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8:00
Introductions


The members of the work group introduced themselves and their affiliation.

8:10
Discussion of Existing Green Building Efforts

Stan Sersen began by asking that the group try to define what low impact development (LID) is in context of the work group and the task force. The group reviewed the legislation to help determine what the law requires. The group agreed that they would consider low impact development to be any type of development that attempts to offset or minimize its impact to the environment. It was acknowledged that LID often refers to stormwater management but that the work group wanted to take a more comprehensive look at existing codes. Delegate Lawton pointed out that the report created by the task force should be making proposals that are aimed at state officials and appropriate for state legislation. 

There was a brief discussion about Green Building Tax Credits, specifically the one in Maryland that is managed by the Maryland Energy Administration. It was made clear that MEA has already allocated all of the funds set aside for this tax credit and is no longer accepting applications. Steve Pattison offered to contact Malcolm Woolf, Director of MEA, to obtain more information about the tax credit. 

Delegate Lawton asked that we consider distributing findings or links to green building information such as that being used by the work group should be sent to the task force as well. 

The use of legislation to ensure that state buildings were being built to LEED standards was mentioned. Candace Donoho mentioned that many municipalities and small towns are doing this without legislative mandates. She pointed out that Eagle Harbor in Prince George’s County recently built a green municipal building. She also suggested that the state should provide guidance to local governments because of the large return that could be gained.

Stan told the work group about Howard County’s Sustainability Task Force, the market driven green building taking place in Australia, the Regional Leadership Conference, and a green building financial incentive program in Aspen Colorado.

Delegate Lawton said that one goal of the work group and the task force should be to make the process of building green speedier and more reliable. She added that because of the flux of the state budget there are some times when the state is in a better position to provide financial incentives than others.  This is a tight budget time, so ideas that don’t have a financial impact are better. 

Nancy Erwin wanted to know whether or not there are sections of state law that hamper or prevent certain green building practices. Dan said that he would look at the state law, specifically those sections related to building practices, to see if such conflicts exist and would report back to the group. Nancy added that the report generated by the task force should place a lot of emphasis on the dynamic of cost and rate of return for green building. We should gather cost studies that show the long-term gains.

Stan mentioned that he was aware of conflicts between low impact design and stormwater management regulations through certain State Highway Administration projects.  There was a discussion of SHA’s new Green Highways projects, which Neil Pedersen has promoted.  

Steve told the work group a little bit about the Blue Tag program through MDE. He explained that the program creates sites that collect and treat stormwater. The amount of trash and sediment collected can be calculated and might in the future be used in some sort of credit trading system. Steve added that the update to stormwater regulations might be a way to resolve conflicts between strict codes or laws and certain green building practices. He hoped that this discussion would be part of the task force meeting next week. He said that he wouldn’t be able to make the meeting but that Ken Pensyl, manager of the stormwater section at MDE, would be attending in his place.

The discussion turned to the idea of including green building practices to changes in the process of obtaining building permit applications in order to reduce the amount of time between applying for a permit and the start of construction. This would create the incentive for builders to use green building techniques and principles.  We could consider moving “green applications” to the front of the line for funding.  Candace added that any incentives would need to be meaningful. Steve talked about the Brownfields Redevelopment program and how adding points for this type of development creates the will in developers and builders to consider brownfields when searching for a site. 

Nancy asked the group if anyone was aware that fire marshals are often opposed to changing streetscapes by making them narrower because they impede fire and rescue equipment. Candace said that she has come across this concern.

Beth Wojton said the Parks and Playgrounds program through the Department of Natural Resources and the Department of Housing and Community Development as another program that could be used to incentivize green building practices. Stan added that the Green Streets program is another that could be used. Dan stated that the Office of Smart Growth was planning on a Smart Sites program that was intended to highlight green buildings around the state. He thought that there could be a way to tie the efforts of the task force to this program once it is underway.

The group mentioned the new energy initiatives announced by Governor O’Malley and the Task Force on Climate Change, as well as the group working on the stormwater regulation changes.  All these groups have goals that interface with our task force.

Steve thought that adding low impact design or environmentally sensitive development to the review process of the Water Resources Element might be another appropriate recommendation for the task force. 

Stan mentioned that a portion of the BG&E billing process is to set aside a small amount for public education about energy. He thought that green building could be a portion of that educational message. Dan said that he would research what this section of a BG&E bill goes towards and would report back to the group. This lead to a discussion about the continuing education requirement for architects and engineers. The idea that a component of that continuing education should focus on green building, sustainable development, and smart growth was one that everyone agreed on. Dan said that he would research what qualifies for continuing education and would report back to the group.

Dan agreed to research the state building and renovation code to attempt to find conflicts with green building practices and techniques, the billing practices of BG&E to see if a percentage of the education portion could go towards green building education, the use across the country of fast tracking building permits as incentives, the Green Highways Program, and the possibility of continuing education credits for professionals including green building, sustainable development, and smart growth.

10:00
Adjourn
