
 

MINUTES 
REGULAR SESSION 

ST. MARY’S COUNTY METROPOLITAN COMMISSION 
FEBRUARY 24, 2011 

 
 

 
The meeting commenced at 3:03 p.m. In attendance were Commissioners Werner, St. 
Clair, Lancaster, Colonna, Hanson, Owen, and Oliver (on behalf of Captain Stephen 
Schmeiser, Commanding Officer, NAS Patuxent River); MetCom staff Meiser, 
Ichniowski, Cullins, Elberti, Fehn, Edwards, and Comeau-Stanley. Others Present: Pat 
Mudd, Carl Franzen, and Paul Triantos. 
 
MOTION TO APPROVA AGENDA 
 
Commissioner Colonna moved to approve the Agenda as presented by staff.  
Commissioner St. Clair seconded the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
PUBLIC MEETING – PROPOSED DEVELOPER REIMBURSEMENT POLICY 
 
Commissioner Werner opened the Public Meeting and solicited comments from the 
audience on the draft Developer Reimbursement Policy.  No public comments received. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 
Commissioner St. Clair moved to approve Minutes of the Regular Session Meeting, 
dated February 10, 2011.  Commissioner Colonna seconded the motion.  
Commissioner Lancaster abstained from voting and all others voted in favor of 
approval; motion carries. 
 
Commissioner St. Clair moved to approve the Minutes of Executive Session, dated 
February 10, 2011.  Commissioner Colonna seconded the motion.  Commissioner 
Lancaster abstained from voting and all others voted in favor of approval; motion 
carries. 
 
APPROVAL OF CONSENT AGENDA 
 
Commissioner Owen moved to accept the Consent Agenda as presented, and to 
hereby approve all matters contained upon the Consent Agenda.  Commissioner 
Lancaster seconded the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
A.  Developer Reimbursement Policy 
  
Ms. Meiser noted that two members of the Development Reimbursement Policy 
Committee are in the audience today; Pat Mudd, who served as Committee Chair and Carl 
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Franzen.  Ms. Meiser stated that for the better part of a year, the Committee considered all 
of the varying aspects for implementing a Developer Reimbursement Policy.   Ms. Meiser 
extended thanks from staff and Commission to Mr. Mudd for his work as Chair and to all 
the other members of the Committee who worked on this effort.     
 
Ms. Meiser indicated that in light of there being no public comment presented on the 
proposed policy during the Public Meeting portion of this meeting, a motion has been 
prepared by staff for the Board’s consideration, which would approve the policy in its 
current form.   
 
Commissioner St. Clair added that he would personally like to thank the Committee for 
their participation in this long, but necessary process and he took note of their diligence.   
 
Commissioner St. Clair moved to accept and approve the draft Developer 
Reimbursement Policy as presented at the Public Meeting on February 24, 2011; and 
further move that said Policy become effective immediately.  Commissioner Colonna 
seconded the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
B.  Legislative Update 
 
Ms. Meiser provided Board members with a legislative update, noting that the two bills 
introduced during this legislative session which relate to MetCom are House Bill 505 
(HB505) and House Bill 1212 (HB1212).  A printed copy of each bill was provided to 
Board members for their use and review.  Ms. Meiser indicated that HB505 was introduced 
in a timely manner and there is a hearing scheduled for March 9, but noted that she will 
confirm that date and advise all Board members.  Ms. Meiser went on to state that anyone 
wishing to comment on the bill has an opportunity to do so and if it is successfully voted 
out of the house, it will proceed to the Senate.  Likewise, HB1212 was not submitted in the 
ordinary Legislative process, as such, it will undergo a slightly different process.  It will 
first go through the Rules Committee and then petitioned to come out of the Rules 
Committee by one of the Delegates.  Ms. Meiser stated that as staff learns more on the 
progress of HB1212 and once a hearing is scheduled, Board members will be advised. 
 
Ms. Meiser reviewed the specific details of each Bill with the Board members.  Discussion 
ensued amongst the group on the affects to MetCom’s structure, as well as the rates, should 
HB1212 pass.  
 
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
A.   New Building Update 
 
Mr. Ichniowski provided the Board members with a brief update on the interior 
construction progress of the new building, citing that the work is ongoing and is occurring 
without any problems.  Mr. Ichniowski also noted that the planned move in date is on 
target for June 1 and that we are within the budget of the overall project.  
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ENGINEER’S REPORT 
 
A.  Existing Building Renovations 
 
Mr. Elberti reviewed a drawing with the Board members depicting the planned renovations 
for the current office.  Mr. Elberti and Ms. Meiser noted that the existing walls are not 
changing, but many operations, maintenance and inspection staff will relocate to different 
areas within the building.   Mr. Elberti noted that other changes to occur in the building 
will involve carpet removal, painting and an update of one of the restrooms to install a 
deep sink for operations. 
 
B.  FDR Boulevard Public Informational Meeting 
 
Mr. Elberti reported that in addition to staff, the only person in attendance at the FDR 
Boulevard Public Informational meeting last night was St. Mary’s County Department of 
Public Works employee Allen Settle.  No other members of the public participated.  
Adjacent property owners were notified by certified mailing and notice was published in 
the Enterprise newspaper and on MetCom’s website. 
 
C.  Greenhouse Gas Inventory Report 
 
Mr. Elberti announced that work has been completed on the Greenhouse Gas Inventory 
Report.  A copy was provided to all Board members in their meeting binders.  Mr. Elberti 
provided a summary of the report and cited the data prepared by sub-consultant Brown and 
Caldwell and indicated that the goal of this effort is to establish a baseline to quantify the 
reduction of the Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions, specifically methane gas, as a result of 
the Marlay Taylor Co-Generation project.   Mr. Elberti noted that the inventory period 
covers 2008 and 2009 and the scope of the report includes all of MetCom’s facilities, 
including the utility vehicle assets.  A specific review of pages 6, 9, and 11 was performed, 
as those depict inventory results using tables, pie charts and bar charts. 
 
At 3:34 pm, Commissioner St. Clair called for a brief recess to allow Commission Chair 
Werner time some time to attend to a coughing fit she is struggling with.  The meeting 
resumed at 3:38. 
 
Mr. Elberti highlighted a Maryland Association of Municipal Wastewater Agencies 
(MAMWA) Status report, dated February 2011, which details current developments on 
significant state and federal legislative, regulatory and judicial developments related to 
water quality and other issues affecting local government utilities.  Mr. Elberti provided 
Board members with a brief summary on the Greenhouse Gas Reporting and Permitting for 
Public Owned Treatment Works (POTWS), as identified in the referenced report.   
 
Brief discussion ensued amongst the group on the Clean Air Act (CAA) Title V Permit and 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) two major GHG rulemakings. 
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FACILITIES MANAGER’S REPORT  
 
A.  Well and Pump Services and Repair Contract 
 
Mr. Ichniowski announced that he would be presenting the Facilities Manager’s report this 
afternoon in Mr. Sullivan’s absence. 
 
Mr. Ichniowski reported that two bid documents were distributed for the Well and Pump 
Service and Repair contract.  This contract requires the Contractor to provide testing, 
analysis and repairs to wells and pumps in Commission water facilities.  A.C. Schultes was 
the only bid submitted for this contract and was the previous contractor for this contract 
has provided excellent service.   
 
Commissioner Owen moved that the Commission accept and award the Open-End 
Contract for Well and Pump Service and Repair, Contract # 11-09-F, to A.C. 
Schultes of Maryland, Inc. of Millersville, Maryland, for the contract prices as 
submitted in the proposal dated February 16, 2011.  Commissioner Hanson seconded 
the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
B.  Grounds Maintenance Contract 
 
Mr. Ichniowski reported that thirty-four bid documents were distributed for the Grounds 
Maintenance contract; and seven were received and one bid was deemed non-responsive.  
This contract requires the Contractor to provide lawn maintenance to the main office and 
all water and wastewater facilities, with the exception of Marlay Taylor Water 
Reclamation Facility).  The contractor is to provide service to all facilities at least ten times 
per cutting season.  Pesticide application is required at the St. Clements Shores Wastewater 
Treatment Plan at least two times during the cutting season.    
 
Commission Lancaster moved that the Commission accept and award the Open-End 
Contract for Grounds Maintenance Services, Contract # 11-10-F, to Great Mills 
Trading Post, Inc. of Great Mills, Maryland, for the contract prices as submitted in 
the proposal dated February 15, 2011.  Commissioner Colonna seconded the motion 
and approval was unanimous. 
 
C.  Generator Service and Repair Contract 
 
Mr. Ichniowski reported that nine bid documents were received for the Generator Service 
and Repair Contract; four were received and two were deemed non-responsive.  This 
contract requires the Contractor to provide preventive maintenance and repair service to 
generators installed in Commission facilities.  
 
Commissioner St. Clair moved that the Commission accept and award the Open-En 
Contract for Generator Service and Repairs, Contract #11-12-F , to Webb Gentec 
Services of Lorton, Virginia, for the contract prices as submitted in the proposal 
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dated February 14, 2011.  Commissioner Owen seconded the motion and approval 
was unanimous. 
 
D.  Fire Hydrant Painting Contract 
 
Mr. Ichniowski reported that seventy-three bid documents were distributed for this 
contract; twenty-eight were received.  Mr. Ichniowski indicated that there was a lot of 
interest in this contract because of the nature of the work.  This contract requires the 
Contractor to clean, prepare and paint the fire hydrants.  The Contractor will also attach 
reflective tape to indicate the flow rate of the hydrant.  The Commission will supply 
primer, paint and tape to the Contractor.  It was noted by Mr. Ichniowski that the 
Commission plans to have all fire hydrants pained every five-years.   
   
Commissioner Colonna moved that the Commission accept and award the Open-End 
Contract for Fire Hydrant Painting, Contract # 11-14-F, to Clean City, LLC of 
Washington, DC, for the contract prices as submitted in the proposal dated February 
16, 2011.  Commissioner Hanson seconded the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
COMMISSION MEMBERS’ TIME 
 
Commissioner Colonna inquired about the recent customer mailing and the ability for us to 
reduce our printing and mailing costs by sending just one flyer to a customer, even if they 
have multiple accounts.  Commissioner Colonna further indicated that he received five 
copies of the recent facilities notice, as a result of having multiple MetCom accounts.  Mr. 
Fehn, MetCom IT Director explained that our current billing system, which was written 
quite a few years ago, does not currently allow that to occur.  However, we are in the 
process of replacing that with a new billing system, which will allow us to correct that, as 
well as several other items lacking in our existing system.   
  
ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, Commissioner Owen moved to adjourn at 4:04 p.m.  
Commissioner Colonna seconded the motion and approval was unanimous. 
 
 
 
__________________________________________ 
Laura Comeau-Stanley, Corporate Secretary 
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ST. MARY’S COUNTY 
METROPOLITAN COMMISSION 

 
STANDARD PROCEDURES & POLICIES 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
It is recognized and acknowledged by this Commission that public water and sewer lines, 
together with all related infrastructure (the “Public Facilities”), are often extended, 
expanded or otherwise provided by private persons or entities to meet certain private land 
development needs (collectively the “Developer”).    It is further recognized that in 
certain circumstances, it is appropriate and equitable for this Commission to reimburse, 
or to facilitate the reimbursement of, such Developers for a portion of the costs expended 
for the extension, expansion or other provision of Public Facilities. 
 
To this end, this Commission adopted this Policy to establish the following circumstances 
under which Developers may, at the discretion of the Commission and its staff, be 
reimbursed for the costs incurred to extend, expand or otherwise provide Public 
Facilities.  
 

SP Number: 
 
ADM-11-01 

Approval Date:  02/24/11 
Revision Dates: 

 
SUBJECT: DEVELOPER REIMBURSEMENT POLICY 
 

Effective Date: 02/24/11 
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I. COMMISSION REQUIRES ADDITIONAL CAPACITY IN EXCESS OF 
THAT REQUIRED BY THE DEVELOPER TO MEET THE NEEDS OF 
ITS PROJECT 

 
From time to time, based upon the projected growth and development of certain 
areas of St. Mary’s County, the Commission may determine that the extension or 
expansion of Public Facilities proposed by a given Developer, although adequate 
to meet the needs of the Developer’s project, are inadequate to meet the needs of 
the projected additional development and growth in the surrounding areas. 
 
In such a circumstance, the Commission may require that the Developer provide 
the requisite additional capacity to meet the future public water and sewer needs 
of the area in the vicinity of the Developer’s Project.  In such circumstances, the 
Developer shall be reimbursed by the Commission for the additional costs 
associated with the construction of this additional system capacity in accordance 
with the following terms and conditions: 
 
A. This type of reimbursement shall be used to cover the additional costs 

incurred by a Developer to: 
 

a. Increase pipe size from that which would be required to serve the 
Developer’ project, in accordance with the prevailing standard design 
specifications established by this Commission for the purpose of 
serving future development;   

b. Oversize sewer pumping station capacity and capability to serve future 
development in excess of that required to serve the Developer’s 
project; 

c. Oversize drilled water wells to create additional capacity and 
capability to serve future development in excess of that required to 
serve the Developer’s project;  

d. Oversize ground or elevated water storage tanks to create more 
capacity to serve future development in excess of that required to serve 
the Developer’s project; 

e. Construct a project in such a manner to meet any such special 
circumstances as this Commission may deem necessary or appropriate 
to meet the needs of future development. 
 

NOTE:  Reimbursement under this Section is available only if the 
Commission requires that a Developer provide Public Facilities in excess 
of what would have otherwise been adequate to serve the Developer’s 
project in accordance with the standard design specifications adopted by 
the Commission.  If application of the minimum allowable design 
specifications and standards, as established by this Commission, results in 
there being some excess capacity in any of the Public Facilities 
constructed or provided by the Developer, the Commission may use and 
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allocate any such excess capacity as it deems appropriate, without any 
reimbursement to the Developer.  

 
B. To qualify for reimbursement under this section: 
 

a. This Commission and/or its staff must have required that the Public 
Facilities as proposed by a given Developer be up-sized to 
accommodate additional growth and development as described in 
Section A above;  

b. The Developer must agree to perform all work in accordance with the 
design specifications adopted by this Commission; and 

c. The Developer must provide to this Commission or its staff the cost 
estimate for the Public Facilities necessary to serve the Developer’s 
project, together with the cost estimate to construct the required up-
sizing or other modification of the Public Facilities, as per the request 
of this Commission.  

 
C. Upon approval by this Commission of the cost estimates submitted, the 

Commission shall calculate the difference between: (i)  the cost to provide 
only those Public Facilities to serve the Developer’s Project; and (ii) the cost 
to provide the additional Public Facilities as required by this Commission.  
This calculated difference shall be the monetary sum reimbursed to the 
Developer (the “Reimbursement”).   

 
D. The Reimbursement and the terms and conditions relating thereto shall be 

established by separate Cost Sharing Agreement between the Developer and 
the Commission.   

 
II. OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES WHEREIN THE COMMISSION BELIEVES, 

IN ITS ABSOLUTE AND SOLE DISCRETION, THAT DEVELOPER 
REIMBURSEMENT IS WARRANTED 

 
This Commission strongly encourages private agreement among Developers to 
facilitate a fair and equitable allocation of cost to construct Public Facilities from 
which multiple Developer projects can benefit.  To the extent that there cannot be 
such cost sharing among Developers, and in the event it can be satisfactorily 
demonstrated to the Commission that there exists a fair and equitable way to 
allocate among other potentially benefitted properties, some portion of the 
Developer costs incurred to construct the Private Facilities, then the Commission 
may, on a case-by-case basis, consider any Developer reimbursement as it may 
deem appropriate. 
 
Nothing in this section shall be construed as creating any entitlement to any 
Developer reimbursement whatsoever.  Any such reimbursement under this 
section shall be at the sole and absolute discretion of the Commission.     



 

 
EXPLANATION: CAPITALS INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW. 
        [Brackets] indicate matter deleted from existing law. 
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HOUSE BILL 505 
G2   1lr2097 

      

By: St. Mary’s County Delegation 

Introduced and read first time: February 7, 2011 

Assigned to: Environmental Matters 

 

A BILL ENTITLED 

 

AN ACT concerning 1 

 

St. Mary’s County – Metropolitan Commission – Public Ethics Law 2 

 

FOR the purpose of defining each commissioner and employee of the St. Mary’s 3 

County Metropolitan Commission as a “local official” for the purposes of the St. 4 

Mary’s County Public Ethics Law; and generally relating to Public Ethics. 5 

 

BY repealing and reenacting, without amendments, 6 

 Article – State Government 7 

Section 15–803 8 

 Annotated Code of Maryland 9 

 (2009 Replacement Volume and 2010 Supplement) 10 

 

BY repealing and reenacting, with amendments, 11 

 Article – State Government 12 

Section 15–807 13 

 Annotated Code of Maryland 14 

 (2009 Replacement Volume and 2010 Supplement) 15 

 

 SECTION 1. BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF 16 

MARYLAND, That the Laws of Maryland read as follows: 17 

 

Article – State Government 18 

 

15–803. 19 

 

 (a) Subject to § 15–209 of this title, each county and each municipal 20 

corporation shall enact provisions to govern the public ethics of local officials relating 21 

to: 22 

 

  (1) conflicts of interest; 23 
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  (2) financial disclosure; and 1 

 

  (3) lobbying. 2 

 

 (b) Each local ethics commission or appropriate entity shall certify to the 3 

Ethics Commission that the county or municipal corporation is in compliance with the 4 

requirements for elected local officials of this Part I on or before October 1 of each 5 

year. 6 

 

15–807. 7 

 

 (a) In Baltimore City, for the purpose of the financial disclosure provisions 8 

enacted by the governing body of Baltimore City, “local official” includes Baltimore 9 

City health and housing inspectors who inspect for lead hazards. 10 

 

 (b) For the purpose of the financial disclosure provisions enacted by the 11 

governing body of Baltimore County, “local official” includes: 12 

 

  (1) the executive director and each member of the revenue authority; 13 

and 14 

 

  (2) except for a member of the Baltimore County Board of Education, 15 

each member of a board of a State agency that is wholly or partly funded by Baltimore 16 

County, regardless of whether the member is compensated. 17 

 

 (c) In Montgomery County, “local official” includes: 18 

 

  (1) each member and employee of the Montgomery County Revenue 19 

Authority; 20 

 

  (2) each commissioner and employee of the Montgomery County 21 

Housing Opportunities Commission; and 22 

 

  (3) county employees of the Montgomery County Department of 23 

Health and Human Services. 24 

 

 (d) In Prince George’s County, “local official” includes: 25 

 

  (1) each member of the Board of License Commissioners; 26 

 

  (2) the chief inspector and any other inspector of the Board of License 27 

Commissioners; 28 

 

  (3) the administrator of the Board of License Commissioners; and 29 

 

  (4) the attorney to the Board of License Commissioners. 30 
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 (E) IN ST. MARY’S COUNTY, “LOCAL OFFICIAL” INCLUDES EACH 1 

COMMISSIONER AND EMPLOYEE OF THE ST. MARY’S COUNTY METROPOLITAN 2 

COMMISSION. 3 

 

 SECTION 2. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, That this Act shall take effect 4 

October 1, 2011. 5 



 

 
EXPLANATION: CAPITALS INDICATE MATTER ADDED TO EXISTING LAW. 
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HOUSE BILL 1212 

L2   1lr2109 
      
By: St. Mary’s County Delegation 
Introduced and read first time: February 18, 2011 
Assigned to: Rules and Executive Nominations 
 

A BILL ENTITLED 
 
AN ACT concerning 1 
 

St. Mary’s County Metropolitan Commission 2 
 
FOR the purpose of repealing a certain requirement that a new position with the St. 3 

Mary’s County Metropolitan Commission be subject to prior approval of the 4 
County Commissioners of St. Mary’s County; authorizing the Commission to 5 
appoint, discharge at pleasure, and fix the compensation of a General Counsel; 6 
prohibiting the Director from serving concurrently as the Director and as 7 
General Counsel to the Commission; requiring the Commission to adopt or 8 
approve, with the prior approval of the County Commissioners certain plans 9 
and a certain capital budget; requiring the County Commissioners to amend 10 
annually the St. Mary’s County water and sewer plan by incorporating into it a 11 
certain capital improvement plan of the Commission; and generally relating to 12 
the St. Mary’s County Metropolitan Commission. 13 

 
BY repealing and reenacting, with amendments, 14 
 The Public Local Laws of St. Mary’s County 15 

Section 113–1C 16 
 Article 19 – Public Local Laws of Maryland 17 
 (2007 Edition and June 2010 Supplement, as amended) 18 
 
BY adding to 19 
 The Public Local Laws of  St. Mary’s County 20 
 Section 113–30 21 
 Article 19 – Public Local Laws of Maryland 22 
 (2007 Edition and June 2010 Supplement, as amended) 23 
 
 SECTION 1. BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF 24 
MARYLAND, That the Laws of Maryland read as follows: 25 
 

Article 19 – St. Mary’s County 26 
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113–1. 1 
 
 C. The Commission shall elect one (1) of its members as Chairman and one 2 
(1) of its members as Vice Chairman, who shall serve in the absence or disability of the 3 
Chairman. The Commission shall appoint, discharge at pleasure and fix the 4 
compensation of a Director, a Secretary, a Treasurer, a Chief Engineer and 5 
engineering, legal, clerical and other personnel and help which the Commission deems 6 
necessary to carry out the provisions of this chapter. [The creation of any new position 7 
by the Commission is subject to the prior approval of the Board of County 8 
Commissioners of St. Mary’s County.] THE COMMISSION MAY APPOINT, 9 
DISCHARGE AT PLEASURE AND FIX THE COMPENSATION OF A GENERAL 10 
COUNSEL. THE DIRECTOR MAY NOT SERVE CONCURRENTLY AS THE DIRECTOR 11 
AND AS GENERAL COUNSEL TO THE COMMISSION. 12 
 
113–30. 13 
 
 NOTWITHSTANDING ANY PROVISION OF THIS CHAPTER: 14 
 
 A. THE COMMISSION SHALL ADOPT OR APPROVE, WITH THE PRIOR 15 
APPROVAL OF THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, FACILITIES PLANS, A 5–YEAR 16 
CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN, AND AN ANNUAL CAPITAL BUDGET; AND 17 
 
 B. THE COUNTY COMMISSIONERS SHALL AMEND ANNUALLY THE ST. 18 
MARY’S COUNTY WATER AND SEWER PLAN BY INCORPORATING INTO IT THE 19 
COMMISSION’S 5–YEAR CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN. 20 
 
 SECTION 2. AND BE IT FURTHER ENACTED, That this Act shall take effect 21 
October 1, 2011. 22 


