HowarRD CoUNTY DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND ZONING
3430 Courthouse Drive B  Ellicott City, Maryland 21043 L 410-313-2350

Lynda Eisenberg, Director FAX 410-313-3467

HOWARD COUNTY
AGRICULTURAL PRESERVATION BOARD
February 24, 2025

Staff Report

Owner: John Carroll, Genevieve Carroll and Thomas Carroll
c/o John Carroll
3855 Manor Lane
Ellicott City, MD 21042

Farm Location: Manor Lane
Tax Map 23, Parcel 130; 330 +/- acres

Easement Designation: Howard County easement HO-96-04-EF
Request: Advisory review of the proposed Carroll Commercial Solar Facility
Summary:

John Carroll, Genevieve Carroll and Thomas Carroll are the currents owners of the subject property which was placed in
the Howard County Agricultural Land Preservation Program (ALPP) by Mary Carter Carroll Ziegler, et al. on October 3,
1996. The property transferred to the current owners on September 29, 2008. The current request is for the APB to
provide advisory review of the proposed commercial solar facility (CSF) regarding consistency with the APB Commercial
Solar Facility policy.

Background:

In October 2016, the Howard County Council approved legislation to amend the Zoning Regulations to allow CSFs of up
to 75 acres on properties in the ALPP. Council Bill 59-2016 requires the APB to provide advisory comments for
Conditional Use Petitions for CSFs prior to submission to the County. The APB’s recommendation is based on whether a
proposal meets the following criteria, as set forth in Section 131 of the Howard County Zening Regulations:

1. “The siting of the CSF on the parcel or parcels is an ancillary business which supports the economic viability of
the farm, or
2. The siting of the CSF on the parcel or parcels supports the primary agricultural purpose of the easement

property.”

The APB subsequently developed standards of review in its Commercial Solar Facilities policy to determine if each
proposal meets one or both of the aforementioned criteria. Pursuant to the policy, the Board will apply the following
standards to the CSF Conditional Use Petition criteria:

1. Indetermining if the CSF is ancillary to the primary farming operation, the commercial solar operational area
must be a maximum of 16 acres or 20% of the Property’s size, whichever is less, up to a maximum of 2
megawatts, and the petitioner must provide substantive proof that the CSF use is ancillary to their farming
operation. The commercial solar operational area is defined as the entire area of the CST (including any
equipment, spacing, structures or other uses that support the CSF) and any new roads that must be constructed in
order to access the CSF. Existing roads being used to access the new facility are not included within the
operational area (i.e. existing dirt, gravel, or paved farm lanes).
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a. Per Section 131.N.52 of the Howard County Zoning Regulations, the maximum size of a “Solar Collector
Facility, Commercial Ground Mount” shall be 16 acres or 20%, whichever is less.

b. However, a facility on an Agricultural Preservation Parcel can be increased to a maximum of 34% of the
parcel by the Hearing Authority if the Hearing Authority finds that the use shall not interfere with farming
operations or limit future farming production. The Hearing Authority shall consider the following:

M
a) At least 60% of the acreage outside of the ground-mount solar collector facility area
is viable for a farm operation, inclusive of farm buildings needed for the farm operation;
and
b) The remaining soils capability are more than 50% USDA Classes I-III and more
than 66% USDA Classes I—IV or;

(2) The additional acreage above the allowable 20% for the CSF is unsuitable for farming.

2. In determining if the siting of the CSF supports the primary agricultural purpose of the Property, the portion not
included in the commercial solar operational area must have a soils capability of more than 60% USDA Classes I-
I1T and more than 66% USDA Classes I-IV.

3. In addition, at least one of the following will be required in conjunction with the CSF:

a. Pollinator or native grass habitats;

b. Livestock grazing, such as sheep;

c. Agrivoltaics (i.e. crop production under or directly adjacent to an installation, edible landscape barriers,
tree crops);

d. Other suitable alternatives, as proposed by the applicant.

4. In addition, the petitioner must be an owner operator. In farming, an "owner operator” refers to a person who both
owns the farmland and actively manages its operations, meaning they are responsible for all aspects of running
the farm, including planting crops, raising livestock, and making day-to-day decisions, essentially being both the
landowner and the farmer on their own land; unlike situations where a landowner might lease their land to a
separate operator to run the farm.

Other standards the APB may consider include:

1. If possible, the prescribed landscape buffer should be placed within the 50-foot conditional use setback.
Landscaping should only be required alongside public road frontage, and not along sidelines or the Property’s
interior. When present, existing vegetation should be used as a landscaped buffer (i.e. hedgerows, fencerows,
trees, shrubs, etc.).

2. Placement of the commercial solar operational area will minimize impact on existing environmental features (for
example: Green Infrastructure Network, streams, wetlands, etc.)

3. In general, the commercial solar operational area should maintain the integrity and spirit of the Agricultural Land
Preservation Program and the applicant must demonstrate that they are making a good faith effort regarding the
placement of the CSF, with the least impact on soils, slopes and existing agricultural operations.

Staff Analysis:

This is the first of a two-step APB review process. The preliminary review gives the APB an opportunity to provide
guidance on the placement of the CSF and other details of the project before a solar company invests in developing the
required documents for a conditional use permit. At the preliminary review phase, the petitioner should submit at least
two potential CSF sites, to allow the APB an opportunity to advise on the best placement to minimize negative impacts on
the farming operation.

The current APB Commercial Solar Facilities policy regarding maximum acreage coverage is 16 acres or 20% of the
property’s size, whichever is less. The first-choice CSF location (Option 1 on the staff maps) is 34.47 acres, or just over
10% of the total property size. The second-choice CST location (Option 2 on the staff maps) is 15.45 acres, or just over
4.5% of the total property size. The Option 1 acreage significantly exceeds the APB policy, but the coverage is less than
20% due to the property’s large size. Option 2 is consistent with the APB policy because both the acreage and percent

coverage are {ess than allowed.
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Regarding the soils requirements, for Option 1, approximately 90% of the soils capability of the land not included in the
solar operational area would be USDA Classes I-II and 94% would be USDA Classes I-IV. For Option 2, approximately
91% of the soils capability of the land not included in the solar operational area would be USDA Classes I-III and 95%
would be USDA Classes I-IV. Both options exceed the minimum requirements of the APB policy of 60% Classes I-I1I
and 66% Classes I-TV outside of the CSF and are therefore consistent with the policy. The soils analysis and mapping, as
provided by Bowman Consulting, is attached to this report.

According to Mr, Caroll, the farming operation consists of corn, soybeans, rye, winter wheat and hay, and the installation
of the CSF will not affect the continued ag production. Mr. Carroll is the owner-operator of the property, which is custom-
farmed by Ricky Bauer. According to Mr. Carroll in the attached letter, he and Mr. Bauer carefully chose the proposed
Option 1 location to encompass two areas of the property that are not suitable for farming. One area is the site of the
landfill the owners created over their uncle’s “stump dump” which they inherited and have been reclaiming over the years.
Mr. Carroll states that the CSF is the perfect use for the flatland they have created but cannot yet farm in the stump dump
footprint. The chosen CSF location also contains one of their worst farming fields, plagues with slopes and lots of rocks
exposed by decades of runoff. Mr. Carroll states that he believes that the value this portion of the farm could have as part
of the solar array far outweighs the current farming value. According to Mr. Carroll, the CSF project will include
pollinator friendly and native grass habitats in the array to help reduce runoff and promote pollination. The Carrolls will
review the possibility of using sheep to reduce the amount of mowing, with guidance from CI Renewables.

The APB CSF policy permits up to a maximum of 2 megawatts (MW). According to Bowman Consulting, the CSF is
proposed to be 6 MW, which, due to the size of the parcel, remains an ancillary use of the property related to the principal
use of agriculture. In the last few years, there have been advancements in CSF technology that have rapidly improved the
power production and energy vield per "PV Module". This allows for more power from relatively less land.

As shown on the access map provided by Bowman, for Option 1, the entirety of the access road to the CSF location is
Paul’s Lane. For Option 2, the proposed new access road to the CSF from the existing farm lane is very short.

e o \
s i \
Prepared by: ™~ Date: 9\ I ?/'/Z )’

Joy Levy: Admihistrator
Agricultural Land Preservation Program

Attachments:
Aerial, Soils, Preservation and Slopes Maps
APB Commercial Solar Facilities policy
Letters from the Property Owners, including Schedule T tax form
Soils analysis and mapping from Bowman Consulting/CI Renewables
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Agricultural Land
Preservation Program
Howard County, Maryland

COMMERCIAL SOLAR FACILITIES

AGRICULTURAL PRESERVATION BOARD REVIEW POLICY

The purpose of this policy is to explain the process by which the Agricultural Preservation Board (APB) will
review applications for a commercial solar facility (CSF) on land that is encumbered with a Howard County
Agricultural Land Preservation Program (ALPP) easement (“the Property”). A CSF is a collection of photovoltaic
solar panels that generate electrical power by harnessing radiant light from the sun. This policy was initially
developed pursuant to Council Bill 59-2016 (CB 59-16), which allows a CSF of up to 75 acres in size on ALPP
properties,

The intent of CB 59-16 was to: 1) support Policy 4.12 of Planfloward 2030, which called for the County to
develop an energy plan that prepares for different future energy scenarios, examines options for various kinds of
future energy sustainability, promotes conservation and renewable resources, and sets targets to reduce
greenhouse gases, and 2) to help ensure that Howard County’s farms remain economically viable into the future
through diversification, to the benefit of both farmers and county residents.

CB 59-16 requires the APB to provide advisory review of Conditional Use Petitions for CSFs prior to submission
to the County. The advisory review should determine whether a proposal meets the following criteria, as set forth

in Section 131.N.52 of the Howard County Zoning Regulations (linked here: SECTION 131.0: - Conditional Uses
| Zoning | Howard County, MD | Municode Library):

1. “The siting of the CSF on the parcel or parcels is an ancillary business which supports the economic
viability of the farm, or
2. The siting of the CSF on the parcel or parcels supports the primary agricultural purpose of the easement

property.”

In order to fairly and consistently review CSF proposals, the following policy outlines the APB review process
and lists the standards developed by the APB to be applied during review of a CSF Conditional Use Petition.

Upon submission of a CSF proposal, the ALPP Administrator will prepare a technical analysis and ensure that all
necessary information is available for the APB to review each criterion. The ALPP Administrator will present the
proposal to the APB for consideration.

The APB will apply the following standards of review to the CSF Conditional Use Petition criteria:

1. Indetermining if the CSF is ancillary to the primary farming operation, the commercial solar operational
area must be a maximum of 16 acres or 20% of the Property’s size, whichever is less, up to a maximum
of 2 megawatts, and the petitioner must provide substantive proof that the CSF use is ancillary to their
farming operation. The commercial solar operational area is defined as the entire area of the CSF
(including any equipment, spacing, structures or other uses that support the CSF) and any new roads that
must be constructed in order to access the CSF. Existing roads being used to access the new facility are
not included within the operational area (i.e. existing dirt, gravel, or paved farm lanes).

a. DPer Section 131.N.52 of the Howard County Zoning Regulations, the maximum size of a “Solar
Collector Facility, Commercial Ground Mount” shall be 16 acres or 20%, whichever is less.



b. However, a facility on an Agricultural Preservation Parcel can be increased to a maximum of
34% of the parcel by the Hearing Authority if the Hearing Authority finds that the use shall not
interfere with farming operations or limit future farming production. The Hearing Authority shall
consider the following:

D
a) At least 60% of the acreage outside of the ground-mount solar collector facility
area is viable for a farm operation, inclusive of farm buildings needed for the
farm operation; and
b) The remaining soils capability are more than 50% USDA Classes I—III and
more than 66% USDA Classes IV or;
(2) The additional acreage above the allowable 20% for the CSF is unsuitable for farming.

2. In determining if the siting of the CSF supports the primary agricultural purpose of the Property, the
portion not included in the commercial solar operational arca must have a soils capability of more than
60% USDA Classes I-III and more than 66% USDA Classes I-1V.

3. Inaddition, at least one of the following will be required in conjunction with the CSF:

a. Pollinator or native grass habitats;

b. Livestock grazing, such as sheep;

c. Agrivoltaics (i.e. crop production under or directly adjacent to an installation, edible landscape
barriers, tree crops);

d. Other suitable alternatives, as proposed by the applicant.

4. In addition, the petitioner must be an owner operator. In farming, an "owner operator” refers to a person
who both owns the farmland and actively manages its operations, meaning they are responsible for all
aspects of running the farm, including planting crops, raising livestock, and making day-to-day decisions,
essentially being both the landowner and the farmer on their own land; unlike situations where a
landowner might lease their land to a separate operator to run the farm.

Other standards the ALPB may consider include:

1. If possible, the prescribed landscape buffer should be placed within the 50-foot conditional use setback.
Landscaping should only be required alongside public road frontage, and not along sidelines or the
Property’s interior. When present, existing vegetation should be used as a landscaped buffer (i.e.
hedgerows, fencerows, trees, shrubs, etc.).

2. Placement of the commercial solar operational area will minimize impact on existing environmental
features (for example: Green Infrastructure Network, streams, wetlands, ete.).

3. In general, the commercial solar operational area should maintain the integrity and spirit of the
Agricultural Land Preservation Program and the applicant must demonstrate that they are making a good
faith effort regarding the placement of the CSF, with the least impact on soils, sfopes and existing
agricultural operations.

This Policy is applied exclusively to County agricultural preservation easement properties (ALPP Purchased and
ALPP Dedicated), as set forth in Section 106.1 of the Howard County Zoning Regulations.



Losing this small area would only save our equipment and deny the deer
forage. The last third in the middle does not have the rocks but does
have contentious slopes and does not yield well. We believe the value it
could have as part of the solar array far outweighs the current farming
value,

The rotation of our corn, soybean, wheat, rye and hay will not be
affected by the loss of these fields and CI Renewables understands the
nature of our operation and has been making every effort to work with
us to minimize the impact on our operations and limit disturbance to our
property and forested arcas. We have acquired a large berm of earth over
the years that now will be applied to grading operations that will
mitigate the runoff issue on the slopey hills while providing a good
surface for placing the pancls properly. It is also my understanding that
they will be using pollinator friendly and native grasses in the array to
further reduce runoff and promote pollination -an activity we pursue on
other parts of the farm through mini-meadows, We will review the
possibility of using sheep to reduce the amount of mowing but will need
some guidance in this area that Cl is prepared to provide.

Overall, we see this project as a very positive thing for the County and
the Planet and feel it continues the work you have done for so many
decades in supporting farming and the forward-looking partnership of
farmer and farms. We hope you agree with this and will assist CI
Renewables in any way you can.

Best,

7 " . | f_,__.,./
‘ I?‘}H c_/:r-: __,,»-Z’,:f
n



John L. Carroll Jr
Vineyard Farms
3855 Manor Lane
Ellicott City
MD 21042
Dear Joy, 12/10/2024

I am writing on behalf of my brother and sister, as well as myself. All of
us are firmly in support of the Commercial Solar Facility Application for
the project on our preserved farm. The project has been submitted by CI

Renewables and their engineering team Bowman.

Natalie, her sisters and my family all feel solar is the way of the
future. Natalie was the first to get panels for her new house and we
followed suit. Our house uses only geothermal heat and air and was built
with every amenity to avoid a fossil fuel dependency. We are thrilled
with the opportunity to provide clean energy to such a worthy partner as
the Univ of Md, whom we have long partnered with on the agricultural
side and feel share our belief in being a part of global change if possible.

The tide of NIMBYs that has arisen to hamper other projects such as
Rickys, astounds and confuses us. Fortunately, we are in position to
place a large array on a part of the property that is well screened from
our neighbors, while using up land that has negligible value to our
farming operation.

Natalie, Ricky and I chose our sites carefully so as to have the least
impact on the farming operations. As you can see, a full third occupies
the landfill we created over my uncle’s “Stump Dump” which we
inherited and have been reclaiming over the years. This is a perfect use
for the flatland we have created but cannot yet farm in the SD footprint.
The third at the other end of the field is one of our worst farming fields,
plagued with slopes and lots of rocks exposed by decades of runoff.



Eric Metcalf

From: John L. Carroll Jr. <johnlcarrolljr@msn.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 9, 2025 3:41 PM

To: Eric Metcalf

Subject: RE: Vineyard Solar - ALPB

Attachments: VF Schedule F 2024 tax return.pdf

Dear Ag Board, Vineyard farm has been operating under this name or that of South
Manor Farm since my grandmother’s death in 1989. It is a family farm, owned by
myself, my sister Genevieve Carroll and my brother Thomas Carroll, both of whom
do not live on the farm, so [ am the owner-operator, We raisc Corn, Soybeans, Rye,
Winter Wheat and Hay. We have no livestock and two tenants on the farm. My
siblings and I have long been interested in producing alternate forms of energy and
believe we have found solid partners in CI Renewables. The location we have
selected is optimal from our perspective, as it not only utilized land that contains a
reclaimed Stump Dump that we cannot farm, but also a hilly and rocky field that
has always been unprofitable as well as a small amount of hilly but less rocky and
more productive acres to the west of the tenant house and barns. If you have any
further questions, I would be happy to answer them.

Sincerely,

Ian Carroll

PS attached is our Schedule F



SCHEDULEF

OMB No., 1545-0074

(Form 1040) Profit or Loss From Farming 2023
Attach fo Forrn 1040, 1040-5R, 1040-SS, 1040-NR, 1047, or 1065. P
ﬁ?@%"a‘:" Sg‘t'eolfwﬂ;e SEriz?oS: £l Go to www.irs.gov/ScheduleF for instructions and the latest information. Sequence No. 14
Social security number (S5N;

Neme of proprietcr

VINEYARD FARMS

A Principat crop or activity
CORN

111100

B Enter code from Partiv

€ Accounting meshiod:

Cash l:] Accrual

B Employer 1D number (EIN) {see instr.}

E Did you'materially participate” in the operation of this business during 20237 If 'No," see instructions for limil on passive losses [X] Yes

F Did you make any payments in 2023 that would require you to file Form(s) 10997 Sea instructions............

DYes
DYes

[Partl i {Farm Income — Cash Method. Complete Parts | and II. (Accrual method. Gomplete Parts 11 and fil, and Part 1, fine 9,)

1a Sales of purchased livestock and other resale items (see instructions) 1a
b Cost or other basis of purchased livestock or other items reported on line 1a. .
¢ Sublract line Th from fine Ta. ... oo e e
2 Sales of liveslock, produce, grains, and other products you raised .. ... . . 2 133,267.
3a Cooperative distributions (Form(s) 1099-PATR)....| 3a 3b Taxable emount...... 3b
4a Agricultural program paymenis (see instructions) . .. .. 4a 4b Taxable amount. .. .., 4b
Sa Commodity Credit Corporation (CCC) loans reported under election. . .............................. . 5a
b CCC loars forfeited. . ..o eies, { 5b| , 5c Taxable amount ... ... 5¢
6 Crop insuiance proceeds and faderal crop disaster payments (see instructions): &
a Amount receivedin 2023 ... i Bal l 6b Taxable amount. ..... Eh
¢ If election to defer to 2024 is attached, check here. .., D 6d Amount deferred fram 2022 &d
7 Custom hire (maching work) INCOME. ..o iiis i e e 7
8 Other income, including federa! and state gasoline or fuel tax credit
of refund (see INStructions). ... 8 24,375,
9 Grossincome. Add amourds in the right celumn (lines 1c, 2, 3b, 4b, Ba, 5¢, 6b, 6d, 7, and 8). 'f you use
the accruz | method, enter the amount from Part 11, line 50. See instructions ... ............. ... . 9 157,642,
[Pa_rt"l_l.':'zﬂFann Expenses — Gash and Accrual Methad. Do not include personal or living expenses. See instructions.
g A 23 pension and prf.shring pars_| 23
11 Chemicals...................... n 120,984, 24 Rentor lease (see instructions): B
12 Conservation expenses a Vehicles, machinery, equipment ....... 24a
{see instructions)., .............. 12 b Other (tand, animals, ete)............. 24h
13 Custom tire {machine work). .. ... 13 35,778.| 25 Repairs and maintenance. ............ 25 6,130.
14 Depreciation 2nd section 179 expense 26 Seedsandplants.......... .......... 26 24,258,
(see instructionsy .. ................. 4 2,548,127 Storage and warehousing.............. 27
15 Empioyee benefit programs other than 28 Supplies............... 28 9,822,
enfine 3. ... 15 29 Taxes...... ... 28 4,444,
16 Feed.........ocoviene i, 16 30 Utilities.............. ... 30
17 Fertilizers and lime.............. 17 31 Veterinary, breeding, and medicine. . .. 31
18 Freight and trucking............. 18 32 Other expenses (specify): 22
19 Gasoline, fuel, and oil ., ...... ... 15 2,723, a HAULING 32a 2,250,
20 Insurance (other than health).. ... 20 2,302.] b LEGAL & PROFESSIONAL 32b 6,083.
21 Interest (ses instructions): ¢ LICENSES & PERMITS 32c 25.
a Mortgage (paid to banks, etc.)....| 21a d 32¢
BOther......... .. ... 21hb 300. e 32e
22 Lahor fired (fess employmeat credits). ... | 22 H 7€
33 Total expenses. Add lines 10 through 32, If line 32¢ is negative, see instructions.............. .. ...... ... 33 217,747.
34 Net farm profit or (loss). Subtract line 33 from line ... ....................... .. 34 -60,105.

35
36

Reserved for future use.

a D All investment is at risk.

Check the box that describes your investment in this activity and see instructions for where to report your loss:
b DSome investment is not at risk,

BAA For Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see the separate instrusctions.

FRIZO2N2L 024723

Schedule F (Form 1040) 2023



L3
— — == T DXsTHe MAKR CONTOR
----- s pos MR commR
———— ST LTS
————————— - EASHG DS
#@ BT
A dA e DTG TRIELNE
Gt MSTHG 0L LTS
= DTG STEA MHTTRUE
3
—— et s AE Eé i 3
B
§ §§ e EE i
SOIL_TYPES A
&
SOIL SLOPE | WYDROLOGIC | CAPABELITY Eg #
v TveE R o | SOIL GRIUP |  CLASS ¢
S S| CLADSTORE LOH 3 A 1 2
l AN G| GAISTOE L0 = & = 5
’:/«L" s ©gb | pUERELG DM X ¥ [ £
gL 5B | GLENVILLE STLT LW £ [ I = a
Gof_ | E.ONVILLE-COIRUS ST L0 1 ¢ I = &
Kb | WMR LIAH ) 1 I w 2 E
GiC_ | GLADSTOME LOWH 815 ) 1 w v 2 o
Gt | GLENVILLE ST LOM =0 [ b > e &
GF | EONVILE-BALE 517 LOWAS =] 3 [ Z E Il
We | RNR LM ] [] I =D §
KD | FAKIR LEAN 1525 [] ™ % 5 =
Bed | NARE ST LOMK [=) ] v E |5 3
Co | COBIRIS &HD HAYRCRD SILT LOANS (=] © v d I B
Kl | WANDR LOAK 1583 [] v L & B
. Wg | AR ZANMERTOVN SAMDT Liars e ] i % < 8
Lo 2 5
i Q o =
. Hihe =
o _’.,:.,’;;”:/l},f/f::‘a‘(fﬁ;,.“ j SUIL_AREAS DFF-SITE 52 E,
k\HM!; Wtk {1 @ =
et L = e SOiL CAPABILITY =
= LR st TESCRIPTIN I ama oy | eRen oo & 2
N T GA_| GLADSTONE L0 1 6 6%, = E
SUNTTAL, LSS T 6, [*=3 2|
6B | RARSTONE LI ] 10106 4% g
G| G.oLs Lo n = wrx 2
G | GNvLE ST Lo u [ 185
3| GLENVILLE-CXcess SILT LOANS n 340 [ AT
Had HANDR LOAN n oes DI5E
Wzl a7
G| GLADSTIAE LOaN 5234 £ EXHIBIT
GoC | GUENVILLE ST L0AR [ BT
bel | GLENVILLE-ENILE SILT LOWHS 576 17.48K LR
K| HARER L0 = 187 )
SUBTOTAL, CLASS T [y Y e
Wb | WHR LI W [ 4wt miml___r
SUNTHTAL, CLAGE [V [T 4%,
b | BALE SIT LOW v 28 a7y
":IT\ Co | CONRIE AiD RATBDRD 517 Loy v 57 30
) ST WD | BANR LD v 3 (]
/r,,; ‘,- SURTOTAL, CLASS ¥ 1257 A
L KD | RANIR-BpERTIVH SANDT LOAHS [ wm 35 usg
SUBTUTAL, CLASE V1 [ Py
TOTAL SUM, CLASS I-IUT | 26769 HAZL
GRAPHIG SCALE TOTAL SUM, CLASS IV |  Z79s6 9443
MEU !E EQD JZ‘JU !EID |.BPD
e ™ ™ o
{ N FEET )
1 inch = 200 fi,




EXSTHS PROFERTY LBE
y ;\:l — o =t T T ot NARR EONTER
HY e
N S L S [ i R e e Y LGN P TR e | A BASTHG MHCR CONTOLR
BISTHG TRE
THSTHD STREAN CENTERUIE
3
e DOTHD STREAY BUTIR i
§§ cég &
¥ Eih
ER- R B g
X
g% 8%
SOOIl TYPES av E 5 !
= SEIL SLEFE, | HYOROLOGIC | CAPABILITY s:'s T E
,I,,,f"’,,i;.;.? It | e LESCRIPTIEN o | SDIL GRIUP | cass i
RGO e G | GLADSTENE LAY oz A 1 =
G0 | GATSIAE Liik T » T 5
&9 | AORLG LM 3o B 3 £
Gall | GLENVELE $ILT LDa 38 [ ¢ N o= 5
Goll | GLENVALE-GARAT SIT LOANS [ 3 I z ¢ §
HaB | MAIR LOMH X ] [ g E =]
G | BLADSTHE LOM 35 A [ % n 2 w
6T | GLENVILLE SILT L0 Bis [ [ SRS
G | BLENVILLEBARE SILT LOANS (] C [:] W E a
Wb | KA LD 515 [ o =B E
ol | KANIR LW 1525 ) ™ = 5 =
Bsp | EALE ST LK - o/ ¥ = '5 2
Co | CODORUS AND HATATRD SILT LOANS [X] ] v % r £
D | KANIR LOAK 55 ] v = ::' <]
oD WY LENe 1528 [ Wi S =< E
g
A @ 3
2 o
SOIL AREAS DFF-SITE 3z E g
o
-
| IESCHRIPTI e | e | wmes | | 2 B é
WA | GLATSTONE LMK 1 [ 1972 8 = E
[ry 18 3|
B 10831 ] g‘
5] acz [T E
[ 541 178
= ey e FLAN §TED
Had 3 W2
Frecy ST
e e DRAFT
[ [
. o ey 12172024
at 483 [
3 15641 =
N LA STATS
'{}Q\\\WA e Hab a7 377K | iz
IR ziih) e 3
i g I | DALE SHT Ltk v ) 869%
Co_| CODORUS AND KATHLAO SIL7 LOAN v oir 29K
Heb | MANIR LN v LB a5y
SUBIIEAL, CLASS V' <k ALK
g0 | HAMIR-BANERTIVH SANIY LS | wm asz u
[hescron |
SURTATAL, GLWSS V3 = LK % e
TOTAL SUM, CLASS I-II0 | PBGME 2093 nesicH | omaet | e
GRAPHIC SCALE THTAL SOH, CLASS 1-1v 29035 94707 sk H1 =400
d?ﬂ Q 2?0 4?\] HEIU 1.U|m OB N0, 1040501001
™ ™, | DATE :_ AUGUST, 2022
™ FERT ]
1 i T FLLE No
Jorer 1 o 1




TR N - £
N < . o . LEGEND

BISTHG TREELME

Bowran Consading Grocp Lid
13451 Sursna Valay Ciive
Sums00

ELECTION DISTRICT (] 2t Sty g Lad

TAX MAP: 0023, GRID: 6010, PARCEL: 0130

=
=
= W
a i
£ o
> =
[
g':
fa]
i3
Q=
[T ]
o T
= &
e
<D:
£ 5
Q o
= W
[ -]
gz
S i
=
-

WARD, MARYLAND

H

DRAFT

02/1#/2025
GRAPHIC SCALE

00 E wo 200 400 A00

{ 1N FEET )
14k = 200 M.

I

Al
L

E

W
R
408 Mo, 140408 01-001
DATE = FEBRUARY, 2028




