Green Building Task Force Minutes

August 13, 2007

Department of Housing and Community Development

Crownsville, Maryland
Attendance

Task Force Members:

Delegate Jane Lawton, Chair

David Costello, Maryland Office of Smart Growth

Julia Craighill, Struever Bros. Eccles & Rouse, Inc.

Sean McGuire, Maryland Department of Natural Resources 

Martin Mitchell, Mitchell and Best Homebuilders 

Hamid Omidvar, Montgomery County Department of Public Works and Transportation

Steve Pattison, Maryland Department of Environment 

Lee Peschau, Maryland Department of Housing and Community Development 

Matt Power, Maryland Department of Planning 

Jenefer Russum, Maryland Energy Administration 

Stanley Sersen, The EnviroCenter

Mark Taylor, Residential Building Industry

Beth Wojton, Maryland Environmental Service

Interested Parties:
Andrew Gray, Maryland Department of Legislative Services

John Kortekamp, Home Builders Association of Maryland

Katie Maloney, Maryland State Builders Association

Staff:

Dan Baldwin, Maryland Department of Planning

Jason Dubow, Maryland Department of Planning

Kathryn Howell, Maryland Department of Housing and Community Development

Nery Morales, Maryland Department of Planning

Scott Whipple, Maryland Historical Trust

Minutes

10:05
Welcome and Introductions
Delegate Jane Lawton opened the meeting by asking for introductions.
10:15
Organization: Goals & Objectives

Kathryn Howell gave a presentation reviewing the Task Force’s enacting legislation, outlined the workgroups that will serve the commission, and gave an overview of the timeline. The presentation is attached for review.

Questions, comments, and discussion from members of the task force were:

Steve Pattison – What is the relationship, if any, between this and the Green Building Council?

· Jason Dubow stated that this was a discussion for the chair to engage.

· Delegate Lawton understood the Green Building Council is solely focused on state buildings. She will discuss coordination with the chair when appointed.

· Matt Power stated that the chair and the council have not yet been named. This task force was created by legislation in 2006 and sunsets at the end of this year. Whereas the Green Building Council was created by legislation from the 2007 session and does not sunset.

Delegate Lawton asked everyone to make sure their information on the contact list was correct.

· Edits were provided and staff took notes to correct the list.

Delegate Lawton asked if there was support for the work groups as outlined by Kathryn.

· Matt Power asked if the rationale for the work groups could be explained.

· Kathryn explained that staff had multiple discussions about how to ensure that the objectives outlined in the legislation were met within the short timeframe of the task force. While there were too many objectives to allow for a work group on each one, it was decided by staff that this approach covered all of the legislated objectives.

· Delegate Lawton suggested that some overlap between the workgroups would ensure that all relevant topics were covered.

· Stan Sersen identified that a source of difficulty would be defining residential development. He stated that before the workgroups could start their work, this definition would need to be resolved.

· Mark Taylor wanted to know where in this process would there be public education of what “green building” is?

· Kathryn stated that this would be covered within the work groups and discussions at the task force level.

· Stan added that each work group would be responsible for an education/outreach component of their area of focus.

· Delegate Lawton added that there must be sensitive communication with local governments.

· David Costello said that any outreach from this task force would dovetail well with Smart Growth outreach.

· Stan listed other efforts, such as the Office of Sustainability and a report from Howard County, which might highlight education and outreach efforts that are currently ongoing. While they may not be overtly related to green building, they are related enough to lend suggestions.

· Hamid Omidvar was concerned about any possible confusion raised by the vague language of “low-impact” development. Hamid was concerned that those unfamiliar with low-impact development might misunderstand the term as negative impacts from development.

Jason Dubow wanted to make sure that the task force was comfortable with the tasks that the legislation required and the way in which these tasks were to be completed by the workgroups.

· Delegate Lawton identified each directive in legislation to ensure that the task force members could account for each directive in the work group tasks.

10:45
Overview of Green Building in Maryland 

Sean McGuire gave his presentation on Green Building and local applications thereof. The focus of his presentation was three tenets of green building: a holistic approach to green building, the importance of life cycle cost estimation, and the integration and coordination of the various members of a design team. Please contact Sean McGuire at smcguire@dnr.state.md.us for a copy of the presentation.

Questions, comments, and discussion from members of the task force were:

David Costello asked if copies of the presentation would be made available.

· Sean replied that paper copies were available and that electronic copies would be made available as well.

· Delegate Lawton added that having this presentation, as background, was very important for the task force.

Sean McGuire added that not all sites are created equal in their opportunity to become green buildings. He went on to explain how schools are especially difficult because of reasons inherent to their use. He used the example of schools as evidence that there is a need for education and outreach.

· Delegate Lawton identified the difficulty of approaching school administrators as somewhere between the reality they face on-the-ground and their political mindset regarding budget decisions.

Steve Pattison asked how green building related to the National Sustainable Neighborhoods program.

· Sean responded that a new program that LEED is in the process of creating, similar to Smart Growth in Maryland, would focus on neighborhood development in the context of LEED principles.

Sean said we could easily identify that the environment is not the way that we would like it to be and that the direction in which we are continuing to travel is the wrong way. He emphasized that despite all the work done to this point, there still is the need for fundamental change if we are to reverse our direction. One major step to that change, he said, would be focusing on the economic implications of our progress rather than the environmental impact.


Stan Sersen cautioned that green building is not a panacea, just a better way to build. He echoed that there is a need to regenerate our environment through retrofits, smarter growth, and better building techniques. He finished by saying that until the fundamental change occurs, growth needs to limit its impact.


Lee Peschau added that lifestyle and social changes were also necessary as a part of this fundamental change. 

· Julia Craighill mentioned a World Wildlife Fund study that had been conducted called “One Planet Living”. She described how the study attempted to determine how many “countries-worth” of resources each of the countries in the world used on an annual basis. An alternate purpose of the study was to convince countries that use more than their share of resources to limit their use to an appropriate amount.

Delegate Lawton wanted to emphasize the unique condition that currently exists. Al Gore’s attention to the environment has brought the issues of climate change and sustainability to the attention of a larger segment of the population. In Maryland, there is a need for institutional change that can be realized through the momentum created during the last legislative session. This momentum should also be used to ensure that the next legislative session produces more valuable environmental legislation. 

11:30
Work Group Discussion

Delegated Lawton asked that task force members submit to staff a prioritization of their choice of work group by Friday. It was decided that staff would solicit this information from the task force via email.

Mark Taylor wanted to get a clear definition of Low-Impact Development (LID).

· The task force agreed that LID referred to stormwater management practices and the implementation of Smart Growth. LID is akin to Environmentally Sensitive design.

Beth Wojton asked if the stormwater codes for review as part of the Low-Impact Codes work group were local codes?

· Delegate Lawton answered that while most codes are local, they can be influenced by state legislation and understanding that relationship would be very beneficial for any education and outreach on the topic.

Hamid Omidvar was concerned that stringent stormwater management regulations did not allow for alternative economic investments. His concern stemmed from a project in Silver Spring that required the implementation of stormwater management that would be less effective than if the cost of that implementation was used elsewhere. Hamid thought that one suggestion of code revision would be to allow for developers to invest the cost of stormwater management or other urban best management practices (BMP) to other practices that would result in larger pollution reductions. 

· Delegate Lawton asked if other members knew of options not being explored and if changing design requirements for development was the only way to go about altering building practices.

· Julia Craighill suggested that programs such as the carbon credit system, among others, would be good examples of existing systems for reducing pollution that should be included in staff research for the work groups.

· Sean McGuire added that he knew of such examples within Maryland.

· Stan Sersen mentioned that many communities are approaching or have reached build-out. Any redevelopment projects should be focused on retrofitting stormwater management. 

· Hamid thought that allowing the developer to come up with creative ways to be most efficient would serve well for all involved.

· Delegate Lawton said she felt it was important to depend on expert judgments when allowing for offsets.

Jason Dubow asked if non-task force members would be allowed to serve on the workgroups as non-voting members?

· Delegate Lawton put the question to the task force and there were no objections.
11:50 
Adjourn

