MINUTES
CHAPTER 113 - TASK FORCE
COMMISSIONERS of ST. MARY’S COUNTY &
ST. MARY’S COUNTY METROPOLITAN COMMISSION

SEPTEMBER 20, 2017
The meeting of the Chapter 113 Task Force Meeting was called to order at 4 p.m.
Those in attendance are shown on the attached sign-in sheet.
OPENING
The attendance sheet and Draft September 6, 2017 Meeting Minutes were circulated
among the group. The members briefly reviewed the Draft Minutes. No changes were
noted.
Mr. Erichsen stated that the text changes discussed at the September 6, 2017 meeting
and in the draft meeting minutes had been reflected in the updated Amendment Matrix.
For consistency and tracking purposes, text amendments have been highlighted for
ease of reference. In Section 113-9, Mr. Erichsen pointed out that Sections 3.10 and
4.3 of the Comprehensive Water and Sewerage Plan (CWSP) state that several
methods are available to pay for public water and sewer infrastructure. In reality, the
number of options are limited. The proposed text amendment recommendations may
help create such programs, therefore, additional rationale was annotated to reflect that
this recommendation is consistent with the CWSP. It was also noted in the rationale
column under Section 113-16 of the Matrix, that the proposed language is consistent
with Section 1.2.5 of the CWSP which discusses shared facilities and controlling
authority. In addition, the correct reference to the Environmental Article was cited.
Further, referring to Section 113-29, it was agreed that “or zoning category “be
removed as the Commissioners of St. Mary’s County (CSMC) should not be placed in a
position that if they were to complete a comprehensive rezoning, that the action would
require the assessment of additional System Improvement Charges. Similarly,
removing the word shall and replacing it with may will make this provision less onerous.
Mr. Erichsen then referred the group to a handout in the meeting packages containing
the draft amendment language in the proper legislative format. If the amendments are
approved locally by both Boards, it will need to be forwarded in a specific format for
submission and consideration in Annapolis. The purpose of the handout was to
demonstrate that the legal representative(s) on the Task Force were working in parallel
with the Task Force amendment process. Between this meeting and the October 4,
2017 meeting, it was agreed that attorneys Beaver and Sparling will review the
document for legal form and sufficiency to ensure that there are not any conflicts
between Sections as a result of the proposed text amendments. Delegate Clark
suggested that he review this language with the others in the Delegation in order to
prepare everyone in advance of the joint meeting with the County on December 5,
2017.
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Mr. Walters stated his concerns that the draft language in Section 113-16C(2).Unfit
Systems may be too open ended. The concern is that private systems and poorly
maintained systems could be too easily forced upon MetCom for take over.
Considerable discussion followed surrounding concerns that the costs for unfit private
systems requiring extensive upgrades or maintenance could become a MetCom
responsibility. It is understood from Section C(1), that upgrades, rehabilitation and
compliance are the responsibility of the private system owner(s). It was agreed that if
the proposed language did not do so already, that it be revised to ensure that MetCom
is not the responsible party.
The attention of the group then focused on various minor amendments throughout the
Code which need to be addressed for consistency with the proposed amendments. For
example, the proposed amendments allow the flexibility for capital contribution charges
to be assessed in ways other than on a per EDU basis. As such, the Task Force
agreed that the text in Section 113-12.C.3.A should read “The Capital Contribution
Charge shall be assessed on a per EDU basis a uniform charge assessed equally to
properties of similar classification throughout all sanitary districts.” Likewise, the
definition in Section 113-12A(2) should read “… an amount based on capital costs
that is imposed and collected on a new EDU connection to a water supply or sewerage
system under this chapter.” If any other such inconsistencies are identified during the
attorney review(s), they will be brought back to the next Task Force meeting for
discussion.
Mr. Beaver advised that he searched for the word bond throughout Chapter 113 to
determine if there might be other sections impacted by the proposed change to
Section 113-6 where the term “bond” is proposed to be replaced with “debt”. Mr.
Beaver confirmed that his review and subsequent review indicates that there are
instances where the word bond is appropriate and should remain written as is. It was
also agreed to replace the outdated term “Clerk” with “County Administrator”.
At the end of the paragraphs in Sections 113-7. A & C there are cross references to
outdated Sections 161 and 176. However, there are clarifying footnotes to the correct
Sections 113-6 and 113-21, respectively. The concurrence of the group was that this
type of text amendment is not necessary at this time. Extended conversation followed
concerning the value and intent behind proposing text amendments that do not add
value to the Chapter. The Task Force group recognizes that additional minor text
amendments (housekeeping) could be tracked and proposed as future amendments.
However, the Task Force did agreed to correct minor amendments that were
substantive such as Section 113-6 which should properly reference the Code of St.
Mary’s County, Maryland. Similarly, the Commissioners of St. Mary’s County should be
corrected. Likewise, the title to Section 113-20 is suggested to read “Capital
Improvement Plan”; rather than the current “Additional requirements of Commission.”

