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County Council Of Howard County, Maryland
2015 Legislative Session Legislative Day No. l 3

Bill No._52 2015

————

Introduced by: The Chairperson at the request of the County Executive
and Cosponsored by Greg Fox

AN ACT amending the existing Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee to include the rates in the
Howard County Code; reducing the rates of the fee beginning on July 1, 2016; providing for the
application of this Act; providing for the abrogation of certain provisions of the Howard County

Code related to the fee, as of July 1, 2017; and generally relating to the Watershed Protection and

Restoration Fee.

Introduced and read first time ,2015. Ordered posted and hearing scheduled.

By order,

Jessica Feldmark, Administrator

Having been posted and notice of time & place of hearing & title of Bill having been published according to Charter, the Bill was read for a

second time at a public hearing on ,2015.
By order
Jessica Feldmark, Administrator
This Bill was read the third time on ,2016 and Passed ___, Passed with amendments , Failed
By order
Jessica Feldmark, Administrator
Sealed with the County Seal and presented to the County Executive for approval this ___day of ,2016at__ am/p.m.
By order
Jessica Feldmark, Administrator
Approved/Vetoed by the County Executive 2016

Allan H. Kittleman, County Executive

NOTE: [[text in brackets]] indicates deletions from existing law; TEXT IN SMALL CAPITALS indicates additions to existing law; Strike-cut
indicates material deleted by amendment; Underlining indicates material added by amendment
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WHEREAS, we, as a County, have a responsibility to preserve and protect the
Chesapeake Bay Watershed for future generations; and

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 863, passed by the General Assembly in 2015, repealed the
requirement for jurisdictions to collect a Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee but continues

to require that jurisdictions have a Watershed Protection and Restoration fund and program; and

WHEREAS, the County has a plan to maintain funding for the Watershed Protection and
Restoration program and is able to continue to finance the stormwater remediation work
required under our federally mandated National Pollution Discharge Elimination System

(“NPDES”) Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (“MS4”) Permit (the “Permit”); and

WHEREAS, the County will continue to implement the numerous programs required by
the Permit, including the development of restoration plans that will identify projects to treat

untreated impervious acreage; and

WHEREAS, the County Executive believes that the Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee, as enacted by the County Council through passage of Council Bill No. 8-2013,
is an excessive burden on the residents and businesses, especially small businesses, of Howard

County; and

WHEREAS, the County Executive is confident that the County will continue to exercise
fiscal prudence in selecting projects to pursue, as well as utilize innovative practices, in an
overarching strategy to address requirements that the federally mandated Permit has on the

County.
NOW THEREFORE,

Section 1. Be It Enacted by the County Council of Howard County, Maryland that the Howard

County Code is amended as follows:
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1. By amending:

Title 20. Taxes, Charges and Fees.

Section 20.1102. Watershed protection and restoration fund.

2. By amending:

Title 20. Taxes, Charges and Fees.

Section 20.1103. Watershed protection and restoration fee.

3. By amending:

Title 20. Taxes, Charges and Fees.

Section 20.1104. Schedule of rates, regulations.

Title 20. Taxes, Charges and Fees.
Subtitle 11. - Watershed Protection And Restoration.

Section 20.1102. Watershed protection and restoration fund.

(a) Dedicated Fund. In accordance with Title 4, Subtitle 2 of the Environment Article of the
Annotated Code of Maryland, the County's Watershed Protection and Restoration Fund is hereby

established as a dedicated, non-lapsing, Enterprise Fund.

(b) Revenue. The following revenue shall be deposited into the fund:

(D

)

C)I

“4)
®)

Monetary contributions to meet the provisions of Title 18, Subtitle 9 of this Code
regarding stormwater management alternatives;

All monetary fines, penalties, and costs associated with violations of Title 18,
Subtitle 3 and Subtitle 9 of this Code;

All money collected ON BILLINGS DONE PRIOR TO JULY 1, 2017 from the imposition
of the WATERSHED PROTECTION AND RESTORATION FEE [[fee]], AS THAT FEE
EXISTED PRIOR TO JULY 1,2017;

All interest or other income earned on the investment of money in the fund; and
Any additional money made available from any sources for the purposes for
which the fund has been established.
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(c) Expenses. In accordance with Title 2, Subtitle 4 of the Environment Article of the Annotated
Code of Maryland and subject to subsection (d) of this section, the fund shall only be used for

the following expenses:

(1)

@)
®3)

4)
@
(i)

©)

(6)

()

Capital improvements for stormwater management including stream and wetland

restoration projects;

Operation and maintenance of stormwater management systems and facilities;

Public education and outreach relating to stormwater management or stream and

wetland restoration;

Stormwater management planning, including:

Mapping and assessment of impervious surfaces; and

Monitoring, inspection, and enforcement activities to carry out the purposes of the

fund;

To the extent that fees imposed under Section 4-204 of the Environment Article

of the Annotated Code of Maryland are deposited into the fund, review of

stormwater management plans and permit applications for new development;

Grants to nonprofit organizations for up to 100 percent of a project's costs for

watershed restoration and rehabilitation projects relating to:

1) Planning, design, and construction of stormwater management practices;

(ii) Stream and wetland restoration; and

(iii))  Public education and outreach related to stormwater management or
stream and wetland restoration; and

Reasonable costs necessary to administer the fund.

(d) Expenditure Priority. Subject to the County Executive's budget authority under the Charter,

the first priority for expenditure of revenue from the watershed protection and restoration fee

collected under this subtitle shall be to pay the debt service on bonds, notes, and other

obligations issued to finance or refinance capital improvements or related expenses in connection

with stormwater management systems and facilities.

Section 20.1103. Watershed protecﬁon and restoration fee.

(a) The County shall charge and a property owner shall pay an annual Watershed Protection and

Restoration Fee.
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[[(b) The fee shall be adopted by resolution of the County Council.

(c) Setting the Rate. The County Council shall adopt by resolution a schedule of impervious unit

rates ‘and a schedule of rates for residential properties.]]

(B) RATE FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017. FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017,

BEGINNING ON JULY 1, 2016, THE RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

)
@

TOWNHOUSE OR CONDOMINIUM UNITS - $7.50
SINGLE FAMILY DETACHED
§9) PROPERTIES UP TO AND INCLUDING .25 ACRES - $22.50

() PROPERTIES LARGER THAN.25 ACRES - $45

(C) IMPERVIOUS UNIT RATE FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES FOR FISCAL YEAR 2017. FOR FISCAL

YEAR 2017, BEGINNING ON JULY 1, 2016, THE RATES FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES ARE AS

FOLLOWS:

™

@)

$7.50 PER APARTMENT FOR APARTMENT BUILDINGS THAT ARE NOT SUBJECT TO THE
SCHEDULE OF RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES; AND

$7.50 PER IMPERVIOUS UNIT FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES.

(d) Method of Calculation. FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES, THE [[The]] fee based on the

amount of impervious surface shall be calculated as follows:

™

@

Determine the impervious surface measurement in square feet for the property,
rounded to the nearest whole impervious unit.

Multiply the property's impervious units by the Impervious Unit Rate.

(e) Determining What Constitutes Impervious Area. The County shall determine the impervious

surface measurement for a NON-RESIDENTIAL property based on:

(D
@

®)

(4)

Analysis of aerial photography;

Measurement from approved engineering drawings including, without limitation,
as-built drawings or site plans;

Field surveys signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer or Professional Land
Surveyor licensed in the State of Maryland; or

Inspections conducted by the Department.

(f) Agricultural Properties. If a property has an agricultural use assessment as determined by the

State Department of Assessments and Taxation, the fee shall be:

1

The residential rate if:
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1) The property has a fully implemented Soil Conservation and Water
Quality Plan that has been approved by the Soil Conservation District or a
forest conservation and management agreement with the Maryland
Department of Natural Resources; or

(i)  The property owner has agreed to enter into, and is in the process of
implementing, a soil conservation and water quality plan; or

2 Computed based on the impervious surface measurement calculated for the entire
property, if the property has not implemented a Soil Conservation and Water

Quality Plan approved by the Soil Conservation District.

Section 20.1104. Schedule of rates; regulations.
(@) The County Council shall adopt by resolution a schedule of rates that shall include:
[[(1) The impervious unit rate that may be based on certain variables relative to a
property's characteristics;
2) Rates for residential properties;]]
([[3]11)Rates for credits awarded under section 20.1105 of this subtitle;
([[4]]2)Rates for reimbursements awarded under section 20.1106 of this subtitle; and
([[5]13)Rates for reimbursements awarded under the Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee Assistance Program.

(b) Regulations. The County may adopt regulations to administer the provisions of this subtitle.

Section 2. And Be It Further Enacted by the County Council of Howard County, Maryland
that, at the end of July 1, 2017, with no further action required by the County Council, the
Jollowing sections of the County Code shall be abrogated and of no further force and effect:
1 Section 18.901 (1t);
Section 18.907;
Section 18.909(e);
Section 20.1100;
Section 20.1101;
Section 20.1103;
Section 20.1104,
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8. Section 20.1105;
9. Section 20.1106;
10. Section 20.1108;
11. Section 20.1109;
12. Section 20.1110; and
13. Section 20.1111.

Section 3. And Be It Further Enacted by the County Council of Howard County, Maryland that
Section 1 of this Act shall apply beginning on July 1, 2016.

Section 4. And Be It Further Enacted by the County Council of Howard County, Maryland that
this Act shall become effective 61 days after its enactment.
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Dear County Council members, o

(] (o]

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwatéi-Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into'the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
.and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
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general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for y6r su;/)-?gg/*
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Dear County Council members,

VARTAN !

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, s -
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, R 3
7 ; yx:;k
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee' =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable hou§hg for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, = e

3
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwatét Fee -

Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!




e cEing Tasechr’-' l’oui.ir-d
2 ) .
Name: % S rved S\’:’- VA/UC 4 Institution: / UC/(-J

Adress: é LfB /) S‘}ngq’%/ﬂJ/ C+ @[UWK IQITQ A ‘Z/fi_@

Email Address: bsaw,a/)fiu Apa, Loty A = {;‘
Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee B
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, ST
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwate?Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, I
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterFee ™ :
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful rungj}f into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs-
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, - ¢

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee | .
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runofﬁntoﬁt'l'ié
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports praograms
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, arid the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwatefPee ;
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoffjinto ttLg
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs'’
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the St’ormwate‘g Fee <
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runeff ir'rtdf»ghe
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay/&nd the:
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, R
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterEee ; i
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoffjinto the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports pr rarﬁis’gg
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, afid the &=
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard Count{l;youth.::;
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterFee =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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' As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee

Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

- general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, = (“_‘
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, b =
&
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwate[ Eee Lz
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, U . i
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwate{fee ’ _
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
e e
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwatéf_j:ee =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runéff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, 2 _

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater{-'féee =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, e

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, . i
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, SN

s
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwategrjli:ee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, 7 E,M 5,_; ( y[}\@g_ < € o Lo
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear Cou Council members,

As’-é leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater i?ée
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, O o

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterFee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,

! /

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, ‘

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwaterﬁ%ee o Q»
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoffiinto the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs ;
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, ' U e
G

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwateffee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members,
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, e
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, o =

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwate’tjee -
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, o
4 /
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, : s

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwaterfee e
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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© As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
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Dear County Council members, i
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Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, o _

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, U

i/ j 3 -~
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwager Fee E
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, < =

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, &
{ ' =
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterFee =
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, = Ve

7 Y, 3
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fée
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, g‘?;}
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As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, B

As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear Coun’%Counul members,
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As a%eader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater | Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports pfﬁggrams
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard Counﬁ/’youth:.;
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to théjhealt\
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educatigpal - -
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the count;y,; and =
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let'skéep the'

general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for youy support!
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Dear County Council members,
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwater. Fee
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, ~

P
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the Stormwatef{ﬁee -
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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Dear County Council members, U =
i ; =3 e
As a leader with PATH, | am asking you to please vote against CB 52, the StormwaterFee ‘
Repeal Bill. The current stormwater fee is a progressive way to address harmful runoff into the
Chesapeake Bay, and is not an unnecessary burden to taxpayers. The fee supports programs
such as the READY Program (created by PATH, the Alliance for the Chesapeake Bay, and the
County) to address stormwater remediation and employ and develop Howard County youth.
There are many priorities this year and in the years to come that will be critical to the health
and success of our county that the general fund supports, such as increasing educational
opportunities, expanding transportation for seniors and other residents of the county, and
ensuring the availability of affordable housing for current and future residents. Let's keep the
general fund strong by keeping the Stormwater Fee intact. Thank you for your support!
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keep the storm water fee in Howard County

Wendel Dean Renner [WendelDRenner@comcast.net]

Sent: Tuesday, January 05, 2016 8:24 PM
To: CouncilMail; Ball, Calvin B

I am in favor of keeping the storm water fee for Howard County to be able
to clean up our run off and protect the Chesapeake Bay.

Wendel Dean Renner

5975 Gales Lane
Columbia, MD 21045

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/7/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Sander Zaben [Sander.Zaben@gmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 03, 2016 11:50 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee. )

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I've contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Sander Zaben
8712 Haycarriage Ct
Ellicott City, MD 21043

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/7/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Maura Duffy [etrainridah23@comcast.net]
Sent: Saturday, December 19, 2015 12:55 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and reguirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I’m seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place. )

Thank you.

Maura Duffy
9379 Tiller Drive
Ellicott City, MD 21042

httos://mail. howardcountyvmd. gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM Note&id=RecAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/7/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Chiara D'Amore [chiaradamore@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 17, 2015 2:33 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

T understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Chiara D'Amore
Endicott Lane
Columbia, MD 21044

hine/fmail howardeountvmd. cov/owa/2ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=ReAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/7/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Robert Smith [smithatec@aol.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 9:26 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I’'m deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of haVing a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Robert Smith
4054 Crescent Rd.
Ellicott City, MD 21042

hine /fmail howardeonntvmd oov/owa/29e=Ttem&1=IPM Note&id=RocAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/7/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Patricia Schuyler [paschuyler@hotmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:17 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee-that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county. :

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Patricia Schuyler
5134 Rondel Place
Columbia, MD 21044

httos://mail.howardcountymd.cov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Lisa Ott [lisamichelsott@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 12:29 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee i1s the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you. -

Lisa Ott
9643 Green Moon Path
Columbia, MD 21046

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Dwayne Johnson [johnson.dwayne.k@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 1:19 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I've contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Dwayne Johnson
5901 Rising Star
Elkridge, MD 21075

httos://mail howardcountvmd.ocov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM . Note&id=ReAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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William Fox [wfoxmd7@verizon.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 2:09 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams. '

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I’m seeing the money I’'ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

William Fox
11837 Winterlong Way
Columbia, MD 21044

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed...  1/11/2016
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Kurt Schwarz [krschwal@verizon.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:33 PM °
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

T understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I wish to reiterate my concern that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for this
fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee would
be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management program.
This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in the last
session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe that the
fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater management
needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other county
public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen and voter
want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee in place so
that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I’'m seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using dedicated
funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable water in our
local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace, without being
put at risk by budget uncertainties. Further, such projects have already been shown to
improve water quality in Baltimore County. The same will occur here in Howard.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater remediation
fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Kurt Schwarz
9045 Dunloggin Court
Ellicott City, MD 21042

hne: /mail hawardeountvmd ooviowa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RecAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016




Vote NO on CB52-2015 Page 1 of 1

Vote NO on CB52-2015

Anna Farb [anna.r.farb@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 3:46 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee could
jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable, swimmable rivers and
streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for this
fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen and
voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee in
place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using dedicated
funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable water in our
local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace, without being
put at risk by budget uncertainties. I also think the incentives for homeowner installing
BMPs are important to maintain.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater remediation
fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff in our

county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Anna Farb

Columbia, MD 21044

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Gregory Buffaloe [easyman123@verizon.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 5:33 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Gregory Buffaloe
8026 Jane Garth
Jessup, MD 20794

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed...  1/11/2016
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Fran Terry [bestmadelemonade@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 6:20 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding decllars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Fran Terry
10837 Braeburn Rd
Columbia, MD 21044

https://mail. howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Jodi Rose [jodi@interfaithchesapeake.org]

Sent: Thursday, January 07, 2016 11:12 PM
To: CouncilMail

Attachments: IPC letter to Chair of Cou~1.pdf (189 KB)

Dr. Ball -
Attached please accept electronic testimony in regards to Howard County Bill 52-2015. I will be unable
to attend the Jan. 19th hearing, but am grateful that you will accept this testimony electronically.

Thank you,

Jodi Rose
Executive Director
Interfaith Partners for the Chesapeake

interfaithchesapeake.org

501 6th Street
Annapolis, MD 21403
410-609-6852

“We accomplish in our lifetime only a tiny fraction of the magnificent enterprise that is God’s work.”
Archbishop Oscar Romero, peace activist

https://mail. howardcountymd.eov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/8/2016
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January 4, 2016

Dr. Calvin Ball

George Howard Building
1st Floor

3430 Courthouse Drive
Ellicott City, MD 21043

RE: Howard County Bill 52-2015
Council Chair Dr. Ball:

We are writing you to express our opposition to a repeal of the Howard County stormwater fee, Council
Bill 52-2015. '

As you know, polluted runoff is created when rain falls on manmade surfaces and becomes polluted. We
make this pollution in our daily living: by driving our cars, or dropping cigarette butts, or over-applying
our salt. By expanding our communities with new shopping centers and schools. We never intend to
pollute, but that doesn’t mean we’re not responsible. God makes the rain, but we make the runoff.

There is a cost to polluted runoff, and one that we must all share fairly. Many congregations throughout
Maryland are already rolling up their sleeves and getting to work to reduce their polluted runoff. They
understand that we cannot shirk our responsibilities. If nonprofit congregations are willing to carry their
fair share of the responsibility, why are so many others passing the buck?

We believe there is a deep connection between caring for the environment and caring for humanity
around us, and those yet to come. We appreciate your respectful consideration of these viewpoints in
regards to repeal.

In hope for a balanced web of life,

di Rose
ecutive Director

www.interfaithchesapeake.org (410) 609-6852 ﬂ Interfaith Partners for the Chesapeake - i @IPC_Chesapeake
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Peter Katan [peterkatan@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:18 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for this
fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen and
voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee in
place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a Compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using dedicated
funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable water in our
local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace, without being
put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater remediation
fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff in our
county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.
Peter Katan
2510 kensington gdns unit 304

unit 304
ellicott city, MD 21043

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/8/2016
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Andrew Porter, P.E. [civildesign@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:50 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Andrew Porter, P.E.
6123 Hlly Ridge Ct
Columbia, MD 21044

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/8/2016
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Susan Imbach [susanimbach@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:18 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Qur 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Susan Imbach
3894 Paul Mill Rd
Ellicott City, MD 21042

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgA AAABLKx24EdG... 1/8/2016
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Christine Hilton [cmhilton@verizon.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 11:20 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Christine Hilton
5330 Debbie Court
Ellicott City, MD 21043

https // mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24EdG... 1/8/2016
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Frank Lombardi [ftlombardi@aol.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:54 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Frank Lombardi
11726 Lightfall Court
Columbia, MD 21044

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed...  1/11/2016
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Karlton Kim [karltonkim@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:47 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I’'m seeing the money I've contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Karlton Kim
11052 Harding Road
Laurel, MD 20723

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Vote NO on CB52-2015

Karlton Kim [karltonkim@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 8:47 PM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

T understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams. ’

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen ,
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I’m seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Karlton Kim
11052 Harding Road
Laurel, MD 20723

https://mail howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... ~1/11/2016
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Rachel Hlavay [chlavay@comcast.net]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:17 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I’'m deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for this
fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen and
voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee in
place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using dedicated
funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable water in our
local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace, without being
put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater remediation
fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff in our
county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.
Rachel Hlavay
9722 Deep Smoke

9722 Deep Smoke
Columbia, MD 21403

httos://mail. howardcountymd.cov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=ReAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Charles Scudder [cescudder@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:23 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

T understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

T have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52-2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Charles Scudder
9556 Wandering Way
Columbia, MD 21045

hitnas/fmail howardeountvmd. sov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=Roc AAAABLKx?24Ed... 1/11/2016
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Dave Dittman [davedittman@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, January 08, 2016 10:24 AM
To: CouncilMail

Dear County Executive Kittleman and Howard County Council:

I understand that CB52-2015 was recently introduced to repeal Howard County’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration fee.

I'm deeply concerned that removing the fee would undermine our county’s Watershed
Protection and Restoration Program and erode our ability to meet the requirements of our
federal MS4 (Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System) permit. Removing the fee is a bad
choice that could jeopardize Howard County’s water quality and a future of fishable,
swimmable rivers and streams.

Several analyses done by the County over the past several years point to the need for
this fee.

Our 2012 Phase II County Watershed Implementation Plan (WIP) suggests that such a fee
would be the most fiscally prudent and reliable way to fund our stormwater management
program. This assessment predates the state mandate for a county fee that was removed in
the last session of the Maryland General Assembly. State mandates aside, I still believe
that the fee is the most reliable and fiscally prudent way to address our stormwater
management needs and requirements.

Recent County budget shortfalls indicate that finding dollars in the County General Fund
will not be as simple and painless as the County Executive’s financial assurance plan
suggests. The need to fulfill the requirements of our MS4 permit may mean that other
county public services get short shrift, and that is not a choice that I as a citizen
and voter want to see us make. Better to keep the dedicated funding provided by the fee
in place so that clean-up efforts don’t have to compete with other priorities for County
funds.

I have not yet heard a compelling argument for CB52~2015 that overrides the significant
tide of the County’s own evidence in support of maintaining our Watershed Protection and
Restoration Fee.

And, perhaps most significant for me as a citizen, since the advent of the Watershed
Protection and Restoration Fee, I'm seeing the money I’ve contributed going into the
ground, getting important work done. The stream restorations, tree plantings,
infrastructure repairs and upgrades, and other projects already being done using
dedicated funds from the fee have put us on the path towards safe, fishable, swimmable
water in our local rivers and streams. I want to see that critical work continue apace,
without being put at risk by budget uncertainties.

I hope that you will see the fiscal prudence of having a dedicated stormwater
remediation fee available to help fund the important work of cleaning up polluted runoff

in our county.

Please vote “no” on CB52-2015, and keep our Watershed Protection and Restoration Fee in
place.

Thank you.

Dave Dittman
6318 Wimbledon Court
Elkridge, MD 21075

https://mail.howardcountymd.gov/owa/?ae=Item&t=IPM.Note&id=RgAAAABLKx24Ed... 1/11/2016




