
HCCA TESTIMONY ON CB7-2017, AMENDING THE LIVABLE HOMES TAX
CREDIT

PAUL VERCHINSKI, TESTIFYING ON BEHALF OF THE COUNTY
(HCXA). WE STRONGLY SUPPORT THIS

LEGISLATION.

WE HAVE SOME SUGGESTIONS ON WHAT YOU MIGHT ALSO CONSIDER:

1. OLDER RESIDENTS DO NOT KNOW WHAT THEY DON'T KNOW. AS A PRE-
CONDITION FOR DOING THESE IMPROVEMNTS, AN AGE FRIENDLY
ASSESSMENT DONE BY A CERTIFIED AGING IN PLACE SPECIALIST SHOULD
BE DONE AND NOT EXCEED $100 AS AN ELIGIBLE COST.

2. HOWARD COUNTY ENCOURAGES THE DEVELOPMENT OF NEW 55+ AGE-
RESTRICTED ADULT HOUSING COMMUNITIES. IF A BUILDER INSTALLS
ITEMS THAT ARE NOT REQUIRED BUT ARE OPTIONAL OR DESIRABLE
UNDER THE 2002 "URBAN DESIGN GUIDELINES FOR AGE-RESTRICTED
ADULT HOUSING W HOWARD COUNTY" , A BUYER WOULD BE ELIGIBLE
FOR THE LIVEABLE HOMES TAX CREDIT. EXAMPLES INCLUDE; LEVER
HANDLES ON KITCHEN AND BATHROOM SINKS, PLUS SHOWER, CLOSET
RODS ADJUSTABLE FROM 3 FEET TO 5 FEET 6 INCHES, ETC. THESE COSTS
SHOULD BE LESS WHEN INSTALLED AS PART OF THE NEW BUILDING. THE
BUILDER WOULD HAVE TO CERTIFY THE COSTS.

HCCA APPRECIATES THAT THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE HAS BEEN PROACTIVE
ON AMENDING THE LIVABLE HOMES TAX CREDIT, BUT WE ALSO ASK
THAT YOU AND THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE UPDATE THE 2002 URBAN
DESIGN GUIDELINES PER OUR LETTER TO YOU DATED OCTOBER 27, 2016
WHICH WE HAVE ATTACHED.
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Testimony on Livable Homes Tax Credit CB 7-2017

My name is Angela Boyter, 3914 MacAlpine Road, Ellicott City 21042.1 am a member of the Howard

County Commission on Aging, which unanimously approved the proposal to expand the livable homes

tax credit, but I am speaking tonight for myself.

I became aware of the need for this expansion when a friend fell down my front steps, prompting me

and my husband to install the front step railings we have said we needed for the past 49 years. We

were surprised to find that railings are not included in the existing program and, when I looked further,

were disappointed at the very limited number of home improvements that are included. I very much like

the idea of giving the credit for essentially anything that a builder would be required to provide for a 55+

community. After all, if the county is going to require such features in a senior community, why not help

me install them so that I can stay where I have lived for the past 50 years?

However/1 recommend that features eligible for the credit be exactly the same as the features listed in

requirements for 55+ communities, which is what the Commission on Aging had recommended. The

proposed legislation excludes two items: lever door handles and anti-scald devices, using the rationale

that these are relatively inexpensive. I priced the most basic interior and exterior lever handles at Home

Depot. They are $27 and about $50 respectively. I have 14 interior and 5 exterior doors in my home,

which is a very typical Ellicott City home. It would cost me $628 for the materials themselves plus the

installation labor.

I also strongly recommend making the legislation more flexible by saying simply that the eligible

features shall be the same ones required for 55+ communities rather than listing each individually. This

will allow the program to be updated automatically if the 55+ requirements are changed in the future.

My other strong recommendation is that the requirement to get a building permit even for items that

would not otherwise require a building permit be omitted. It is added bureaucracy and expense for the

citizen and added administration for the county. If the county thinks it is important to assure the work

was done properly/ then anyone doing that remodeling should be required to have a permit. If not, then

a permit should not be required for the tax credit. A receipt for the work done should be sufficient; I do

not think the instances of fraud would be high enough to require the permit simply for that reason.

I strongly support this program and thank Ms. Terrasa for initiating it several years ago. I would note,

though, that a limit of $100, 000 would cover only 40 $2500 credits. The current program is not well-

known and is for only half/ rather than 100% of the expense. Given the attractiveness of the program as

proposed and the increasing number of aging citizens in the county, if it is well publicized I can easily

imagine a need to increase the funding in future years.


