
Barren Island State 26
Langford Creek Federal 32
Cove Point Local a3
Solomons Island Military 34
Point Lookout State 36
5t. Clements Island State 39

*These maps are provided for information purposes only. DOI is not recom-
mending the addition of these areas to the CBRS unless they are made
available for development that is inconsistent with the CBRA purposes.
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EXCLUDED

FEDERAL

STATE
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State protected, undeveloped coastal
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only
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by the military; for information
only

Undeveloped coastal barrier owned
by the Coast Guard; for information
only

Maps are arranged in geographic order up the east
side and down the west side of the Chesapeake Bay.
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the Coastal Basrier Resources System. (Section 10 of P.L. 97 - 348.)

Dash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the
Coastal Bagrier Hesourcas System, for relerence purposes only.

Dotted #ines dapict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastal

barrier thiat is “otherwise protected” or a milltary or coast guarg
property.

Base Map s the U5, Geologicat Survey 1:24,000 scale quadrangte.
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Solict linegs depict recommendations for additions 10 or deletions from
the Coastal Barrior Aesources System. {Section 10 of P.L. 97 - 348

fiash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing unils in the
Onastal Barrier Aesources System, for refarence purpesss only.

Dotted lines depict approximate boundarias of an undeveloped coastal
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Bolid fines depict recommendations for additions o or deletions from
the Coastal Barrier Resources System. {Section 18 of P.L. 97 ~ 348)

Dash lines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the
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MD-28 - RICH NECK

State Position: The State of Maryland
supports the CBRS expansion; however, no
position on this particular proposed unit
was expressed.

Other Comments: One Jetter was received
suggesting that Rich Neck is not developed,
as DOI claimed in the 1987 Draft Report, and
it should be added to the CBRS. The Tetter

is reprinted in the General Comment lLetters
section (letter number 676).

Response: The DOI has reexamined the Rich
Neck area and determined that most of the
barrier spit is undeveloped and fully
qualifies for addition to the CBRS.

DOl Recommendation: The DOI recommends that
MD~29 be added to the CBRS.




~ ™
Report to Congress on the Coastal Barrler Resources Sysiem
UBRITED STATES - Solid lines depict recommendations tor additions to or delations from
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR QUADRANGLE the Coastal Barrier Resources System. {Section 10 of P.L. 87 - 3¢8.)
KENT QSLANQ w-—e-w— 3ash lines depict approximate boundarias of existing units in the
R Coastal Barrier Resources System, for reference purposes only.
MARYLAND
e esese  Dotted lines depict approximate boundaries of an undevelopad coastal
" . CALE barsier that s i m it
Mapped, edited and published . o E - | e p?(:;;;;. at s othenwise protected” of a miltary or coast guard
by the Coastal Barriers Study Group i e 3 L e
U8, Departrment of the interior 000 [ 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 Y400 FEET
. bt T
_ Washington, D.C. 20240 1 3 9 1 KILOMETER Hith Base Map is the U.5. Geological Survey 1:24,000 scale quadrangle. )




Heport to Congress on the Coastal Barrier Resources System
Solid nes depict recommendations for additions to or detetions from

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Mapped, adited and published

by the Coastal Barriers Study Group
U.S. Department of the Interior
Washington, D.C, 20240

QUADRANGLE
LANGFORD CREEK
MARYLAND
SCALE
L o 1 MILE
1000 9 1000 2000 3000 4000 5008 6000 700G PEET gh
t 5§ ] 1 KILOMETER e

tha Coastal Basrier Rescurces System. (Saction 10 of P.L. §7 - 348}

Dash fines depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the
Coastai Barrier Resources System, for reference purposes only.

Ootted tines depict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastat
barrier that is “otherwise protected™ or a military or coast guard

flase Map is the LS. Gedlogical Survey 1:24,000 scale quadrangle.

v




Report to Congress on the Coastal Barrier Resources System h
LHMITED STATES - Solid lines depict recommendations for additions to or deletions from
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERION QUADRANGLE

the Coastal Barrier Resources System. {Section 18 of P.L. 87 - 34B.})
COVE POINT

Dash lines depict approximate bounderies of existing units in the

Coastal Barrier Resources System, for reference purposes only.
MARYLAND
saase  Dotted lines depict approximate boundaries of an undeveloped coastat

) - ) SCALE barder that is “'otherwise protectsd” or & military or coast guard
Mappedm, adited anif: pL@bEeshed ] i 5 1 MLE properdy.
by the Coastal Barriors Study Group ey ey AL BT T E
U8, Department of the Intarior WOO 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 8000  TODO FEET ‘*
Washington, D.G. 20240 © L0 -

i & 1] 1 KILOMETER it Base Map is the U8 Qeologival Survey 1:24,000 seale quadrangle. )




UNITED STATES

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Report to Congress on the Coastal Barier Resources System h

QUADRANGLE
MARYLAND
. . SCALE
Mapped, sdited and published 1 12 o 1 MILE
by the Coastal Barriers Study Group B T "
11.5. Department of the interior 1000 1] KK 2000 3000 400 5000 G000 P00 FEET
Washington, D0, 20240 — 5 2 T K!LEMETEJ

axcue

sl

Solid lines dopict recommendations for additions to or deletions from
the Coastat Barder Resources System. {Section 19 of P 97 - 348)

{iash Unes depict approximate boundaries of existing units in the
Coastal Bariar Resources System, 1or reference purposes only.

Dotted tinas depist approximate boundaries of an endeveloped coastal
barrier that is “otherwise protectsd” or a military or coast guarg
property.

Bage Map 13 the U.5. Geological Survey 1:24,000 scale quadrangle.




—
- a%‘é}
% % o

Report to Congress on the Coastal Bawier Resources System

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE HeTERIOR

Mapped, edited and published

by the Coastal Barriers Study Group
U.5. Departmeant of the Interior
Washington, D.C. 20240

QUADRANGLE
POINT NO POINT
MARYLAND
SCALE
limﬂ 2 _ s o] 1 MILE
1000 o] 1000 2000

30004000, 5000 8000 7000 FEET

9

1 KROMETER

soacea

et
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