WEST HANOVER TOWNSHIP AUTHORITY
MEETING Minutes
August 5, 2020 @ 6:30 p.m.

1. CALL TO ORDER:  Chairman

2. ROLL CALL:  Secretary

3. APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES:      
a. Workshop Meeting Minutes of June 17, 2020
b. Regular Meeting Minutes of July 1, 2020

Mr. Fowler asked for a motion to approve Educational Minutes from June 17, 2020 and the Regular Meeting Minutes for July 1, 2020.

Mr. Steinmeier made the motion to approve the minutes for June 17 and July 1, 2020.
Mr. Shradley second the motion.

		Motion passed unanimously

4. CORRESPONDANCE:
a. Emails from M. Doyle, L. Daubert, C. Milliken, S. Swank, M. Kreiser, J. Deibler, A. Albright, PA Governor’s Office of General Counsel

5. ANNOUNCEMENTS:
a. Authority will have an Executive Session at the conclusion of this meeting to discuss personnel and legal matters.  No action will be taken at conclusion of the Executive Session.
b. Authority will hold a Budget Workshop on August 19, 2020 at 6:00 pm.
c. The period for filing an appeal of the 2020 stormwater fee expired on July 15, 2020. 
d. 
Mr. Fowler stated once we go through the appeals we will not be accepting anymore until January of 2021. The property owner has 60 days from the date they receive their bill to file an appeal. We extended the payment date by 60 days that is why they had until July 15,2020

e. Property owners with approved credit applications will not receive a revised bill for 2020.  Approved credits are effective in 2021 and will be reflected on the 2021 stormwater bill.
f. Property owners with approved adjustment appeals will receive a revised bill for 2020.

Mr. Fowler stated that he has heard from Keystone Collections so after tonight’s meeting we will provide them with a list with the additional approved appeals from tonight within 30 days they will issue a new bill to those with approved appeals from the time they receive new bill those people will have 30 days to pay their bill, 30 days to issue the bill then 30 days to pay the bill.

g. Credit applications must be approved by the Authority no later than the December 2, 2020 Board Meeting in order to be included in the 2021 stormwater billing.

Mr. Fowler stated once we go beyond December 2, 2020 we will need to provide a list of all property owners to Keystone to do the billing from that point on. We won’t be able to adjust any bills after this point.

h. There will be a Rain Barrel Workshop conducted at some point this Fall in conjunction with the Dauphin County Conservation District.

		Mr. Fowler stated that we have not heard from Dauphin County about an exact 			date because of the Covid. We will post it on the website once we know of a 			date.

6. PUBLIC COMMENT:
Lori Fehr - 7214 Linglestown Road, asked to approve the adjustment for the property she just purchased at 7216 Linglestown Rd at this evenings meeting. She purchased the property March then everything shut down by the Covid. I was going to demolish the house, the sidewalks and driveway but the Covid put up roadblocks for me to have anyone do it.  July 13, 2020 I talked to Janet to request assistance and to determine how to submit to the Authority to have property removed from the stormwater billing. Right now, there is no longer a house, sidewalk or driveway they all have been removed. I know this appeal is not on the agenda tonight, but I am asking for you to give this consideration tonight. Thank you.

Mr. Fowler – stated that she was not on the agenda, but I have a note to discuss your request. We will look at your request later in the agenda.

Mr. Enck – asked on the billing for next year on this year the payment was divided into 3 parts will it be quarterly billing next year? Are you going to accept applications during the 2020-2021 for anyone to get new credits on the 2021 billing? Will the budget workshop be opened to the public? Will it be a Zoom Meeting?

Mr. Fowler stated that yes the billing for 2021 will go out in January 2021 and there will be quarterly installments. The workshop will be a public meeting and will be Zoom. In order for a credit to be applied to 2021 bill it must be approved by the Authority by the end of this year. Then it will be given to Keystone Collection for processing. Keystone will not be making any changes to the 2021 billing during the year, other than adjustment appeals. The Rates, Rules and Regulations doesn’t provide for retro-active credits.

Mr. Enck asked if that included the one to properties North and East of Route 39?

Mr. Fowler stated that is an automatic credit in non-urbanized areas.

Jon Hetrick asked if we received his appeal? If not I will resend to you. Mr. Rosario stated about hiring full-time staff, and the reimbursement of funds to the Township that fronted the Authority I would like to see an analyses involving your budget and what amount was fronted to the Authority and how much in debt is the Authority to the Township.

Tammi Castle asked if it would be possible to have the meetings outdoors where we can social distance?

Mr. Rosario stated that the Board of Supervisors have not authorized any outdoor gatherings according to the Dept. Of Health.

Diane Allen asked if every meeting do you approve the minutes? The residents don’t have access to see what your approving. I have been waiting for last month’s minutes to be put up and have yet to see them. I think we should be able to read ahead and see what is going to be approved.

Mr. Wakefield stated that typically public meeting minutes are not public record until they are approved by the Authority at a subsequent meeting. They are not subject to  public access. 

Mr. Fowler stated that they are not posted until after they are approved at a monthly meeting. July 1st and June 17th minutes are on the agenda to be approved today. Normally it’s always a month behind.

Diane Allen stated that on May 6, 2020 minutes and June 1, 2020 minutes you voted to retro-active to give credits this year. We got our applications in within the billing date. Then you change your mind by July 1, 2020 meeting was that approved with a motion set forward was it seconded? We don’t remember hearing any of that. I feel that May 6 meeting and June 1 meeting should still stand. You said it would cost $1.50 to re-bill when you do approval and one an action is set in motion you can’t go back and change it. That should stand.

Mr. Fowler stated that rescinding the retroactivity was done with the approval of the 50% Covid Credit.

Diane Allen stated that she listens closely to all the meetings and she never heard that we just heard about the Covid credit. That’s why I wanted to see the minutes.

Mr. Fowler stated the minutes are going to reflect that was all part of the Covid discussion and what Keystone could do with the billing. That was when it was determined the Covid credit couldn’t be given this year but could be given in 2021. Keystone felt they could not redo the billing.

Mr. Allen said Keystone was contacted and said they didn’t understand what the problem was. How can they do appeals and not credits.

Mr. Fowler responded that there are approximately 40 people with appeals. The rebilling of 4500 that’s a big difference in sending out 40 revised bills.

Mr. Allen stated that is because of the way this was rolled out. You shouldn’t penalize the residents. When everyone jumped on board this would have only cast a buck fifty and not its rescinded. That’s why we were interested in the minutes.

Mr. Wakefield stated that at any point when dealing with resolutions the Authority is free to alter its policies by resolution which is being done here. My understanding is that was done.  The problem with the billing and working with collection companies that handing the billing I think the Authority decided to handle it in an equitable fashion with the Covid credit for year 2021. Many properties owners are better off then they would have with the retro-active credit. The terms of the Authority to walk away from a prior policy its free to do that by the resolution which they have done that.

Mr. Allen asked if even after the action is put into motion?

Mr. Wakefield stated that was correct. If you take that to its logical extent you would say to the Authority they would be bound forever for every resolution that was created is not correct.

?? someone not sure who stated What is the reliance of the taxpayers on that action?

Mr. Wakefield stated that the rate payers are being I think equitable dealt with by the 50% Covid credit.

Mrs. Allen asked how to do we know that come next year you’re going to change your mind and not give us the Covid credit?

Mr. Fowler stated that we do have a resolution further on the agenda to make revisions to the Rates, Rules and Regulation the covid credit is in there. But I guess the Authority could decide in a month or w not to grant that I don’t see that happening, but I guess it could.

Mr. Storey stated that many things said by this Authority have been reversed. Like in the June meeting you said that everyone on the Authority said they were in favor at the time to move the start date from January 1 to July 1, 2020 everyone listening to that was believing that was going to happen and then it didn’t. The we submitted the credit on time believing as the Authority communicated that the credit would be applied in 2020. The to be told by the Township Manager that we would be charged for the review by HRG to see if we deserved the credit. That was never communicated anywhere. When I said that the Township Manger pulled out a piece of paper and said here it is.

Mr. Rosario replied  that he would like to respond to that statement. The Township apart from the Authority and the fee is on the township side we do charge for review of applicants stormwater and e&s. Wo whatever cost from the engineer for that review it is passed on to the applicant the same as we use for subdivision/land development.

Mr. Storey asked why this was not communicated on the credit application?

Mr. Rosario associated with stormwater authority. It’s a MS4 fee that has been in our township resolution forever.

Mr. Storey stated that they applied for a riparian buffer and low impact parcel. Now there is a fee to investigate to get those credits.

Mr. Rosario stated that Right now for credit and appeals for HRG reviews is over $24,000.00. The township is going to eat this cost for this go around but not next year. This is not a free service.

Mr. Storey stated I don’t question if its legit. I would suggest the credit application includes the possibility of the fee on the application it doesn’t even mention the $25.00 application fee. Since the credits are not going to be applied to the fee of 2020 any credit we get for 2020 would be applied to the fee of 2021. If that’s the case we are on a farm that we could get almost 90% credit for 2020 and then another 90% credit for 2021. That’s a 180% credit. How are you going to handle that?

Mr. Fowler stated at a farm you are still limited to 50% max credit if you  applied for multi credits then you are maxed out at 50%.

Mr. Storey asked if the clean and green does it not mean anything in a relationship for a credit?

Mr. Fowler stated that clean and green is an assessment program related to taxes. It has nothing to do with stormwater. As far as sending out new bills you heard from a meeting back in June or July. Keystone Collections said it was not possible to do a new billing at this point. They suggested the 50% covid credit.  That is why we changed the method. There was a discussion at the July 1 meeting. Many people had already paid their bill at that time, so it would’ve caused more problems.

J. Durney stated that I think we need to deal with Keystone. We are talking about hiring staff for the Authority. I was wondering if the staff could handle the billing?

Mr. Rosario stated that the purpose of hiring is I have township staff members doing the stormwater and the regular township work is suffering.

J. Durney started that I don’t quite agree with that answer. You want to hire two new people to handle the Authority’s administration details rather than having them use the township staff.

Mr. Rosario the 2 people hired with become township employees however they would be dedicated to the operation of the Authority they will only be going the Authority’s work.

J. Durney is it out of the question to hire someone to do the collections?

Mr. Rosario stated that yes it is. The cost associated it’s not even a consideration.

Tracy Lewis, 928 Pheasant Road, stated that we have talked about a flat rate fee. The credit application process cost associated with it is complicated. It’s going to require an engineer to review it and not counting the additional staff, that mean pension and benefits. I would like to see a flat fee. The Partnership credit you mention is for commercial rate payers where they can get more than the 50% max your only given that to non-residential rate payers. I would like to hear the thought process behind that. I think the that rate payers like myself who has already paid the large stormwater fees should be eligible for that. The changes on the Rates, Rules and Regulations where these changes been available to review by the public? I would like to thank the Public Works Department for the great job  taking care of the area over by Pheasant Road by putting in some drainage to take care of some of the stormwater. I feel this process has violated the type of Sunshine Rule cause the lack of transparency and comments about no minutes.

Mr. Fowler stated I am not sure what you do on your property but there are some credits that are available for residential properties.

Tracy Lewis stated that then there is the cost of the engineer fees. The Township Manager already said someone must pay for the reviews.

Michele Doyle stated that she had a credit and it had gotten approved and July 7 I received a letter stating it was approved and Keystone would be notified to adjust my bill. That was after you said I wouldn’t get this credit this year. Was I approved for the 30% I haven’t heard form Keystone?

Mr. Fowler stated the  first letter she received was a mistake. Keystone will not be issuing new bills for credit for 2020 that will take place in 2021. 

Michele Doyle asked so I am stuck with paying the full bill this year. I don’t get any credit until 2021.

Mr. Fowler stated that everyone for 2020 unless you have an approved adjust appeal will have to pay the full bill for this year. If you have an approved adjust appeal you will get a revised bill. Everyone else pays the bill they received in April of 2020  then in 2021 you will get a covid of 50% and any credits that you applied for that were approved and if you are un-urbanized area you’ll get another 15% credit on top of that.

Corinne Hankins stated that it’s a great idea. Even if that meant we pay Keystone a little more. Why not refund people  from this year at least the credit that would be applied next year and decide to go with a flat fee. That would save on a lot of engineering fees. The only people making money is the engineers. How are you going to know if you don’t get on the website or attend the meetings how are we going to get informed? You took the newsletter from being mailed now you must have a computer to even read that.

Mr. Fowler stated that to find out they would have to go to the website or attend the meetings.

Corinne Hankins stated that she doesn’t think it’s fair to a lot of our residents. This impacts all our residents So in 2021 is the engineer fee going to be passed on to the homeowners. This needs to be known by everyone.

Mr. Fowler stated that the Authority receives a bill from HRG on a monthly basis. That bill breaks out the different components for each item. There is a section for appeals and credits. Those items are not paid by the township. They are incurred by the Authority and paid out of the stormwater fee. As part of the budget this year we will determine whether we are going to continue with just the $25.00 admin fee for credit application. We will be having this discussion.

Corinne Hankins stated the flat fee is the better way they cost for the Authority would be cheaper and the engineer fees would be so much less.

Mr. Fowler stated that even if we go flat rate there will still be credits. Under the law we must provide credits. Any other comments? We will move on.

7. PRESENTATIONS, STAFF & BOARD REPORTS:
a. Administration

i. Status of New Authority Website
              
Mr. Rosario stated that in the interest of getting things up and saving cost with a new website the township made the decision to put it on the Township website.

Mr. Fowler asked I thought we were getting our own website? I am willing to be part of the townships, but it may be worth while sitting down with the web designer to try and make it easier to navigate. It is a challenge at times finding information

Max stated he agreed with Mr. Fowler make it easier to navigate.

Mr. Fowler asked if everyone was ok with the website?

Tara Rex stated that she had a resident asking if the website would be voted on or is that something that would happen.

Mr. Fowler stated no. We would have to get a proposal according to Mr. Rosario and they would present it to the Authority for approval.

Mr. Wakefield stated that the Authority would below the thresh hold for billing.

ii. Staffing Update

Mr. Rosario stated I have the job description complete the issue is I informed the BOS we need to withdraw the 3 township staffers from the Authority so that they can do their primary duties for the township. The new hire will do the credit and appeals, scan them to HRG for review, schedule meetings, pay bills and doing deposits. Because of the unfunded mandates it takes a professional engineer to review these items and recommend approvals or denials that is why HRG are doing these. I am doing what I need to do as the Township Manager to keep the rates as low for the taxpayers that I can. Even though the Authority has total control by the agreement with the township Board of Supervisors. The Authority has complete control over the infrastructure of the stormwater. The township no longer holds that. However, the township’s MS4 Federal permit is not proxy or the responsibility of the Authority Board. That is the responsibility of the Board of Supervisors if the Authority does not generate revenue to do the projects that are in our permit renewal. The township then will have to carry the burden and then it will transfer into raising local real estate taxes. The township works hard to pay cash and not borrow money. I am hoping the Authority will follow this plan. We can manage and operate this process and do it fairly and have the rate payers be comfortable about what happening.

Corinne Hankins ??? stated what was said in this meeting I would like to have it word for word its very technical to me. Will we be certain that will be in the minutes?

Mr. Rosario stated that the meeting is being recorded.

Mr. Fowler stated  that this was one of the items up for discussion in the budget workshop. We will run through all our options either remaining the same, hiring fulltime or part time and doing a cost analysis.

Mr. Rosario stated bringing on the Administrative Assistant  and a staff person who perform the inspection or the subdivision/land development side it would be done by that person and the township engineer that’s not going to change. They would be handling the stormwater process. I do have the lower level area for an office space the phone system is down there, Runwell who is our 3rd party computer personnel will get the computers up and running on our server. Right now, to create  2 new users to our system it would be around $7200, we have Comcast already down there.
 The computer system would run around $8000 for the both.

Mr. Fowler asked are you asking for our approval for the estimates from Runwell?

Mr. Rosario stated I am looking for the Authority approval. I need to get my staff back to their regular duties. My staff is so far behind I can’t have them going any further.

Mr. Wakefield asked if Mr. Rosario was talking about the computer system and phone system only?

Mr. Rosario stated no everything I mentioned, hiring 2 fulltime people that will be on the township’s payroll and then passed off to the Authority.

Mr. Wakefield asked so this will be reimbursed by the Authority but their township employees? What is authorization from the Authority do you need? The Authority does not know the cost correct?

Mr. Rosario stated that the cost for the phone system is $1500.00, the computer systems $8000.00, the fixing up of the downstairs painting, replacing carpet around $3000.00

Mr. Wakefield stated so the Authority would be authorizing of agreeing to reimburse for those cost? What about the cost of the employees?

Mr. Rosario stated I have a base range of our current salary package and working on the job description. The salary ranges are for an MS4 coordinator according to PSAT’s annual posting.

Mr. Fowler stated that there is an executive meeting following this meeting we can discuss this at that time about staff. For the space downstairs to be fixed up so what does the Authority want to do?

Mr. Steinmeier stated he would make that motion.

Mr. Shradley second the motion for phones $1500, rent $2000 a year, computers $8000, renovations $3000 I approve but not for the 2 staffers at this time.

Mr. Fowler asked all in favor?

All agreed and Motion passed.

b. Public Works

i. Avondale Terrace Flooding Issue

Mr. Rosario stated that there was nothing to report.

Mr. Fowler stated that he drove down there when it was raining and noted
that there are inlet boxes there and Harold Harman had two men out cleaning the inlets to let the water down. I want to stay on top of this. I would like to do something there to help with this resident’s problem.

ii. Status of Approved Small MS4 Projects

Mr. Fowler stated that these are the repair projects not the 3 BMP’s

Mr. Rosario stated that none of the BMP’s have been started.

Mr. Fowler stated that Lakeside could be done in the Spring of 2021 if the permit is received from DEP.

iii. New Projects for Authority Approval

Mr. Rosario stated that the public sewer dept are working on put in sewer and came across 2 exposed underground stormwater pipes that the bottoms had rotted out being that is was an emergency that Public Works have to replace both pipes and put in 2 two inlets. Projects 7 & 8 are completed.

Mr. Shradley stated he would make that motion to approve to the work that already has been completed.

Mr. Steinmeier stated that he’d second the motion. All in favor.

Motion passed unanimously.



b. Finance
i. 2020 Budget’s 2nd Revision

Mr. Fowler stated that board already received the 2020 budget. Total expenditures have been reduced due to only doing 6 months’ worth of work do to covid.  The new budget revised is now $542,581.00

Mr. Shradley asked what the income was to date.

Mr. Fowler stated that we got one statement June 1 with a revenue of $600,000.00. I will entertain a motion to approve this revised budget of $542,581.27.

Mrs. Zimmerman made the motion

Mr. Steinmeier 2nd the motion

Motion passed unanimously.

ii. HRG Review of MS4 Services

Mr. Fowler stated that we have Matt Bonanno to give us a review.

Mr. Bonanno stated that he oversees looking after engineering and stormwater across the state. There are concerns about the fee. This compensation each year we had approved budget from the township of $13,000.00 after 7 years that was $91,000.00 that we were approved to spend to assist  the township We invoiced $43,000.00. the DEP permit is changing it changes every 5 years. With more and more requirements that are unfunded. We are doing MCM’s 1 thru 6 to submit your annual report.  We submitted an approved budget of $49,250. To date we invoiced a little over $23,000.00 with an additional $19,000.00 spent over the last 4 weeks that you have not received yet. We have done 45 appeals and 55 credit reviews for a total of $24,000.00 that is about $200.00 per review. You do need an administration and staff to help with day to day information.

iii. Budget vs Actual - to Date – Nothing currently.

iv. Approval of Invoices

Mr. Fowler stated that we have 2 HRG invoices. One for $22,226.61 and the other $1831.50  for a total of $24,057.11.  Do I have a motion?

Mr. Shradley made the motion to pay HRG invoice in the amount of $24,057.11.

Mrs. Zimmerman second the motion

Motion passed unanimously

8. OLD BUSINESS:

a. Revisions to Rules, Rates & Regulations

Mr. Fowler stated that they all received the reline changes. Does anyone have a question?

Mr. Shradley stated that he did not have a chance to look it over completely.

Mr. Fowler stated that for the public these are the changes. The changes extending from the expiration date to the end of the MS4 cycle which is March 31, 2023. What that means rather than having to reapply for credits every year the credits that the Authority approves will extend until the next permit cycle. Depending on the requirements of the new permit, we may make changes to the credit we are offering. We are expanding the rain garden credit to include underground detention addition to the rain garden and rain barrel. There was no definition on the rain garden except that there had to be 10 square feet. The design must be satisfactory to the Authority.

Mr. Wakefield asked what section you are talking about. Its Section 14.16. Would you prefer the last sentence to contain that language? That the applicate must submit the application, photos and a design acceptable to the Authority and the engineer.

Mr. Fowler stated to just add it to the last sentence.

Mr. Wakefield stated that he could do that.

Mr. Fowler stated if they want to do a rain garden they will have to meet the standards. We are adding non-urbanized and agricultural use credit. We are limiting the urban tree canopy credit. We will still do porous pavement, but the  urban tree canopy discussion was vague and created more confusion as far as who could apply for it. Corrected Table 1 which is the summary of the available credits.

Mr. Wakefield stated that accompanying this there is a Resolution. These revisions of the rules, Rates and Regulations all  the revision of 14.16 that we discussed.  That also has the Covid Credit and how they should be applied along with the other credit for 2021.

Mr. Fowler stated that the Authority can make other changes if needed at any time. So, if the Board is comfortable adopting these changes to go ahead and approve Resolution 20-08 and a onetime Covid Credit. Do I have a motion?

Mr. Steinmeier made the motion.

Mrs. Zimmerman second the motion.

Motion passed unanimously.

b. Authorize consultants/advisors to complete analyses required for consideration of various billing methods.

Mr. Fowler stated that he provided to the Authority going through the analyses to be done to consider the ERU method we are using in 202. Whether we went with a cap fee, flat fee or tier fee. I am asking to turn our consultants loose to make analyses to nail down our budget and that all those analyses are completed for the Board to consider.

Mr. Steinmeier asked did we talk to Light-Heigel about this?

Mr. Fowler stated no. We had asked them prior to the workshop back in May to give an estimate  of a flat fee. They have done that. One of the things we discovered is how we classify  some of the properties. We have some farms classified as residential and some non-residential so some farm would not be considered a flat fee. We need Light-Heigel to figure out what is a residence and what is a commercial agricultural property. Under our system now it doesn’t matter because we are using ERU’s. If we go flat fee that would have an impact. Then if we decide to go flat fee will we give credits? There is a legal issue, there is definition issue and we need to provide an estimate what a real flat fee would be. If we decide to do the cap it’s the same thing and cap fee have major legal issues.

Mr. Steinmeier stated that anything over 3 ERU’s is causing a financial burden on the residents. So, we will leave everything on the table.

Mr. Bonanno stated that part of an analyses would have been done on the original . I think you should define what information done to date and how far you want to go.

Mr. Fowler stated that Light-Heigel has all the land use classification that they consider residential. When you get to the tier system that is either HRG or Light-Heigel.

Mr. Bonanno stated that we are against the cap system. You would want to make sure the fee you are charging has to be tied to something its usually the impervious surface and you can do that with a tier system.

Mr. Shradley asked if the parcels would have to be classified before you finalize the rate study?

Mr. Bonanno stated that is correct.

Mr. Fowler stated that then we will ask them to go ahead and get an estimate together.

9. NEW BUSINESS:
a. Adjustment Appeals:
1. Harry Habecker, Parcel 68-014-070, #A-31
Recommendation: approval
2. Jeff & Laurie Daubert, 7384 Fishing Creek Valley Rd., #A-36
Recommendation: partial approval
3. Chad Milliken, 1720 Blacksmith Lane, #A-37
Recommendation: denial
4. Neil Shatto, Jr., Parcel 68-013-019, #A-41
Recommendation: approval
5. Joseph & Kim Lelii, Parcel 68-006-069, #A-42
Recommendation: approval
6. Joann Durney & Paul Adams, 7733 Alden Dr., #A-43
Recommendation: approved
7. Charles Barnes, 212 Berkstone Cr., #A-44
Recommendation: approved
8. Craig Brown, 7825 Jonestown Rd., #A-45
Recommendation: partial approval
9. Robert Fowler, 8048 Rider Lane, #A-46
Recommendation: approval
10. Justin Swank, 6955 Sleepy Hollow Road, #A-47
Recommendation: partial approval, partial denial
11. Robert Nesbit, 1682 Maplewood Drive, #A-48
Recommendation: denial
12. Jeffrey Mack, 1420 Piketown Road, #A-49
Recommendation: approval
13. Henry Cassel, 55 N. Oak Gove Road, #A-50
Recommendation: denial
14. Margaret Witmer, 7346 Fishing Creek Valley Road, #A-51
Recommendation: denial
15. Barry & Kim Archibald, 1760 Mumma Road, #A-52
Recommendation: denial
16. Augustine Sinadinos, 465 S Hershey Rd., #A-53
Recommendation: denial
		
		Mr. Fowler stated that we have 16 appeals, 7 are recommended for approval, 3 
		are partial approvals and 6 are denied. We will vote on the 7 approvals first. 
		They are A-31, 41,42,43,44,46, and 49. Do I have a motion?

		Mr. Shradley stated that he would make that motion. Mr. Steinmeier second the 
		Motion.

		Motion passed unanimously.

		Mr. Fowler state the 3 recommended partial approvals are A-36, 45 and 47. Do I 
		have a motion?

		Mr. Shradley made the motion. Mr.  Steinmeier seconded the motion

		Motion passed unanimously.

		Mr. Fowler stated we have 6 denials they are A-37,48,50,51,52, and 53. Do I have 		a motion?

		Mr. Shradley made the motion. Mr. Steinmeier seconded the motion.

		Motion passed unanimously.

		Mr. Fowler stated that we have one more that is not on the agenda. Lori 
		Fehr on Linglestown Rd.  Lori bought a home and then demolished the home
		all the sidewalks, and driveway she brought her application for an appeal one	
		week late. Do we approve this with the ones we have tonight do to the fact
		it did not meet our deadline? Partly wasn’t her fault due to the covid she had
		problems getting her contractor in to complete the job.

		Mr. Wakefield stated that this could cause a precedence going forward. It’s a 
		policy question. If you do this now you might have to do this in the future other
		wise you’ll have a uniformity issue with your rates. You may add this to your 
		Rules and Regulations. I don’t see an issue doing it now.

		Mr. Fowler stated that if we set the precedence since we have not sent Keystone 
		the final list to have new bills sent out but in the future we may permit this only
		if it’s in same time period.

		Mr. Wakefield stated that is the Board decision. The risk seems low you already
		set the standard this came in before you sent  to Keystone.

		Mr. Fowler stated that she would receive a pass on the 2nd part of her bill due.
		Keystone will not be issuing any refunds. We will consider it paid for this year.
		Do I have a motion for Lori Fehr?

		Mr. Steinmeier made the motion. Second by Mrs. Zimmerman.

		Motion passed unanimously.
	
b. Credit Applications:
1. Request for reconsideration of J. Deibler application (#C-18)
2. J. Wanner appeal of credit determination (#C-59)
3. Mark Zimmerman, 7805 Bridal Ln., #C-32
Recommendation:  approval 
4. Timothy Doyle, 219 Berkstone Cr., #C-36
Recommendation:  approval
5. Jeff & Laurie Daubert, 7384 Fishing Creek Valley Rd., #C-54
Recommendation:  approval 
6. Nicolas Evanoff, Jr., 7812 Moyer Rd., #C-61
Recommendation:  approval
7. Charles Fogarty, Parcel 68-001-056, #C-62
Recommendation:  approval
8. Knight’s Gambit LLC, 700 Knight Rd., #C-63
Recommendation:  partial approval – 50% maximum
9. Ehmann Property, 661 Knight Rd., #C-64
Recommendation:  approval – 50% maximum
10. Richard Strawser, 7955 Rider Ln., #C-65
Recommendation:  approval
11. Glenn Deaven, 7500 Green Hill Rd., #C-66
Recommendation:  denial
12. Luke & Corrine Haskins, 7732 Franklin Dr., #C-67
Recommendation:  approval
13. Lloyd Binkley, 7884 Appleby Rd., #C-68
Recommendation:  approval
14. Joel Ressler, 7350 Devonshire Heights Rd., #C-69
Recommendation:  approval
15. William Kwasnoski, 252 N. Hershey Rd., #C-72
Recommendation:  approval
16. Barry & Kim Archibald, 1760 Mumma Rd., #C-73
Recommendation:  approval
17. Robert Nesbitt, 1652 Maplewood Rd., #C-74
Recommendation:  approval
18. Justin Swank, 6955 Sleepy Hollow Rd., #C-75
Recommendation:  approval
19. Jeffrey Bowra, 317 White Birch Ln., #C-76
Recommendation:  approval
20. Shiffler, 7841 Devonshire Heights Rd., #C-77
Recommendation:  approval
21. Jeffrey Mack, 1420 Piketown Rd., #C-83
Recommendation:  approval
22. Mara Holtzman, 6904 Fishing Creek Valley Rd., #C-84
Recommendation:  approval – 50% maximum
23. Henry Cassel, 55 N. Oak Grove Rd., #C-85
Recommendation:  partial approval – 50 % maximum
	
Mr. Fowler we have 21 credit applications. Eighteen have been recommended for approval, 2 for partial approval and 1 denied. Approvals are: C32,36,54,61.62,64,67,68,69,72,73,74,75,77,83, and 84. Do I have a motion?

Mr. Steinmeier made the motion. Seconded by Mr. Shradley.

Motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Fowler now for the partial credits they are: C-63 and 85. Do I have a motion?

Mrs. Zimmerman made the motion. Second by Mr. Steinmeier.

Motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Fowler we have 1 denial.  Do I have a motion?

Mrs. Zimmerman made the motion. Seconded by Mr. Steinmeier.

Motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Fowler stated that they had a request for a reconsideration for Mr. Deibler.
It was for a peak flow credit, application C-18. It was denied for not providing additional information. This project  was a build that was done under our current permit stormwater regulations. They had to do the calculation back then in order to get approval to build. His argument is the calculation were done his current engineer doesn’t have files having hard time finding the calculations. HRG reviewed those calculations. Therefore, he shouldn’t have to re-submit. 

Mr. Greenly stated that is correct. Mr. Deibler did submit a plan he just lacking the calculations not saying his design is not up to standards just lack on information.

Mrs. Zimmerman stated she would make that motion. Second by Mr. Steinmeier.

Mr. Fowler stated that he had a question. If we reconsider this in order to get the peak flow. If you have gone through a recent stormwater approval it’s not going to be necessary for you to prove any additional calculations. That is what this reconsideration does.

Mr. Greenly stated that is correct when you are proposing new impervious area of 5,000 sq. feet you are required to do a peak flow rate analyses it’s not required between 1,000 and 5,000 square ft. His rate analyses were done at the time met the township’s ordinance.

Mr. Fowler stated so if we reconsider it if it was under the new ordinance but not an older ordinance.

Mr. Shradley asked if he meant the requirements or did he exceed those requirements. So, we are giving him a credit for meeting the requirement? If that’s the case anyone that has built a home under the new ordinance can come in and get this credit.

Mr. Greenly stated that is correct. That’s the purpose of the additional stormwater calculations.

Mr. Shradley stated that you don’t get a credit just for meeting the requirements you get the credit for exceeding regulation. The purpose is to exceed the requirements.

Mr. Fowler said that our Rules, Rates and Regulations  doesn’t say you have to exceed the current regulations.

Mr. Shradley stated that you are penalizing  people who didn’t upgrade to the regulations. I will not vote yes on this motion.

Mr. Fowler stated we have a motion and a second for a reconsideration? All in favor.

Mrs. Zimmerman, Mr. Steinmeier, Mr. Fowler voted yes. Mr. Geppert absent. Mr. Shradley is a no.

Motion passes.

Mr. Fowler stated the next item is Mr. Wanner applied for a fertilizer credit and for urban tree canopy credit. He is questioning his denial for the fertilizer credit. He is saying he uses no fertilizer on his property of 17 acres. How do you police someone who is saying that don’t use fertilizer? This credit was meant for say athlete fields at a church with a large landscape.

Mr. Wakefield stated that there is an incentive built into this credit. They must meet the criteria. I don’t think it’s a logical position to have a credit like this. I don’t see a basis for approving that credit. Next you will have everyone in the township saying they don’t use fertilizer and want the credit.

Mr. Fowler stated so we are not going to take any action on Mr. Wanners credit. Hearing no objection, we will move on.

10. ANY OTHER BUSINESS THAT MAY COME BEFORE THE BOARD:

Mr. Fowler stated just for your information. The Chesapeake Bay Foundation has filed a notice of intent to sue the EPA for failure to require PA and New York to develop plans that will achieve the 2025 Bay Restoration Goals and Chesapeake Water Blueprint. The Attorney Generals of Delaware, Maryland, Virginia and District of Columbia also filed their notice of intent to sue. This is to force EPA and force PA to comply with the goals. I am raising this point because the next permit cycle things are not going to get any easier on us. PA is so far behind in reaching the goals.

11. PUBLIC COMMENT:

Jon Hetrick stated the two consultants you are reaching out for quotes is HRG and Light-Heigel?

Mr. Fowler stated it was.

Amber Albright 7721 Avondale Terrace, I have brought this to the attention of the township about the flooding problem we are having at our address. Mr. Harman was nice to allow the folks who plow put extra salt down at the end of our driveways in that area cause of the flooding we had a lot of ice buildup. I stayed on this issue I have received a written response for Ms. Hardman passing along an email from Mr. Rosario who wrote back on November 6, 2019 stating that this would be a major project. The township would have evaluated the problems and do a study in this area in order to fix our problem. He stated that he would add it to the list he already has. I sent more emails and Ms. Harman responded on May 1, 2020 stating that this is a MS4 complaint to fill out the complaint and send it back to her which I did. I have not received anything from them. In July during a rainstorm again Mr. Harman called me from his truck as he is driving up and down our road. He said that he could fix this with some inlet and piping and that would help. I don’t understand why Mr. Rosario could not has done nothing except say we will put in our study for HRG. It’s just costing more damage to our property. Mr. Harman is more than capable of doing the work he’s been around for a long time in the township to know what is.

Mr. Fowler stated Dan can we arrange a meeting with Harold to talk about some steps to help Ms. Albright?

Mr. Rosario stated that it needs more evaluation other than just inlet and additional piping.

J. Durney stated Don’s comments about excessive ERU’s I think there needs to be a discussion whether impervious surface for barns and bout building as opposed to ones that have a 2-mile driveway and tennis courts.

Mr. Fowler the concludes Public Comments. 

12. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS:
a. Gloria Zimmerman stated that she would like to thank Sharmaine Harman and Janet Hardman they have really worked hard on the stormwater I know I see if every day and thank you to Mr. Fowler.

b. Mike Geppert – Absent
 
c. Max Shradley – stated he had no comments

d. Don Steinmeier – Its been a productive meeting thank you.

e. Robert Fowler – stated no comments. There is a public workshop meeting August 19, 2020 at 6:00 pm and the next regular meeting will be September 2, 2020 at 6:30 pm. We will not conclude the public portion of this meeting and retire into our Executive session. There is no intention of the Board taking any action. After we come out of this session we will adjourn the meeting. Public meeting ended at 10:30 pm

13. EXECUTIVE SESSION

14. ADJOURNMENT: The Executive session adjourned at 11:25 pm.
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***Authority Budget Workshop on August 19, 2020 @ 6:00 pm***

**Next Regular Authority Board Meeting on September 2, 2020 @ 6:30 pm**
