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Qt the conference which took place a few days ago, at the offiee
of the Commission, between the members of the Commission and Messrs.
Oray, Herring and Btearns, its Consulting Bngineers, and myself, I was
positively -mlu'od. Tiret, that it is sabsclutely impossible for the
Commission “ sonstruct any savweirage system the final effluent from
shich &t leadt would not have to be discharged into one of the tiidbu~
taries of the Chesapeaks Bay, and, secondly, that the crude sewage
which will be handled by the sewerage system now proposed to be estabe
14shed by the Commission will be subjected to such & searching process
of filtration that the Tinal effluent from that sewerage system could
not possibly be in the least injurious te the oyster and fish indus~
tries of the State when discharged, as it is proposed by the Commission
te ‘l.ﬂrp it, into & tridutary of the Chesapeake Bay. Having re~
O‘lﬂ these assurances, which exercise a controlling influence in mp
tnrﬂ wigten, I beg leave to say that I believe it would be hela by
- ar & ”', lf the question were ever raised, that the prohibition con=

d h the ptﬂilo above mentioned 1is applicable only to erude

J, “ not to an Qmunlt 50 entirely innocucus to fish life as

‘“t m the sewerage tyou- that the Commission intends to establish

" t. m te produce.
o uim of the legislature in passing & statute may be

1M m nlm from the language of the enactment, but alse froem
.l nmaum prompted its passage and from foreign

. Reland Park Co., va, The State, 80 M4, 451, It is also

m.un gecurs in Sec, 2 of the Bewerage ut. and
um d that section the Commission is charged with




