AGENDA
EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Tuesday, September 6, 2016

6:00 PM - Executive Session - Police Personnel Matter and Real Estate Matter

7:00 PM - Public Meeting

1. Call to Order
2. Pledge of Allegiance
3. Moment of Silence — Supervisor Carmen Battavio
4. Ask if anyone is recording the meeting
5. Chairman’s Report
a. Announce that the Board met in Executive Session prior to tonight’s meeting to discuss a
police personnel matter and a real estate matter.
b. Announce that Montajean Gay has resigned from the Historical Commission
c. Announce the following Minimum Municipal Obligations for the following Pension Plans
Goshen Fire Pension Plan $59,720
Township Non-Uniformed Defined Benefit Pension Plan $0
Township Non-Uniformed Defined Contribution Pension Plan $80,787
Police Administration Non-Uniformed Defined Contribution Pension Plan $9,804
6. Public Hearing - none

7. Emergency Services Reports
WEGO - none
Goshen Fire Co. — July 2016
Malvern Fire Co — none
Fire Marshal — none
Financial Report — none
Old Business
a. Consider proposal from Gannet Fleming for the Milltown Dam
b. Consider proposal from Gannet Fleming for the Hershey Mill Dam
c. Consider recommendation on Smoke Alarms
c. Consider additional information on Recreation Survey
Consider
10. New Business
a. Consider recommendation on Refuse and Recycling Bids
b. Consider recommendation on Roof Replacement Bids
c. Consider recommendation to replace Pick-up Truck
d. Consider recommendation on Financial Security Agreement for Lot 1 in the 1662 East
Boot Road Subdivision
e. Consider recommendation on Recreation Payment Portal
f. Consider recommendation on DAS Zoning Ordinance Amendment.
Consider Stormwater Agreements for 1553 Colonial Lane, 411 Misak Drive, 922 N.
Chester Road and 1507 Grand Oak Lane
11. Any Other Matter
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12. Approval of Minutes
b. June 28, 2016
c. August 16, 2016
13. Treasurer’s Report — September 1, 2016
14. Correspondence, Reports of Interest
a. WEGO Post-Employment Benefit Liability Disclosure for 2016
b. Letter from Public Employee Retirement Commission that East Goshen is not a
distressed community
c. Letter from HRG advising that West Goshen will be filing a Water Quality Management
Part Il Permit for improvements at the sewer plant
d. Letter from resident about alarm ordinance
e. E-mail from DVRPC confirming that the deadline for the TAP Grant has been extended
15. Public Comment — Hearing of Residents
16. Adjournment

The Chairperson, in his or her sole discretion, shall have the authority to rearrange the agenda
in order to accommodate the needs of other board members, the public or an applicant.

Dates of Importance

Sep 05, 2016
Sep 06, 2016
Sep 07, 2016
Sep 08, 2016
Sep 12, 2016
Sep 12, 2016
Sep 13, 2016
Sep 14, 2016
Sep 15, 2016
Sep 15, 2016
Sep 20, 2016
Sep 20, 2016
Sep 21, 2016
Sep 22, 2016
Sep 29, 2016
Oct 04, 2016

Labor Day (Office Closed)

Board of Supervisors

Planning Commission

Farmers Market/Nutrition Class at Market
Municipal Authority

Trail Committee

Board of Supervisors (Executive Session ABC Interviews)
Conservancy Board

Farmers Market/Car Cruise at Market

Liv Live Concert at Amphitheater
Applebrook Golf

Board of Supervisors

Futurist Committee

Farmers Market

Farmers Market

Board of Supervisors

Newsletter Deadlines for Winter of 2016: November 1

All Day
7:00pm
Workshop 6:30pm/Meeting 7:30pm
3:00pm/3:00pm
7:00pm
7:00pm
6:30pm
7:00pm
3:00pm/5:00pm
5:00pm

1:00pm
7:00pm
7:00pm

3:00pm

3:00pm

7:00pm
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FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT AND MINIMUM MUNICIPAL
OBLIGATION BUDGET FOR 2017

NAME OF MUNICIPALITY:
COUNTY:

1 TOTAL ANNUAL PAYROLL
Estimated Payroll

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

CHESTER

2 NORMAL COST AS A PERCENTAGE OF PAYROLL

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

3 TOTAL NORMAL COST

(Item 1 x Item 2)

4 AMORTIZATION REQUIREMENT

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

5 TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

8 FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT

(+item 3 +ltem 4 + ltem 5)
7 TOTAL MEMBERS CONTRIBUTIONS

8 FUNDING ADJUSTMENT

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

s MINIMUM MUNICIPAL OBLIGATION

(+ltem6-ltem7 -ltem8)

Signature of Chief Administrative Officer

11115

FIRE
PENSION PLAN

$700,000

10.75%
$75,530
$0
$4,488
$80,018

$15,750

$4,548

$59,720

Date Certified to Governing Body




FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT AND MINIMUM MUNICIPAL
OBLIGATION BUDGET FOR 2017

NAME OF MUNICIPALITY: EAST GOSHEN TOVWNSHIP
COUNTY: CHESTER NON-UNIFORMED
PENSION PLAN
1 TOTAL ANNUAL PAYROLL $0

Estimated Payroll

2 NORMAL COST AS A PERCENTAGE OF PAYROLL 0.00%

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation ) 1115

3 TOTAL NORMAL COST ‘ $0

(ltem 1 x ltem 2)

4 AMORTIZATION REQUIREMENT $0

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

5 TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES $5,475

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

6 FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT $5,475

(+ltem3 +Iltem 4 + Item 5)
7 TOTAL MEMBERS CONTRIBUTIONS $0

8 FUNDING ADJUSTMENT $47,657

( Derived from latest actuarial valuation )

9 MINIMUM MUNICIPAL OBLIGATION $0

(+Hem6-ltem7 -ltem8)

NOTE: Since the actuarial value of assets exceeds the actuarial present value of future benefits,
there is no financial requirement or municipal obligation required for the year 2017

Signature of Chief Administrative Officer Date Certified to Governing Body




FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT AND MINIMUM MUNICIPAL
OBLIGATION BUDGET FOR 2017

NAME OF MUNICIPALITY: EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
COUNTY: CHESTER
NON-UNIFORMED
DEF. CONT.

TOTAL ANNUAL PAYROLL 1,621,740
( Estimated payrol)

RATE OF CONTRIBUTION AS A % OF PAYROLL 5.00%
(Derived from latest actuarial valuation) : 1115 '

TOTAL CONTRIBUTION COST 76,087
(item 1 times ltem 2)

TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 4,700
TOTAL-FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT 80,787
(+ltem 3 +ltem 4)

MINIMUM MUNICIPAL OBLIGATION 80,787

Signature of Chief Administrative Officer Date Certified to Governing Body




FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT AND MINIMUM MUNICIPAL
OBLIGATION BUDGET FOR 2017

NAME OF MUNICIPALITY: EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
COUNTY: CHESTER
NON-UNIFORMED(COMM)
DEF. CONT.

TOTAL ANNUAL PAYROLL 196,088
( Estimated payroll) :

RATE OF CONTRIBUTION AS A % OF PAYROLL 5.00%
(Derived from latest actuarial valuation) 11115

TOTAL CONTRIBUTION COST 9,804
(ltem 1 times ltem 2)

TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSES 0
TOTAL FINANCIAL REQUIREMENT 9,804
(+ltem 3 +ltem 4 )

MINIMUM MUNICIPAL OBLIGATION 9,804

Signature of Chief Administrative Officer Date Certified to Governing Body




East Goshen

Year to Date Statistics
Goshen Fire Company Services 2016

i
Fire Police AUG  SEPT OCT NOV

East Goshen B 25 2.
|Night Calls 6 2 4 4 0001 6 . & 27
Day Calls 10 5 10 10 13 10 11 - e,
Duration of 2 Hours + 1 1 3 1 6
Crew Total 60 26 62 54 44 71 38 355
TRF54 responses - 5 __2 _5 2.2 5 — 1 22
TRF54 mileage - 29 74 35 6 10 z8 8 N 133
\UTL54 responses 1 3 . 1 0 6
UTL54 mileage 6 16 4 4 O 30
Total Calls 16 7 14 14 14 16 15 %
Person Hours 52 23 40 34 40 141 35 365
AFA B . 2 1 __ 3 3 3 2 S 7 21
Ambulance Assist 3 1 S 2 a5 — —
Appliance s ——————— 1 i 2
Assist PD 1 T e R e
Brush o . . L — 1
Building 1 B 1 e e — 2
CO Alarm 1 i o - 1 - a4
Dwelling it 1 T ¥ s = .9
Electrical Fire Inside 1 - 1
Fire 3 1 1 1 — e =
Gas Leak ] N -~ = 1 Eee—a = . - 1
MVA 5 3 5 5 2 T 1 —— ~——i
Odor Investigation o = 1 2 3
Pedestrian Struck =n s - —
Rescue = ; — S 1 1
Smoke in Building R ! . BT - = ey - ! - 1
Special Duty —— 1 S o 4 5
Traffic Control Assist 7 1 1 G 2
Transformer 1 1 1 —1
Trees & Wires i 2 3
Vehicle Fire - - - - 1 ) 1

Amblulance JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JULY AUG SEPT OCT NOV
For East Goshen Only

Number of Calls 204 175 163 186 159 187 166 1240
Hours in Service 1739 147.8 1325 1650 1426 1561 136.5 i B 10544
Person Hours in Service 3679 304.4 2823 349.9 3103 335 N 292 - 2248
Patients Treated (total) 168 152 132 162 141 155 141 I 1051
Patients Treated-65 & over 140 120 109 136 18 125 11 - 869
Total Numbers YTD B LR e
Calls 322 282 287 296 279 310 "~ 9a — =




Amblulance SEPT OCT NOV  DEC
For East Goshen Only
Number of Calls 204 1B 163 186 B 159 187 166 - 1240
Hours in Service = 173.9 147.8 1325 1650 1426 156.1 1385 - 10544
Person Hours in Service 367.9 304.4 282.3 349.9 310.3 335 292 B - B 2241.8
Patients Treated (total) 168 152 132 162 141 155 141 1051
Patients Treated-65 & over 140 120 109 136 118 125 121 - 869
Total Numbers YTD

Calls 322 282 287 296 219 310 2840 2060
Career Only Crews (61%) 198 189 172 175 162 191 176 N 1263
Blended Crews (17%) 50 42 39 43 57 63 70 364
Volunteer Only Crews (22%) 74 51 76 78 ) 60 65 38 442
Patients Treated Total 258 234 231 247 224 244 229 1667
Patients Treated-Age 65 & over 195 163 161 188 170 175 169 - - 1221

Patient Treated (Total) by ALS Units
CCH Medic 91 55 50 o4 2 4 56 45 - - 335
Malvern Medic 4 29 29 21 32 18 17 19 o 165
Total Patients transported 223 206 204 218 200 215 202 - 1468
Calls No Patients were transported 99 76 83 78 79 95 . 82 B ] = 592
Career Hours in Service 350.6 3453 293.1 326.5 305.3 340.7 342 i 2303.5
Volunteer Hours in Service 206.3 133.9 182.7 201 196.9 184.9 141 1246.7

East Goshen

SEPT.  OCT

NOV.  DEC

Number of Calls 36 14 N 22 12 16 19 24 B i 143
Total Numbers YTD
Calls 74 29 54 35 37 - Mm 51 £ 324
Station 54 (Park Ave) District 44 18 33 28 24 27 34 208
Station 56 (Boot Rd) District 30 11 21 74 13 14 17 ) e 113
Total Firefighter Responding 673 278 578 326 314 372 450 2991
Average Turnout P 10 10 ) 11 10 9 9 L L e i e e |
Staff Hours T 300.64 79.06 331.26 13665  116.08 125.72 173.48 126289
Total Time in Service 333513 8:29:10 27:28:58 15:39:53 13:14:00  15:15:552 19:19 - FEL e 133:02:06

Property Value

$ 5,100.00 $ 4,000,000.00 $

5,500,000.00 $ 850,000.00 $ 6,508,400.00 $ 5,500.00 $ 7,125,000.00

$  23,994,000.00

Property Loss $ 5,100.00 $ 8,600.00 $  463,000.00 $ 2,000.00 $ 9,400.00 $ 5,500.00 $ 150,825.00 $ 644,425.00
Property Saved $ = $ 3,991,400.00 $ 5,037,000.00 $ 772,000.00 $ 6,499,000.00 $ - $ 6,974,175.00 $  23,273,575.00
Firefighter Injuries 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Civilian Injuries 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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A Gannett Flemning 9-6-16

Excellence Delivered As Promised

August 12, 2016

Mr. Rick Smith, Jr., Township Manager
East Goshen Township

1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380-6199

Dear Mr. Smith,

Subject: Dam Related Engineering Services for East Goshen Township
Development of Permitting Documents for Partial Breach of Milltown Dam

As requested by East Goshen Township (Township), we are pleased to provide the enclosed
scope and fee proposal for professional engineering services needed to prepare and submit
applicable permit application(s) for the reclassification of Milltown Dam (DEP ID No. D15-146)
to a low-hazard structure. The following provides our understanding of the project and presents
our detailed scope of work and assumptions for the project.

UNDERSTANDING OF THE PROJECT

East Goshen Township owns and operates Milltown Dam as a recreational facility. The dam is
currently classified as a high hazard (C-1) structure and the Spillway Design Flood is currently
established as the 1/2 Probable Maximum Flood (PMF). Under a cover letter from the
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Waterways Engineering and
Wetlands (DEP Division of Dam Safety) dated June 17, 2014, the Township was notified that
Milltown Dam has inadequate spillway capacity to pass the Spillway Design Flood from the
contributing 6.3 square mile drainage area. As a result of this notification, the Township
performed a detailed study which evaluated numerous options for bringing the structure into
compliance with current dam safety regulations as well as a decommissioning option and a
“partial breach” option which involves reducing the height and storage capacity of the structure
to a point where the structure can be reclassified as a low hazard dam which will in turn reduce
the conveyance capacity requirements of the spillway.

During a public meeting on June 28, 2016, the Township chose to pursue the partial breach
option and requested Gannett Fleming (GF) to prepare a scope and fee estimate to prepare permit
documents for this activity.

Gannett Fleming, Inc.

P.O. Box 67100  Harrisburg, PA 17106-7100 | 207 Senate Avenue « Camp Hill, PA 17011-2316
t:717.763.7211 « f: 717.763.8150
www.gannettfleming.com



Gannett Flerning
Mr. Rick Smith 2 August 12, 2016

East Goshen Township

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The following provides our understanding of the scope of services and our proposed work plan
for preparing permit documents associated with the reclassification of Milltown Dam to a low
hazard structure. The approach provided herein was discussed with DEP Division of Dam
Safety on August 11, 2016 to confirm the design and permitting requirements. The design
concept involves lowering the top of dam elevation to the existing sediment levels within the
reservoir. In doing so, the storage volume of the reservoir is eliminated and the remaining
structure can be classified as a low hazard dam. The existing concrete spillway will also be
lowered to a point at or near the existing sediment level and configured such that normal flows
will be retained within the stream channel. However, larger storms will be allowed to flow over
the lowered embankment portions of the dam. The design will document that the remaining
embankment portions of the dam are stable to receive flows up to and including the 100-year
event. DEP’s preferred approach is to allow the stream to naturally form through the dewatered
reservoir. To support this approach, the reservoir will be operated in a dewatered condition for
approximately one year to allow the sediments within the reservoir to consolidate, dewater and
become vegetated. Once the reservoir is stabilized, the lowering of the dam embankment may
occur.

Item 1. Hydrologic and Hydraulic Analyses: Gannett Fleming will complete hydrologic
and hydraulic analyses to size erosion protection for the partial breach of Milltown
Dam and to evaluate floodplain management considerations. Engineering services
under this item will include:

1. A site visit to gather relevant information on the downstream hydraulic controls
and potential downstream hazard areas.

2. Use of the previously-developed HEC-1 model to evaluate discharges at the dam
for the 100-year and other more frequent flood events. Comparisons will be made
to peak discharges estimated using the USGS Regression Equations. Attenuation
provided by the existing and proposed dam will be evaluated and documented.

3. Development of a hydraulic model (HEC-RAS) of the East Branch Chester Creek
through Milltown Dam. Geometry for the model will be based on best available
terrain data and measurements of downstream hydraulic structures obtained
during the field visit. Ground or bathymetric survey is not expected to be needed
for this task and is not included within this scope of services.

4. Hydraulic model runs to evaluate velocity over the modified embankment for the
design of erosion protection. Hydraulic model runs for the 100-year peak
discharge will also be performed to evaluate floodplain impacts

5. Documentation of analyses. A letter report will be prepared to document the
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses.



Gannett Fleming
Mr. Rick Smith 3 August 12, 2016

East Goshen Township

Item 2.

6. Coordination and participation in meeting with PADEP. The purpose of the

meeting will be present the results of the hydrologic and hydraulic analyses.

Environmental and Permitting Services: It is anticipated that the proposed project
will alter the normal pool elevation and involve modifications to the existing dam,
both of which represent work within waters of the Commonwealth. As such, DEP
Division of Dam Safety and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will require
East Goshen Township to obtain a permit to authorize the proposed project in
accordance with Chapter 105 Dam Safety and Encroachment and Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. The following tasks are proposed based on the requirements of the
state and federal laws to obtain a permit for the proposed project.

1. PNDI Search Request and Agency Coordination. GF will generate an on-line

request through the Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Index (PNDI) Search Request
to the PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR),
Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC), U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and the Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) for information
regarding the presence/absence of rare, threatened, or endangered state/federal
species within the project area. Copies of the coordination efforts and agency
responses are required to be submitted in the project permit application materials.
The PNDI Search Request results are valid for two years.

. Wetlands and Waterways Investigations. GF will investigate the proposed project

area(s) and limits of disturbance for unmapped wetlands and waterways habitat.
GF assumes that the proposed project study area(s) will total no more than 20
acres of surface area. GF will identify and delineate palustrine wetland
boundaries in the field with uniquely labeled survey flagging using methods
described in the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Manual: Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region, Version 2.0, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, April 2012. Wetland and waterway features will be
mapped using GPS technology with sub-meter accuracy. Data points will be
exported into a GIS or CADD file to present features on existing project
drawings. Wetland habitats will be assigned a Cowardin classification (1977).

Wetland function and value assessments will be performed at each wetland
location using the methods outlined in The Highway Methodology Workbook
Supplement, Wetland Functions and Values A Descriptive Approach, USACE
New England District NEDEP-360-1-30a 1995).

The results of the wetlands and waterways field work will be presented in a report
for use by the project planners and regulatory agencies. The Wetland
Identification and Delineation Report will include a description of the project
study area, background information, investigation methods used, wetland
datasheets, photo logs, site mapping, tabularized coordinates of mapped features,
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East Goshen Township

and function and value sheets. This report will be used to support future
permitting efforts. :

3. Phase I Bog Turtle Report. Chester County is within the known range of the bog
turtle. Based on a preliminary review of aerial photography, wetlands are
expected to occur within and immediately adjacent to the proposed project area.
Wetlands and waterways identified within the proposed project area and within
the 300-foot action area will be evaluated for potential bog turtle habitat
according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) field procedures (April
2006). GF will prepare a Phase 1 Bog Turtle Habitat Survey Report in
anticipation that it will be submitted to the United States Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC) when the project
applies for permits and seeks regulatory agency authorization to implement the
project. If a Phase II Bog Turtle Survey is needed, a separate scope and price
would be generated.

4. Coordination with Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission.
Coordination with the Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission (PHMC)
will consist of a Cultural Resource Notice (CRN) to determine the
presence/absence of historic structures and or archaeological resources within the
project area. The CRN will include a project narrative, site location map, existing
and proposed conditions drawings and site photographs. GF assumes that no
historic or cultural resources of significance occur within the project area and no
surveys are required. If PHMC determines that potential historic or cultural
resources exist, GF will develop and submit a separate scope and cost estimate to
complete the Historic Resources Survey Form (HRSF), if needed.

5. Pre-Application Meeting and Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination. GF will
coordinate a pre-application meeting with the state and federal agencies to meet
on-site and discuss the project before a permit application is submitted. The pre-
application meeting allows for a discussion of concerns and requirements from
the regulatory agencies before project plans and designs are advanced. This is an
opportunity for East Goshen Township and GF to hear agency requirements and
concerns in developing a permit application for their review. The main discussion
topics include; the purpose and need for the project; its environmental impacts;
efforts to avoid and minimize impacts, possible mitigation options; and long-term
plans for the property

Prior to the pre-application meeting, GF will submit the Wetland and Waterways
Identification and Delineation Report to the USACE and DEP to request a field
visit at the time of the pre-application meeting to review the delineation
boundaries in order to obtain a Preliminary Approved Jurisdictional
Determination from the USACE. Any changes to the field boundaries will be re-
located using a GPS unit with sub-meter accuracy.
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East Goshen Township

6. Environmental Assessment. GF will complete an environmental assessment as
part of the permit application process. This assessment will include an evaluation
of streams and aquatic resources which may be impacted by the project. Our
team’s aquatic ecologists have taxonomic certifications for macroinvertebrate
identification. The aquatic community analyses will define the assemblage of
stream, pond, and lake life to serve as the baseline condition. A focus on water
quality, substrate, and the macroinvertebrate community will indicate the
potential for future utilization of the stream reach by fish and other aquatic life.
The Gannett Fleming team will obtain scientific collector’s permits and fishing
licenses to conduct studies and surveys that require the collection of aquatic life.

Perennial streams will be evaluated and surveyed for benthic macroinvertebrates
in accordance with the Rapid Bioassessment Protocols (RBP) for Use in Streams
and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic Macroinvertebrates, and Fish (2nd
Edition) (Barbour et al, 1999). Two 100-meter (approximately 330-feet) sampling
reaches will be identified, evaluated, and surveyed for macroinvertebrates along
the downstream and upstream locations of Milltown Reservoir. The Rapid
Bioassessment Physical Characterization/Water Quality and Habitat Assessment
Field Data Sheets for low gradient and high gradient streams, as applicable, will
be completed while at sampling reach locations (Barbour et al, 1999). Water
quality measurements will be recorded using a YSI 556 water meter. Water
quality samples will be collected during the field assessments to provide data for:
e Temperature

e Dissolved Oxygen (DO)

e Turbidity

® pH

¢ Hardness

¢ Specific Conductance, and

¢ Oxidation Reduction Potential (ORP)
¢ Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

e Total Dissolved Solids (TDS)

A laboratory will be used to confirm TSS and TDS readings. Field meters will be
calibrated prior to use and this effort will be recorded on field data logs.

Macroinvertebrates will be collected using a D-frame dip net and the kick-netting
method for D-frame dip nets as described in the RBP for Single and Multi-Habitat
Approaches for macro-invertebrate collection. The macroinvertebrate collection
will consist of 20 kicks per sampling reach. For each sampling reach, the
collections from all 20 kicks will be composited into one sample and stored in
95% denatured ethanol. Rapid Bioassessment Benthic Macroinvertebrate Field
Data Sheet will be completed in the field following completion of
macroinvertebrate collection (Barbour et al, 1999). For quality control, a duplicate
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East Goshen Township

Ttem 3.

Item 4.

Item 5.

macroinvertebrate sample will be collected at a randomly selected sampling reach
to represent 10% of the total sampling effort within the project area.

7. Mitigation Plan. Environmental impacts are unknown at this time and the
required mitigation, if any, will not be defined until the pre-application meeting is
held with the reviewing agencies. Once the required mitigation has been
established by the reviewing agencies, a separate scope and fee to prepare a
mitigation plan will be provided to the Township. It is assumed that all mitigation
can be established onsite.

8. Permit Application Package (Dam Permit Application). GF will prepare and
assemble the permit application package for East Goshen Township’s review and
signature. Since the project will alter the top of dam and normal pool elevations,
a Dam Permit Application is anticipated thru DEP Division of Dam Safety to
authorize this project.

9. In addition to the Dam Permit Application which will be submitted to DEP
Division of Dam Safety, the project will require erosion control plan approval
from the Chester County Conservation District. GF will prepare an erosion and
sediment control plan for the project to control sediment-laden runoff from the
project site. It is anticipated that the majority of the project site will be permitted
under Chapter 105 by DEP Division of Dam Safety and the remaining area (if
any) to be permitted under Chapter 102 will be less than one acre. Consequently,
it is assumed that a NPDES Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with
Construction Activities will not be required.

Preparation of Conceptual Layout for Reducing Hazard Classification: A
conceptual layout of the dam modifications will be prepared and shared with the
Township (refer to Item 4) prior to advancing the plan into final design. The
conceptual plan will be prepared to a level necessary to develop an estimate of
construction costs.

Township Meeting: The concept plan and the preliminary results of the
environmental investigations and hydraulic analysis as well as preliminary
construction costs will be compiled and shared with the Township. Comments from
the Township will be considered before advancing the concept plan into final design
and permitting. The scope and fee provided herein assumes GF will attend one public
meeting to discuss progress completed to date.

Development of Permit Drawings: GF will prepare drawings and technical
specifications for the reclassification of Milltown Dam to a level needed to support
the permit applications described within this proposal.

1. Drawings will be prepared of the partial breach. The following drawings are
anticipated:
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Cover Sheet

Overall Existing Conditions Plan and General Notes
Existing Conditions Plan of Milltown Dam
Demolition Plan

Project Alignment and Survey Control Plan
Proposed Conditions Plan — Dam

Profile and Cross Sections of Dam (Two Sheets)
Miscellaneous Details (Four Sheets)

Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (Five Sheets)
Site Stabilization Plan (One Sheet)

This scope and fee assumes that the valve house will no longer be needed
following the reduction in the dam height. Those portions of the valve house
located above finished grade will be demolished and the remaining portions of the
valve house shall be abandoned in place by backfilling with concrete. The
enclosed scope and fee estimate assumes that stream restoration will not be
required as part of this project.

2. Technical specifications will be prepared for the work described on the drawings.
Specification will either be placed on the drawings or provided in CSI format.

3. It is assumed that one easement will be required from the downstream property
owner to allow for construction access and/or to facilitate construction activities.
The property boundary survey performed by GF in January 2016 coupled with
property information from other sources is expected to be adequate for the
preparation of said easement. GF will prepare an easement plat, including a
description of the easement boundary, for the Township’s use in securing said
easement from the downstream property owner.

ASSUMPTIONS

The following assumptions were made in the preparation of this scope and fee proposal:

1.

2.

The Township will coordinate and secure all approvals necessary to allow Gannett Fleming
to access the Property.

GF assumes that any environmental surveys, beyond a Phase I bog turtle survey, for
protected species would require a separate scope and price.

GF assumes that the wetland and stream fieldwork can be accomplished in five days and
that Township authorization will allow field work to occur during the growing season.

GF assumes that any mitigation plan (i.e., wetlands, waterways, etc.) would require a
separate scope and price.

This scope of services assumes that no suitable bog turtle habitat exists within or near the
project area and a Phase 2 Bog Turtle Survey will not be necessary. If a Phase 2 Survey is
required, GF will develop and submit a separate scope and cost of services for review and
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approval. GF anticipates one field day to evaluate wetland areas for potential bog turtle
habitat.

6. A stream mitigation plan will not be required.

7. GF assumes that permit application and impact fees would be waived for a municipality or
will be paid by the Township and are not included within the fee estimate.

8. Gannett Fleming does not guarantee approval of permit applications.

9. It is anticipated that construction access to the work area will be from Reservoir Road
(Township Highway) and not be from a State highway. Consequently, a PennDOT
Highway Occupancy Permit will not be required.

10. This scope and fee estimate does not include preparation of bid documents or bidding and
construction phase services.

COMPENSATION

Our proposed lump sum fee, as described within this proposal letter, is as follows:

Hydrologic and Hydraulic Analysis: $17,100

Environmental Investigations: $45,900

Pre-Application Meeting: $5,600

Development of Concept Plans and Township Meeting: $8,100

Development of Permit Documents: $46.700

Total Lump Sum Fee: $123,400
SCHEDULE

GF is prepared to begin work on this assignment as soon as notice to proceed is issued by the
Township. Our anticipated schedule is as follows:

The hydraulic analysis will begin immediately. The modeling will be taken to a point
needed to confirm the conceptual design within three months from receiving notice to
proceed.

Environmental investigations will begin immediately. Field work and agency
coordination (i.e., PNDI coordination, cultural resource notification and PFBC
coordination) will be conducted within two months of receiving notice to proceed.

A conceptual layout of the proposed dam modifications will be prepared in conjunction
with the hydraulic analysis and will be shared with the reviewing agencies as part of the
pre-application meeting. It is assumed that a pre-application meeting can be scheduled
with the regulatory agencies within one month following the completion of the hydraulic
analysis (pending the availability of the reviewing agencies)

The conceptual plan and the results of the pre-application meeting will be shared with the
Township following the pre-application meeting

Permit applications will be prepared within two months following the Township meeting.
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These services can be provided under our current Master Services Agreement. Should the
Township choose to secure our services to prepare permit application(s) for the partial breach of
Milltown Dam as described within this proposal, we will provide you with a Service
Authorization under a separate cover letter to amend our Master Services Agreement for this
work activity. If you have any questions about the proposed services or need additional
information, please do not hesitate to call me or Mr. Paul Schweiger of our office at 717-763-
7212, extensions 2828 and 2504, respectively. We thank you for the opportunity to provide this
proposal and look forward to continuing our relationship with the Township.

Sincerely,

GANNETT FLEMING, INC.
Environmental Resources Division

TR, -

ERIC C. NEAST, P.E.
Project Manager
Dams and Hydraulics Section
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Excellence Delivered As Promised

August 12, 2016

Mr. Rick Smith, Jr., Township Manager
East Goshen Township

1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380-6199

Dear Mr. Smith,

Subject: Dam Related Engineering Services for East Goshen Township
Development of Permit Documents for Decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill Dam

As requested by East Goshen Township (Township), we are pleased to provide the enclosed
scope and fee proposal for professional engineering services needed to prepare and submit
applicable permit application(s) for the decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill Dam (DEP ID No.
D15-125). The following provides our understanding of the project and presents our detailed
scope of work and assumptions for the project.

UNDERSTANDING OF THE PROJECT

East Goshen Township owns and operates Hershey’s Mill Dam as a recreational facility. The
facility, which is located in the northeast corner of the intersection of Greenhill Road and
Hershey Mill Road, has a size/hazard classification of C-2, which requires the dam to safely pass
the 100-year storm event from the 1.8 square mile contributing drainage area. The dam has been
identified by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) Division of Dam
Safety as having inadequate spillway capacity to pass the 100-year storm event which was
established as 1,089 cfs based on a hydrologic analysis performed by Advanced GeoServices in
February 2010. In addition, recent inspection reports have identified numerous other
deficiencies associated with the dam which include, but are not limited to, vegetation control,
deteriorated embankment slopes, cracking and movement of stone retaining walls, and cracking
and apparent voids beneath the concrete spillway slab. As a result of these deficiencies, the
Township has been operating the dam in a dewatered condition since 2011 in order to reduce the
risk of a potential dam failure.

Since 2007, the Township has entertained various resolutions for addressing the identified
deficiencies associated with Hershey’s Mill Dam. Options have included raising the
embankment in conjunction with the addition of an auxiliary spillway (i.e., a second stage

Gannett Fleming, Inc.

P.O. Box 67100 + Harrisburg, PA 17106-7100 | 207 Senate Avenue « Camp Hill, PA 17011-2316

t: 717.763.7211 « f: 717.763.8150
www.gannettfleming.com
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spillway) as well as breaching the dam. FEvaluated options for stabilizing the second stage
spillway have included conventional concrete and articulated concrete blocks. A repair for the
dam involving the addition of a secondary spillway, as prepared by Edward B. Walsh, was
approved by DEP Division of Dam Safety on July 15, 2014. Since this time, the Township has
evaluated the costs and long term impacts associated with repairing/maintaining the dam as
compared to decommissioning the dam. During a Board of Supervisors meeting held on
Tuesday, June 28, 2016, the Township decided to decommission Hershey’s Mill Dam and
requested that Gannett Fleming (GF) prepare a proposal to prepare and submit permit
applications for said work.

SCOPE OF SERVICES

The following provides our proposed work plan for preparing permit documents associated with
the decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill Dam. The approach provided herein was discussed with
DEP Division of Dam Safety on August 11, 2016 to confirm the design and permitting
requirements. The design concept involves establishing a breach through the existing
embankment of adequate size such that the estimated 100-year water surface through the breach
will be no more than one-foot greater that the 100-year water surface that would be expected if
the dam was removed in its entirety. Since the dam has been operating in a dewatered condition
since 2011, two feeder streams have begun to establish themselves through the reservoir and the
sediments within the reservoir are well vegetated and have had the opportunity to consolidate
and dewater. Based on these conditions, DEP stated that the preferred treatment of the reservoir
is to leave the sediments in place as part of the initial breach. A rock-lined grade control
structure will be placed immediately upstream of the breach within the reservoir to terminate the
breach. Over time, the feeder channels which have begun to form within the reservoir will size
and align themselves (both horizontally and vertically) to an equilibrium position. Consequently,
stream restoration through the reservoir is not included with this scope of work.

Item 1.  Site Visit: — A visual inspection will be performed to ascertain conditions at the
existing Hershey’s Mill Dam.

Item 2. Surveys and Mapping — The Township has provided Gannett Fleming with a CADD
file containing the results of a topographic field survey performed on February 20,
2016 by Edward B. Walsh & Associates. The topographic survey covers the dam
embankment and the upstream reservoir area located below Elevation 450. It is
assumed that the coverage and detail of the 2012 survey is adequate for the purpose
of developing permit drawings for the decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill Dam.
Should additional field survey(s) be required, a separate scope and fee will be
prepared for these activities.

It is anticipated that a temporary and/or permanent easement will be required from the
property owner to the south of the dam to facilitate construction activities. This scope
and fee estimate includes the preparation of one easement plat. It is assumed that the
property boundary information provided within the CADD file from Edward B.
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Ttem 3.

Ttem 4.

Walsh & Associates is correct and adequate for the preparation of said easement. No
additional property boundary surveys or deed searches are included with this
proposal.

Hydraulic Analysis — Steady flow hydraulic analyses of the 100-year peak discharge
will be performed to model Ridley Creek in the vicinity of Hershey’s Mill Dam for
three scenarios to size the breach of Hershey’s Mill Dam. The first scenario that will
be modeled is Ridley Creek with Hershey’s Mill Dam in its existing condition. The
second scenario that will be modeled is Ridley Creek with Hershey’s Mill Dam
entirely removed. The third scenario that will be modeled is Ridley Creek with
Hershey’s Mill Dam breached (breach opening plus remnants of dam and
appurtenances not removed). The purpose of the analysis is to show that the breach
of Hershey’s Mill Dam will result in proposed 100-year water surface elevations that
are no more than one foot higher than water surface elevations that would be expected
if the dam were entirely removed. The analyses will also provide a comparison of the
100-year floodplain in existing and proposed conditions.

Geometry for the model will be based on best available terrain data, measurements of
downstream hydraulic structures obtained during the field visit and information
available from the FEMA Flood Insurance Study of Ridley Creek. The 100-year peak
discharge will be obtained from prior studies. The results of the analysis will be
documented in a Hydraulic Analysis Report.

Environmental and Permitting Services — The act of decommissioning Hershey’s
Mill Dam will require removal of a portion of the existing dam embankment and the
permanent dewatering of the reservoir. As such, the proposed work activities will
alter the reservoir and involve modifications to the existing dam, both of which
represent work within waters of the Commonwealth. As such, DEP Division of Dam
Safety and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) will require East Goshen
Township to obtain a permit to authorize the proposed project in accordance with
Chapter 105 Dam Safety and Encroachment and Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
The following tasks are proposed based on the requirements of the state and federal
laws to obtain a permit for the proposed project.

1. PNDI Search Request and Agency Coordination. GF will generate an on-line
request through the Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Index (PNDI) Search Request
to the PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR),
Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC), U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and the Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC) for information
regarding the presence/absence of rare, threatened, or endangered state/federal
species within the project area. Copies of the coordination efforts and agency
responses are required to be submitted in the project permit application materials.
The PNDI Search Request results are valid for two years.
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2. Wetlands and Waterways Investigations. GF will investigate the proposed project
area(s) and limits of disturbance for unmapped wetlands and waterways habitat.
GF assumes that the proposed project study area(s) will total no more than 10
acres of surface area. GF will identify and delineate palustrine wetland
boundaries in the field with uniquely labeled survey flagging using methods
described in the Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Manual: Eastern Mountains and Piedmont Region, Version 2.0, U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers, April 2012. Wetland and waterway features will be
mapped using GPS technology with sub-meter accuracy. Data points will be
exported into a GIS or CADD file to present features on existing project
drawings. Wetland habitats will be assigned a Cowardin classification (1977).

Wetland function and value assessments will be performed at each wetland
location using the methods outlined in The Highway Methodology Workbook
Supplement, Wetland Functions and Values A Descriptive Approach, USACE
New England District (NEDEP-360-1-30a 1995).

The results of the wetlands and waterways field work will be presented in a report
for use by the project planners and regulatory agencies. The Wetland
Identification and Delineation Report will include a description of the project
study area, background information, investigation methods used, wetland
datasheets, photo logs, site mapping, tabularized coordinates of mapped features,
and function and value sheets. This report will be used to support future planning
and permitting efforts.

3. Phase I Bog Turtle Report. Chester County is within the known range of the bog
turtle. Based on a preliminary review of aerial photography, wetlands are
expected to occur within and immediately adjacent to the proposed project area.
Wetlands and waterways identified within the proposed project area and within
the 300-foot action area will be evaluated for potential bog turtle habitat
according to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) field procedures (April
2006). GF will prepare a Phase 1 Bog Turtle Habitat Survey Report in
anticipation that it will be submitted to the United States Fish & Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and Pennsylvania Fish & Boat Commission (PFBC) when the project
applies for permits and seeks regulatory agency authorization to implement the
project. If a Phase II Bog Turtle Survey is needed, a separate scope and fee would
be generated.

4. Coordination with Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission.
Coordination with the Pennsylvania Historic and Museum Commission (PHMC)
will consist of a Cultural Resource Notice (CRN) to determine the
presence/absence of historic structures and or archaeological resources within the
project area. The CRN will include a project narrative, site location map, existing
and proposed conditions drawings and site photographs. GF assumes that no
historic or cultural resources of significance occur within the project area and no
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surveys are required. If PHMC determines that potential historic or cultural
resources exist, GF will develop and submit a separate scope and fee estimate to
complete the Historic Resources Survey Form (HRSF), if needed.

5. Pre-Application Meeting and Preliminary Jurisdictional Determination. GF will
coordinate a pre-application meeting with the state and federal agencies to meet
on-site and discuss the project before a permit application is submitted. The pre-
application meeting allows for a discussion of concerns and requirements from
the regulatory agencies before project plans and designs are advanced. This is an
opportunity for East Goshen Township and GF to hear agency requirements and
concerns in developing a permit application for their review. The main discussion
topics include; the purpose and need for the project; its environmental impacts;
efforts to avoid and minimize impacts, possible mitigation options; and long-term
plans for the property.

Prior to the pre-application meeting, GF will submit the Wetland and Waterways
Identification and Delineation Report to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(USACE) and PADEP to request a field visit at the time of the pre-application
meeting to review the delineation boundaries in order to obtain a Preliminary
Approved Jurisdictional Determination from the USACE. Any changes to the
field boundaries will be re-located using a GPS unit with sub-meter accuracy.

6. Environmental Assessment. GF will complete an environmental assessment as
part of the permit application process. This assessment will include an evaluation
of streams and aquatic resources which may be impacted by the project. Our
team’s aquatic ecologists have taxonomic certifications for macroinvertebrate
identification. The aquatic community analyses will define the assemblage of
stream, pond, and lake life to serve as the baseline condition. A focus on water
quality, substrate, and the macroinvertebrate community will indicate the
potential for future utilization of the stream reach by fish and other aquatic life.
The Gannett Fleming team will obtain scientific collector’s permits and fishing
licenses to conduct studies and surveys that require the collection of aquatic life.

Perennial streams will be evaluated and surveyed for benthic macroinvertebrates
in accordance with the Rapid Bioassessment Protocols (RBP) for Use in Streams
and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic Macroinvertebrates, and Fish (2nd
Edition) (Barbour et al, 1999). Two 100-meter (approximately 330-feet)
sampling reaches will be identified, evaluated, and surveyed for
macroinvertebrates along the downstream ahd upstream locations of the Hersheys
Mill Reservoir. The Rapid Bioassessment Physical Characterization/Water
Quality and Habitat Assessment Field Data Sheets for low gradient and high
gradient streams, as applicable, will be completed while at sampling reach
locations (Barbour et al, 1999). Water quality measurements will be recorded
using a YSI 556 water meter. Water quality samples will be collected during the
field assessments to provide data for:
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¢ Temperature

e Dissolved Oxygen (DO)

e Turbidity

° pH

¢ Hardness

e Specific Conductance, and

e (xidation Reduction Potential (ORP)
e Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

¢ Total Dissolved Solids (TDS)

A laboratory will be used to confirm TSS and TDS readings. Field meters will be
calibrated prior to use and this effort will be recorded on field data logs.

Macroinvertebrates will be collected using a D-frame dip net and the kick-netting
method for D-frame dip nets as described in the RBP for Single and Multi-Habitat
Approaches for macro-invertebrate collection. The macroinvertebrate collection
will consist of 20 kicks per sampling reach. For each sampling reach, the
collections from all 20 kicks will be composited into one sample and stored in
95% denatured ethanol. Rapid Bioassessment Benthic Macroinvertebrate Field
Data Sheet will be completed in the field following completion of
macroinvertebrate collection (Barbour et al, 1999). For quality control, a duplicate
macroinvertebrate sample will be collected at a randomly selected sampling reach
to represent 10% of the total sampling effort within the project area

7. Mitigation Plan. Environmental impacts are unknown at this time and the
required mitigation, if any, will not be defined until the pre-application meeting is
held with the reviewing agencies. Once the required mitigation has been
established by the reviewing agencies, a separate scope and fee to prepare a
mitigation plan will be provided to the Township. It is assumed that all mitigation
can be established onsite.

8. Permit Application Package. GF will prepare and assemble the permit application
package for East Goshen Township’s review and signature. A Dam Removal
Permit is anticipated thru DEP Division of Dam Safety to authorize this project.
The following items are included in the application:

¢ Completed Application Form (1300-PM-BIT0001).

e Chapter 105 Application Fee & Worksheet (3150-PM-BWEW0553). Tt is
our understanding that fees are waived for municipalities.

¢ Site plans including existing and proposed conditions, representative cross
sections, a sediment management plan and an erosion control plan.

e Cultural Resource Notice.

e Completed PNDI Form.
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* Act 14 Notification Letters.
e Application to Draw Off Water from impoundments (assumed not to be
required since reservoir is being operated in a dewatered condition).

9. Erosion and Sediment Control Plan. The decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill
Dam will require earth disturbance activities. Consequently, the project will
require erosion control plan approval from the Chester County Conservation
District. GF will prepare an erosion and sediment control plan for the project to
control sediment-laden runoff from the project site. It is anticipated that the
majority of the project site will be permitted under Chapter 105 by DEP Division
of Dam Safety and the remaining area (if any) to be permitted under Chapter 102
will be less than one acre. Consequently, it is assumed that a NPDES Permit for
Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction Activities will not be
required.

Preparation of Conceptual Breach Layout — A conceptual breach configuration
will be prepared and shared with the Township (refer to Item 6) prior to advancing
the plan into final design. The conceptual plan will be prepared to a level necessary
to develop an estimate of construction costs.

Township Meeting — The concept plan and the preliminary results of the
environmental investigations and hydraulic analysis as well as preliminary
construction costs will be compiled and shared with the Township. Comments from
the Township will be considered before advancing the concept plan into final design
and permitting. The scope and fee provided herein assumes GF will attend one public
meeting to discuss progress completed to date.

Development of Permit Drawings: GF will prepare drawings and technical
specifications for the decommissioning of Hershey’s Mill Dam to a level needed to
support the permit applications described within this proposal.

1. Drawings will be prepared of the full breach. The following drawings are
anticipated:

Cover Sheet
Existing Conditions Plan and General Notes
Demolition Plan
Project Alignment and Survey Control Plan
Proposed Conditions Plan
Profile and Cross Sections of Dam (Two Sheets)
Miscellaneous Details (Two Sheets)
Erosion and Sediment Control Plan (Five Sheets)
Site Stabilization (One Sheet)
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2. Technical specifications will be prepared for the work described on the drawings.
Specification will be either be placed on the drawings or provided in CSI format.

ASSUMPTIONS

The following assumptions were made in the preparation of this scope and fee proposal:

1.

2.

4

o0

10.
11.

12.

The Township will coordinate and secure all approvals necessary to allow Gannett Fleming
to access the Property.

GF assumes that any environmental surveys, beyond a Phase I bog turtle survey, for
protected species would require a separate scope and price.

GF assumes that any mitigation plan (i.e., wetlands, waterways, etc.) would require a
separate scope and price.

GF assumes that the wetland and stream fieldwork can be accomplished in two days and
that Township authorization will allow field work to occur during the growing season.
Reservoir will be in a dewatered condition at the time of environmental field surveys.

This scope of services assumes that no suitable bog turtle habitat exists within or near the
project area and a Phase 2 Bog Turtle Survey will not be necessary. If a Phase 2 Survey is
required, GF will develop and submit a separate scope and cost of services for review and
approval. GF anticipates one field day to evaluate wetland areas for potential bog turtle
habitat.

No property, utility, topographic surveys, etc. are proposed as part of this scope and fee
proposal. It is assumed that the survey as provided by Edward B. Walsh is complete and
accurate and will be used by Gannett Fleming as the basis for developing the breach of
Hershey’s Mill Dam and associated easements.

No stream mitigation plan is required.

GF assumes that permit application and impact fees would be waived for a municipality or
will be paid by the Township and are not included within the fee estimate.

Gannett Fleming does not guarantee approval of permit applications.

It is anticipated that construction access to the work area will be from Hershey’s Mill Road
(Township Highway) and not be from a State highway. Consequently, a PennDOT
Highway Occupancy Permit will not be required.

This scope and fee estimate does not include preparation of bid documents or bidding and
construction phase services. '
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COMPENSATION

Our proposed lump sum fee to prepare and submit permit application(s) for the decommissioning
of Hershey’s Mill Dam, as described within this proposal letter, is as follows:

Hydrologic and Hydraulic Analysis: $18,400

Environmental Investigations: $43,200

Pre-Application Meeting: $5,600

Development of Concept Plan and Township Meeting: $9,500

Development of Permit Documents: $36,300

Total Lump Sum Fee: $113,000
SCHEDULE

GF is prepared to begin work on this assignment as soon as notice to proceed is issued by the
Township. Our anticipated schedule is as follows:

The Hydrologic and Hydraulic Analysis will begin immediately. The modeling will
identify the proposed breach configuration within two months from receiving notice to
proceed.

Environmental investigations will begin immediately.  Field work and agency
coordination (i.e., PNDI coordination, cultural resource notification and PFBC
coordination) will be conducted within two months of receiving notice to proceed.

The conceptual breach layout will be prepared in conjunction with the hydraulic analysis
and will be shared with the reviewing agencies as part of the pre-application meeting. It
is assumed that a pre-application meeting can be scheduled with the regulatory agencies
within one month following the completion of the field work (pending the availability of
the reviewing agencies).

The conceptual plan and the results of the pre-application meeting will be shared with the
Township following the pre-application meeting.

Permit applications will be prepared within two months following the township meeting.

Task

Month 1 2 3 4 5 6
Week_1]23412341234123412341234

Notice to Proceed

Site Visit

Hydraulic Analysis

Environmental Investigations

Pre-Application Meeting

(1)

Develop Concept Plan

Township Meeting

|Develop Permit Documents

1. Pre-Application meeting will be dependent upon availability of the reviewing agencies.
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These services can be provided under our current Master Services Agreement. Should the
Township choose to secure our services to prepare permit applications for the decommissioning
of Hershey’s Mill Dam as described within this proposal, we will provide you with a Service
Authorization under a separate cover letter to amend our Master Services Agreement for this
work activity. If you have any questions about the proposed services or need additional
information, please do not hesitate to call me or Mr. Paul Schweiger of our office at 717-763-
7212, extensions 2828 and 2504, respectively. We thank you for the opportunity to provide this
proposal and look forward to continuing our relationship with the Township.

Sincerely,

GANNETT FLEMING, INC.
Environmental Resources Division

Sl Nt

ERIC C. NEAST, P.E.
Project Manager
Dams and Hydraulics Section
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East Goshen Township
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380
Voice: 610-692-7171

Fax: 610-692-8950
E-mail: mgordon@eastgoshen.org

Date: 08/30/2016

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Mark Gordon, Township Zoning Officer /5*/(&
Re: 2015 IPMC / Fire Alarms

Dear Board Members,

As you know the Township Property Maintenance Code (IPMC) is updated every
three years. The current code, 2015 International Property Maintenance Code, was
amended and we realized that there is some conflicting language which we do not
believe is conducive for fire safety. Staff introduced this topic to the Board in April 2016
and the topic was tabled. The Board requested staff to present this issue to the fire
chief and the County Fire Marshal and request their input. | have received their
comments; they are attached for your review and consideration.

Upon review of the code | found a section of the code that has been amended
from the 2012 edition and which staff believes to be contradictory to fire safety as it
relates to the requirement for smoke alarms in residential dwellings.

The 2003, 2006, 2009 and 2012 IPMC editions were clear on this subject, I've
included a copy of the 2012 and 2015 section for your use. Smoke detectors were
required in all bedrooms and on all floors of residential dwellings. These alarms could
be battery operated. The 2015 IPMC has introduced exceptions (insert) which
essentially permits older dwellings to revert back to the code in effect at the time of
construction.

[F] 704.2 Single- and multiple-station smoke alarms. Sin- gle- and multiple-station smoke
alarms shall be installed in existing Group I-1 and R occupancies in accordance with
Sections 704.2.1 through 704.2.3.
[F] 704.2.1 Where required. Existing Group I-1 and R occupancies shall be provided
with single-station smoke alarms in accordance with Sections 704.2.1.1 through
704.2.1.4. Interconnection and power sources shall be in accordance with Sections 704.2.2
and 704.2.3.

Exceptions:

1. Where the code that was in effect at the time of construction required smoke
alarms and smoke alarms complying with those requirements are already
provided.

2. Where smoke alarms have been installed in occupancies and dwellings that were not
required to have them at the time of construction, additional smoke alarms shall not

F:\Data\Shared Data\Admin Dept\Township Code\Property Maintenance Code (2015)\Memo to BOS re. 2015 IPMC Smoke Alarm
change 08302016.doc



be required provided that the existing smoke alarms comply with requirements that
were in effect at the time of installation.

3. Where smoke detectors connected to a fire alarm system have been installed as a
substitute for smoke alarms.

Our Interpretation of the New 2015 IPMC Smoke Alarm Exemptions are:

704.2.1 Exception 1 — If your house was built in 1975, the Building Code only required
one smoke alarm. If that alarm is in place you would not need to install any additional
smoke alarms.

704.2.1 Exception 2 — If your house was built in 1950, when the Building Code did not
require any smoke alarms, but you installed a single smoke alarm in 1975, you would
have to maintain the one alarm that was installed but you would not have to install any
additional smoke alarms.

704.2.1 Exception 3 — If your house has a fire alarm system you would not have to install
any additional smoke alarms.

We all concur that these exceptions are confusing and could be detrimental to
safety. The implementation of these exceptions would also be very difficult and require
extensive research on every property that we inspect in order to determine which code
applies.

Both the Fire Chief and the County Fire Marshal agree with our position on the

-code and our ordinance amendment. The Solicitor has drafted an ordinance for your
consideration.

Recommendation:
The Staff recommendation is to amend Ch 178 of the Township code to
eliminate these exceptions.

Draft Motion:
I move that the Board direct staff to advertise the proposed ordinance
amendment and schedule a hearing date.

F:\Data\Shared Data\Admin Dept\Township Code\Property Maintenance Code (2015)\Memo to BOS re. 2015 IPMC Smoke Alarm
change 08302016.doc



COMMISSIONERS DEPARTMENT OF EMERGENCY SERVICES
Terence Farrell Government Services Center
Kathi Cozzone 601 Westtown Road, Suite 012
Michelle Kichline West Chester, PA 19380-0990
(610) 344-5000 » Fax (610) 344-5050
www.chesco.org/des

Office of the Fire Marshal

August 1, 2016

Mr. Mark A, Gordon

Director of Code Enforcement
Bast Goshen Township

1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380

Mr. Gordon,

In reference to your e-mail about the changes to the 2015 International Property Maintenance Code
as it pertains to the installation and maintenance of smoke detectors in residential properties. 1 am in
full support of the recommendations to continue with the older codes from previous versions that
require smoke detectors o be installed and operating in all sleeping areas within all dwellings.

Working smoke detectors are one of the first line items to provide notification to all persons in the
event of five and has proven for many years how many lives they have saved. 1 encourage your
township leaders fo support you and your staff with this local change in the adoption of the 1L.LP.M.C,

1 commend you and your staff with the hard work and diligence to provide for the life safety of
your residents and business which live and operate within East Goshen Township, If I can be of any
assistance to you and your staff please do not hesitate to cali.

‘]m A. Weer, CF1
Chief Count Fire Marshal




Mark Gordon

From: Grant Everhart <grant.everhart@goshenfireco.org>
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 10:06 PM

To: O'Neill Christopher; mgordon@eastgoshen.org
Subject: Re: FW: Township Ordinance Amendment

Mark,

My apologies for not responding sooner to your note.

From the Fire Department's perspective, we support your position on the code. All owned and leased dwellings
should be required to have smoke detectors that comply with the latest code when they are sold or turned

over. The concept that older dwellings should only comply with codes that are potentially outdated or worse,
non-existent, is unacceptable. Thanks for identifying this potentially catastrophic flaw in the code.

Additionally (if I'm reading the proposed code correctly), I strongly endorse all efforts to keep fire hydrants
clear of landscaping and other obstructions, and also to clearly mark fire department connections so that they
are easily visible to responding fire companies. We proposed these measures many years ago and I'm glad to
see them moving to adoption.

Please give me a call if you have any questions.

Thanks,

Grant

On Mon, Aug 15, 2016 at 4:08 PM, O'Neill Christopher <Christopher.ONeill@xlcatlin.com> wrote:

From: Mark Gordon [mailto:mgordon@eastgoshen.org]
Sent: Monday, August 15, 2016 3:38 PM

To: O'Neill Christopher

Cc: 'Carmen Battavio'

Subject: FW: Township Ordinance Amendment

Hi Churis,

I’ve sent this twice to the Chief with no response. The Board of Supervisors would like the GFC to weigh in on
this issue. The CCFM has agreed with my interpretation and recommendation.

I’d really appreciate if you would take some time to consider this issue and respond.

1
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4. Signs. The proposed facility shall post a sign in a readily visible

location identifying the name and phone number of a party to
contact in the event of an emergency.

Lighting. No wireless communications facility shall be artificially
lighted, except as required by law. If lighting is required, the
applicant shall provide a detailed plan for sufficient lighting,
demonstrating as unobtrusive and inoffensive an effect as is
permissible under state and federal regulations.

Radio Frequency Emissions. No wireless communications facility
may, by itself or in conjunction with other facilities in its
respective vicinity, generate radio frequency emissions in excess of
the standards and regulations of the FCC, including but not limited
to, the FCC Office of Engineering Technology Bulletin 65 entitled
“Evaluating Compliance with FCC Guidelines for Human
Exposure to Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields,” as
amended.

Wind. All wireless communications facilities shall be designed to
withstand the effects of wind according to the standard designed by
the American National Standards Institute as prepared by the
engineering departments of the Electronics Industry Association,
and Telecommunications Industry Association (ANSI/EIA-222-E,
as amended).

Gap in Coverage.

1. Unless exempt from this requirement by Federal law, an applicant

for a wireless communications facility must demonstrate that a gap
in coverage and/or demand for increased capacity exists or is
anticipated within 12 months and that the type of facility being
proposed is the least intrusive means by which to fill that gap
and/or increase the capacity of wireless coverage..

The existence or non-existence of a gap in wireless coverage may
be a factor in the Township’s decision on an application for
approval of wireless communications facilities in the ROW, at the
Board’s discretion.

iv. Co-location and Strategic Siting.

Co-location. An application for a new wireless communications
facility shall not be approved unless the Township finds that the
wireless communications equipment planned for the proposed
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facility cannot be accommodated on an existing or approved
structure or building.

a. The applicant shall demonstrate that it contacted the owners
of tall structures and towers located within ROWS in the
applicable service area required in order for the applicant to
provide the increased capacity needed, and permission to
install an Antenna was denied for one or more of the
following reasons:

1.

ii.

1il.

iv.

The proposed Antenna and Related Equipment
would exceed the structural capacity of the existing
building, structure or tower, and its reinforcement
cannot be accomplished at a reasonable cost.

The proposed Antenna and Related Equipment
would cause radio frequency interference with other
existing equipment for that existing building,
structure, or tower and the interference cannot be
prevented at a reasonable cost.

Such existing buildings, structures, or towers do not
have adequate location, space, access, or height to
accommodate the proposed equipment or to allow it
to perform its intended function.

A commercially reasonable agreement could not be
reached with the owner of such building, structure,
or tower.

b. Strategic Siting. Wireless communications facilities and
Related Equipment shall not interfere with, displace,
damage or destroy, any other facilities, including but not
limited to, sewers, gas or water mains, pipes, cables, or
conduits.

v. Equipment Location. The applicant shall at all times comply with and
abide by all applicable regulations governing wireless communications
facilities. Accessory equipment shall be located so as not to cause any
physical or visual obstruction to pedestrian” or vehicular traffic, or to
otherwise create safety hazards to pedestrians and/or motorists or to
otherwise inconvenience public use of the ROW as determined by the
Township. In addition:

1. In no case shall ground-mounted equipment, walls, or landscaping

be located within 16 inches of the face of the curb.

10
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Vi.

vii.

viil.

2. Ground-mounted equipment that cannot be located underground
shall be screened, if deemed appropriate and in a manner that does
not impact sight lines for traffic, through the use of landscaping or
other decorative features to the satisfaction of the Township.

3. Required electrical meter cabinets shall the screened to blend in
with the surrounding area to the satisfaction of the Township.

4, Any graffiti on the wireless communications facility or on any
accessory equipment shall be removed at the sole expense of the
owner within ten (10) business days of notice of the existence of
the graffiti.

5. Any underground vaults related to wireless communications
facility shall be reviewed and approved by the Township.

Written Commitment. As a condition of approval for all wireless
communications facilities in the ROW, the applicant shall provide the
Township with a written commitment that it will allow other service
providers to co-locate antennae on its wireless communications facilities
where technically and economically feasible. The owner of a wireless
communications facility shall not install any additional antennae without
obtaining the prior written approval of the Township, so long as such
antennae do not fall within the categories of permitted modifications or
co-locations in the Wireless Broadband Collocation Act.

Miscellaneous Information.

1. Highway Occupancy Permit. The applicant shall obtain and
provide the Township with a copy of the Highway Occupancy
Permit from either Penn DOT or the Township as applicable.

2. FCC License. If applicable, the applicant shall submit a copy of its
current FCC license, including the name, address, and emergency
telephone number for the operator any facilities located in the
Township.

Restoration. After completion of any maintenance, placement,
installation, or removal of any wireless communications facility in the
ROW, the owner of such facility shall, at its own expense, restore the
ROW to its original condition within twenty-five (25) days, or such longer
period as may reasonably be required.

Standard of care. All wireless communications facilities shall be designed,
constructed, operated, maintained, repaired, modified and removed in strict

11
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compliance with all current applicable technical, safety and safety-related codes,
including but not limited to, the most recent editions of the American National
Standards Institute (ANSI) Code, National Electrical Safety Code, National
Electrical Code, as well as the accepted and responsible workmanlike industry
practices of the National Association of Tower Erectors. Any facilities shall at all
times be kept and maintained in good condition, order and repair by qualified
maintenance and construction personnel, so that the same shall not endanger the
life of any person or any property in the Township.

Maintenance Standards. The following maintenance requirements shall apply: all
wireless communications facilities shall be fully automated and unattended on a
daily basis and shall be visited only for maintenance or emergency repair; such
maintenance shall be performed to ensure the upkeep of the facility in order to
promote the safety and security of the Township’s residents; all maintenance
activities shall utilize nothing less than the best available technology for
preventing failures and accidents.

Time, Place and Manner. The installation shall be in accordance with the
requirements of the Highway Occupancy Permit issued for the facility.

Reservation of Rights. In accordance with applicable law, the Township reserves
the right to deny an application for the construction or placement of any wireless
communications facility for numerous factors, which include but are not limited
to, visual impact, design, and safety standards.

Relocation or Removal of Facilities. Within sixty (60) days following written
notice from the Township, or such longer period as the Township determines is
reasonably necessary or such shorter period in the case of an Emergency, an owner
of wireless communications facility in the ROW shall, at its own expense,
temporarily or permanently remove, relocate, change or alter the position of any
wireless communications facility when the Township, consistent with its police
powers and applicable Public Utility Commission regulations, shall determine that
such removal, relocation, change or alteration is reasonably necessary under the
following circumstances:

i. The construction, repair, maintenance or installation of any Township or
other public improvement in the right-of-way;

ii. The operations of the Township or other governmental entity in the right-of-
way,

iii. Vacation of a street or road or the release of a utility easement; or

iv. An Emergency as determined by the Township.

12
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h. Notice of Transfer, Sale or Assignment. If the owner of a wireless

telecommunications facility in the ROW sells, transfers or assigns those facilities to
another party, the transferee, buyer or assignee shall be obligated to comply with the
regulations set forth in this Ordinance. Notice of the transfer, sale or assignment
shall be provided to the Township within thirty (30) days of the effective date of the
transfer, sale or assignment. Such notice shall include the contact information for the
transferee, buyer or assignee.

Insurance. Fach Person that owns or operates a wireless communications facility
shall provide the Township with a certificate of insurance evidencing general
liability coverage in the minimum amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence and
property damage coverage in the minimum amount of $1,000,000 per occurrence
covering each facility.

Indemnification. Each Person that owns or operates a wireless communications
facility shall, at its sole cost and expense, indemnify, defend and hold harmless the
Township, its elected and appointed officials, employees and agents, at all times
against any and all claims for personal injury, including death, and property
damage arising in whole or in part from, caused by or connected with any act or
omission of the Person, its officers, agents, employees or contractors arising out
of, but not limited to, the construction, installation, operation, maintenance or
removal of the facility. Each Person that owns or operates a wireless
communications facility shall defend any actions or proceedings against the
Township in which it is claimed that personal injury, including death, or property
damage was caused by the construction, installation, operation, maintenance or
removal of facility. The obligation to indemnify, hold harmless and defend shall
include, but not be limited to, the obligation to pay judgments, injuries, liabilities,
damages, reasonable attorneys’ fees, reasonable expert fees, court costs and all
other costs of indemnification.

Financial Security. Prior to receipt of a zoning permit for the construction or
placement of a wireless communications facility, the applicant shall provide to the
Township financial security sufficient to guarantee the removal of the proposed
wireless communications facility. The applicant shall submit an estimate of such
removal costs to the Township Engineer for review and approval of same. Said
financial security shall remain in place until the facility is removed.

SECTION VI. Miscellaneous

a. Police Powers. The Township, by granting any permit or taking any other action
pursuant to this Chapter, does not waive, reduce, lessen, impair, or otherwise limit the
lawful police powers vested in the Township under applicable federal, state and local
laws and regulations.

Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, phrase or word of this
Ordinance is for any reason held illegal or invalid by any court of competent
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Memorandum

East Goshen Township
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380
Voice: 610-692-7171

Fax: 610-692-8950

E-mail: mgordon@eastgoshen.org

Date: 8/19/2016

To: Board of Supervisors /
From: Mark Gordon, Township Zoning Officer //LZ&

Re: SWM Operation and Maintenance Agreements

Dear Board Members:
I have the following Storm water management Operation and Maintenance

Agreements to be approved.

1553 Colonial Ln. Installation of an in-ground swimming pool.

411 Misak Dr. Construction of a new single family home.

922 N. Chester Rd.  Construction of a new accessory building and paving
1507 Grand Oak Ln. Installation of an in-ground swimming pool.

Draft Motion:
I move that we authorize the Chairman to execute the storm water management
operation and maintenance agreements for:

1553 Colonial pr; L A-
411 Misak Drive

922 N. Chester Rd.
1507 Grand Oak Ln.

AW RE

F:\Data\Shared Data\Code Dept\Storm Water Managmeent O&M Agreements\2016\Memo to BOS 08192016.doc
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matter has been under consideration for the past nine years. The DEP has labelled the dam as
unsafe and the Board would be faced with liability issues if they did nothing.

Mike Lynch, 1226 Upton Circle, stated he supports the lowest cost solution and that long term
costs should be considered.

Kathryn Sloane, 1202 Burning Bush Lane, stated that she has a view from her house of the pond,
which was the reason for buying her home. She said there are no fish left in the pond and she
favors the solution to maintain the pond. Rick stated that after the DEP earmarked the dam as
unsafe, the Township was unable to acquire insurance coverage from its current agency, and had
to shop for insurance on the secondary market.

Ed Tomlinson, 1202 Foxglove Lane, asked if any consideration was given to the water table, soil
settling, and neighboring foundations cracking in the absence of the pond. Mr. Townsend also
asked if there was ever a working mill at the dam site, and that he would like to see the
preservation of the dam for historical purposes. Rick stated that a working mill did once exist,
however the dam for it was located further upstream.

Jan Wheeler, 1213 Candytuft Lane, stated she favors the partial breach option as it has the lowest
cost factor and would maintain some of the original features of the pond. Rick stated that in a
partial breach there would be no pond remaining, but there would be a small waterfall over the
dam.

Mpr. DePurglia, a resident of Newtown Square, stated that he grew up in East Goshen and would
want to see the dam preserved.

Mpr. Sussky, 1337 Sleepy Hollow Drive, asked the Board what would happen to the pond area in
a full breach scenario. Marty said that upstream restoration would be required to make the area
attractive.

Bob Sullivan, 33 Waterview Road, commented that East Goshen is becoming “citified”, and that
there are very few open spaces left. He further asked the Board how much the Township wants
to spend to make the area look nice.

Jim Brandolini, 1200 Burning Bush Lane, stated that he has witnessed the long journey
surrounding the Hershey’s Mill Dam remedy. He is looking to sell his home in the not too
distant future and wants to see something done. Mr. Brandolini expressed his sadness to lose the
historical feature of the dam and pond, and wants to know what the end product will look like.
Rick stated that the deadline for action is December 1, 2018, whether it be fixing or breaching
the dam. Eric Neast stated that in a full breach the resulting area would mimic the original
environment.

Jack Kinkelen, 1467 Greenhill Road, expressed his desire to fix the dam, and that the Board
should not just be considering the cheapest solution.

6/28/2016 June 28, 2016 BOS Minutes Page 2 of 7
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Ron McGill, 1050 Hershey Mill Road, stated that he owns the Hershey’s Mill House and wants
the pond and dam restored. He opined that it is the Township’s duty to maintain the original
intent of this feature when it had been gifted to the Township. He expressed his opinion that if
the dam is fully breached, Mr. DeReimer’s home will be turned into a floodplain, and that the
Township should create a fund for Mr. DeReimer to make up for his property value loss and for
the “taking” of Mr. DeReimer’s property.

Neil DeReimer, 1034 Hershey Mill Road, expressed his opinion that if the dam is fully breached,
his home will become a floodplain. Mr. DeReimer also stated that his earlier fundraising efforts
had been thwarted due to his personal situation and asked the Board to hold off from making a
decision until December 2018. Carmen stated that seven years ago when the Board was prepared
to vote on this matter, he changed his vote to breach in order to give Mr. DeReimer and others
the opportunity to raise funds to repair the dam. Within those seven years, Mr. DeReimer’s
fundraising group did nothing. Senya commented that seven years ago, monies had been
presented to help defray costs of breaching the dam, and that these funds are now lost. Mr. Brion
stated that the Board cannot wait another year for Mr. DeReimer’s fundraising efforts, as the
permitting process would take that long. Mr. Brion also clarified that the Township is not
“taking” anyone’s property.

Mr. DePurglia, a resident of Newtown Square, commented that breaching dams is more
environmentally responsible than repairing them.

Ed Tomlinson, 1202 Foxglove Lane, stated that he lives within 2,000 feet of the dam and that this
is the first time he has ever received notice of this topic. Rick clarified that notices are sent to
those residents within 1000 feet of the dam. Senya stated that the Board and Township have
promoted fully the success of the Friends of Hershey’s Mill Dam and that Chuck Proctor has
offered his legal services, gratis, in helping the organization off the ground. Chuck noted for the
record that the entity of The Friends of Hershey’s Mill Dam was created but the members of this
group never filed the paperwork with the Internal Revenue Service in order to create it as a
501(c)(3).

Bob Sullivan, 33 Waterview Road, wished to remind the Board that if the decision to breach the
dam is made tonight, the dam will be gone forever.

Marty commented that he and the entire Board understand the desire of the residents in the
assembly to maintain the Hershey’s Mill Dam, and that they do not relish the decision before
them. Marty motioned to recommend a full breach of Hershey’s Mill Dam, and to authorize the
Township Manager to begin the permitting process with the DEP and for construction to begin
after a contractor is chosen. Carmen seconded.

Shirley Fox, 1711 East Boot Road, commented that Board is not willing to spend $600,000 to
remedy Hershey’s Mill Dam, but they are willing to spend $8 million to create the “path to
nowhere”,

Neil DeReimer, 1034 Hershey Mill Road, asked Marty why he has chosen the full breach option.
Marty responded that it is the most effective way of handling the situation.

6/28/2016 June 28, 2016 BOS Minutes Page 3 of 7
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Shirley Beck, 1225 Foxglove Lane, stated that her deceased husband would be very disappointed
in what is happening. She urged the Board not to make the decision tonight, and commented that
the “Board does not know what they are talking about”.

Mpr. DePurglia, a resident of Newtown Square, noted again that breaching the dam is better for
the environment than repairing it.

Ron McGill, 1050 Hershey Mill Road, asked how much was spent on the tree plantings in
Applebrook Park. Senya stated that the trees in Clymer’s Woods were paid for by the YMCA.

The Board voted unanimously in favor of the motion.
Senya called for a short break in the meeting at 8:50 p.m.

Milltown Dam: Eric Neast gave a brief synopsis of the dam and the possible solutions, with
associated costs and diagrams. David Graff recapped the sediment report, stating that the
sediment is classified as “Cleanfill”.

Mike Lehmicke, 4 Reservoir Road, stated that he sent an email to the Board. Mr. Lehmicke
stated his opinion that Option 7 would solve the DEP problem, but believes there would be
uncertainty about how to handle the sediment, and asked in Option 8, if the sediment would be
stabilized. Mr. Lehmicke also expressed concern for an increase of mosquitoes as well as urging
the Board to give a picture of the area when it’s complete and knowing how this would impact
their home values. Eric Neast stated his belief that Option 7 was a viable option, and that the
costs to remove the sediment would be approximately $3.5 million.

Baxter Wellmon, 46 Lochwood Lane, stated that he takes offense at the Board’s claim that no
residents had written or showed concern for this issue.

Antoinette Schorn, 28 Reservoir Road, expressed her desire at maintaining the reservoir and dam,
as she lives near it and sees it every day, and thought the Township should run a fundraiser
towards this effort.

Jim Seeley, 47 Lochwood Lane, asked Mr. Neast if he favored Option #7, and whether the
sediment would be placed onto private property. Mr. Neast said he preferred Option #7. Marty
answered that the land in this area has been surveyed and the sediment would not be placed on
other properties.

Paul Knox, 40 Lochwood Lane, read a statement from Mr. Cab Willem (who was not present at
the meeting), and also stated his preference to save the dam and reservoir. Mr. Knox also stated
that his group should be allowed enough time to re-petition residents with the new information
and pricing models provided by Gannett Fleming, as this information was not known when their
first petition was signed. Mr. Knox further commented that the Hershey’s Mill group had seven
years to raise funds and his group should be granted similar timing.

6/28/2016 June 28, 2016 BOS Minutes Page 4 of 7
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Carmen commented on the June 27, 2016 email the Board received from Chuck Hepler about
possible funding sources. Mr. Hepler asked Carmen to keep the names on the list private.

Mike Lynch, 1226 Upton Circle, commented that he is not personally attached to the Milltown
Dam, and recommended to the Board that they not consider long term debt options in the
remedy. Marty discussed the Township’s operating expenses and capital expenditures as well as
the Township’s current and future concerns, and ways in which to keep the Township
competitive and attractive to future home buyers. Marty further commented on the Township’s
current AAA credit rating, and the Board does not want to jeopardize that or to raise taxes.

Allen Seltzer, 1464 Glenbrook Lane, asked whether the DEP could, at some point in the future,
change the standards with which they classify dams. Mr. Neast answered that this is a possibility
so the most viable options would be to fully restore the dam or to fully breach it.

Chuck Hepler, 124 Reservoir Road, thanked the Board for considering his new fundraising plan
and had concerns about Option #8—Decommission the Dam. Mr. Hepler expressed concern for
the quantity of sediment that would be moved around creating too much of a slope to the stream
which would be hazardous to children and general public usage. Mr. Neast said the grading
would be at a 2% slope in this scenario, and that for Options 8, 9, and 10, there would be no
more than a 3 to 1 grading slope to the stream area. Mr. Hepler continued to state his preference
for Option #7, as he bought his home because of the reservoir and that he has grown to love
fishing in it. Mr. Hepler suggested that a larger parking area could be created, as well as walking
trails to allow more residents to enjoy the reservoir.

Senya asked how the reservoir residents would feel about this area being opened up to a larger
population of people. Carmen commented that it would not be fair to limit parking and that if
the dam was fully repaired, it would not be fixed to benefit only the 36 homes that are adjacent to
the dam.

Baxter Wellmon, 46 Lochwood Lane, thanked the Board for all their hard work in this matter and
feels that the reservoir is unsafe for their children and security measures need to be installed
surrounding it. Mr. Wellman stated that he has issues with intruders in the wooded areas
surrounding his home, but he would want the reservoir area to become another East Goshen Park
area for all to enjoy.

Vincent McGinnis, 32 Lochwood Lane, stated he would be very happy to see more people
enjoying the reservoir.

Steve Didntonio, 6 Reservoir Road, stated he bought his home because of the reservoir, and also
wanted to know where the equipment would access the reservoir and where it would be stored.
He also inquired why the Board has not had more communications with Westtown Township in
this matter. Mr. Neast answered that the equipment would access the reservoir at the crest of the
dam and also at the easement on the downside of the dam. Senya stated that the Board is in
contact and communication with Westtown Township and they are fully aware of this issue.
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Todd Bechtel, 1467 Glenbrook Lane, commented that the Board should be presenting detailed
visual renderings of the final product with cost estimates before a vote can be taken. Senya
stated that the process would begin with DEP permitting, which would take approximately 13
months to complete, that a path has not been chosen, but whatever path is chosen, the Board is
committed to making it look as high quality as possible.

Chuck Hepler, 124 Reservoir Road, commented that Greenways Funding would qualify in this
effort. Senya corrected Mr. Hepler by stating that Greenways Funding only grants monies for
drinking water and recreational reservoirs, and Milltown Reservoir does qualify as that type of
reServoir.

Jim McBride, 34 Lochwood Lane, appreciates the Boards tireless efforts in this matter, and
inquired about the Airport Road Reservoir. Rick stated that the Aqua owns the Airport Road
Reservoir.

Senya thanked everyone in the assembly for being patient and polite during the long meeting.
Marty motioned to recommend Option #10—Partial Breach — Reduce Hazard Class, and to
authorize the Township Manager to begin the permitting process with the DEP and for
construction to begin after a contractor is chosen. Janet seconded. Carmen commented that in
deference to Chuck Hepler, he recommends to defer the vote for three to four months in order for
Mr. Hepler’s group the time to pursue raising at least $1 million. Marty commented that those
fundraising efforts would need to be at least $3.1 million and asked the assembly if they are
willing to be in the dam business and pass this issue along to future generations.

Bob Simon, 30 Lochwood Lane, stated he was one of the 1300 signers of the original petition, he
doesn’t understand how the price to fix has grown so much, and he still wants the dam repaired.

Senya commented that the Board has an obligation to future generations and they cannot turn a
blind eye to this matter. The Board does not want to create a wetland as part of the solution, but
would rather seek funding to make the new area a world class facility. Senya further commented
that many of the names and organizations on Mr. Hepler’s fundraising list are already
contributing to other Township efforts.

The Board voted 4/1 in favor of the motion. Carmen was opposed.

Senya motioned to seek proposals from land planners to develop a plan on how the area above
the dam could be restored and/or utilized once the dam was breached and made a commitment to
the residents that the Board will work diligently to make the new area a world class facility.
Chuck seconded.

Dave Swingle, 1456 Glenbrook Lane, asked how the Board would make the new area a world
class facility. Marty commented that the Board will seek input from all residents for what would
be included in the new area.

Baxter Wellmon, 46 Lochwood Lane, thanked the Board for listening to the full assembly for the
evening even though the Board knew all along it was going to choose Option #10.

6/28/2016 June 28, 2016 BOS Minutes Page 6 of 7



———
SOOONOOOThAh WN -

NN NN NN e e e d ) d w0
OB OWNAQOONOOT D WN -

Melissa McGinnis, 32 Lochwood Lane, asked how this area can be turned into a park, and that
she does not see how it can be turned into a beautiful area.

Gerry Connor, 36 Lochwood Lane, asked how long this process would take. Senya stated it
would take between 2 to 3 years to complete.

Karl Sivek, 28 Waterview Road, asked why the Board feels renovating the dam is not viable and
asked the Board to put this matter on the ballot as a referendum. Marty said that Pennsylvania
does not permit referendums for this type of question.

The Board voted unanimously in favor of the motion. Jon commented that the Township
property tax rate would be doubled for the next three years if the Board were to fix the dam and
paid for it as an operating expense. Senya commented that the dam would still be classified as a
high hazard dam no matter how much money was spent to fix it and this would not be fair for
future generations.

Adjournment:
There being no further business, the Board voted unanimously to adjourn at 11:51 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,
Christina Rossetti Hartnett
Recording Secretary

F:\Data\Shared Data\Minutes\Board of Supervisors\2016\6-28-16 Updated  Edited Draft
Minutes 081616.doc
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
1580 PAOLI PIKE
TUESDAY, AUGUST 16, 2016 — 7:00 pm
DRAFT MINUTES

Present: Chairman Senya D. Isayeff, Supervisors Janet Emanuel, Chuck Proctor, Township
Manager Rick Smith, Township CFO Jon Altshul, Mark Gordon (Zoning Officer, Building and
Codes), Jason Lang (Director, Park and Recreation), ABC Member Erich Meyer (Conservancy
Board).

Call to order & Pledge of Allegiance:
Senya called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm and asked Sergeant Renegar to lead the assembly in
the Pledge of Allegiance.

Moment of Silence:
Senya called for a moment of silence to honor the troops who defend of our Nation and

Constitution.

Recording of Meeting: None

Chairman’s Report: Senya announced the following:

a. New Business item (e) from tonight’s agenda, “Consider proposal from Gannet
Fleming for Milltown Dam and Hershey Mill Dam” was being moved to the
September 6, 2016 meeting.

b. The Board met in Executive Session tonight to discuss a personnel matter.

c. The Board met in Executive Session on August 2, 2016 to discuss a legal matter related
to the Police.

d. Vice Chairman Marty Shane and Supervisor Carmen Battavio are currently on vacation
and not present at this meeting.

e. Community Day will be held on August 27, 2016, with August 28, 2016 reserved as the
rain date.

Emergency Services Report:
WEGO: Sergeant Renegar, in Chief Bernot’s absence, presented this report with the following
points of interest:
o All residents are urged to visit the WEGO website to view the full Police blotter.
e Ongoing scams continue to take victims:
o IRS Scam
o Lost Loved Ones Scam
e A rise of thefts from unlocked backyard sheds and garages. Please keep your garages
closed at all times during the day.
o  WEGO was recently awarded a Child Passenger Safety Grant. A child passenger safety
program will begin in September 2016.
o The Citizens Police Academy Program will commence on Tuesday, September 6, 2016.
Please visit the website for more information and enrollment forms.
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Financial Report ~ July 2016 and Year-End Projections: Jon presented this.report and noted
the following:
e Net of pass-through accounts, as of July 31st, the general fund had revenues of
$6,236,077 and expenses of $5,753,244, for a year-to-date surplus of $482,833.
e The overall budget saw an improvement of about $125,000 since last month.
e Earned Income Tax is now $157,342 under budget.

Old Business: None

New Business:

a. Consider Dimensional Variance Request for 907 Madison Drive: Mr. J. Charles
Gerbron, Jr., Associate Attorney, MacElree Harvey, Ltd., on behalf of the homeowners
McNeely of 907 Madison Drive, discussed the plans for this 10.1 foot variance into the
set-back application and apologized for not providing evidence of “hardship” in the initial
application for variance presented to the Planning Commission. Mr. Gerbron provided
pictures of the home, garage, and limitations to expand the current garage. Homeowner
Lia McNeely, stated that the total width of the garage is 18.5 feet wide and that it is
currently a two car garage. Homeowner McNeely stated that it is very difficult to exit her
car given the current garage size, because of the supporting lolly columns within the
garage, and that to expand the current garage would require major renovations to the
existing kitchen, which would be too costly. Senya asked if the homeowner’s exhibit of
financial hardship is based on resale expectations. Chuck inquired as to when the
homeowners McNeely purchased their home. Ms. McNeely stated that they purchased
their home in 2010, that they were in a rush to move from center city Philadelphia, and
that they were aware at that time of the limitations of a two car garage. Chuck also
commented that the pictures presented by Mr. Gerbron do not reflect the current status of
the property. Chuck moved to take No Position on this matter. Janet seconded. The
Board voted unanimously in favor of No Position.

b. Consider Recommendation About Trail Committee: Rick discussed this item. Janet
motioned that the Trail Committee be composed of Supervisor Janet Emanuel, who shall
chair the Committee, and a representative from the Planning Commission, Park and
Recreation Commission, Conservancy Board, Historical Commission, Futurist
Committee and a resident. Chuck seconded. The Board voted unanimously in favor of
the motion.

c. Consider Recreation Survey Results: Jon discussed the results of this survey and
acknowledged and commended Mr. Dan Tyler, a Penn State student and the Township
summer Intern, for his tireless in this effort. Jon commented on the challenge of survey
controls noting that a respondent being “interested” in a program is not the same thing as
actually signing up for a program. From the survey results, some areas of particular
interest were nature centered activities, standardized test prep courses, outside yoga and
Zumbea classes for Seniors, and most popular, a Food Truck Festival. Senya commented
that he found certain findings on page 6 of the survey very disturbing. These included
the finding that 46% of respondents have never had children under the age of 18 living
with them in East Goshen, and the finding that 60% of respondents have never
participated in Township recreation programs.

d. Consider Acknowledging Efforts of the Friends of East Goshen: Jon discussed the
good news that this organization has raised $35,700, well over its $30,000 budgeted goal,
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which will fund this year’s Community Day. The Board commended these efforts and
added that all the Community Day activities will be at no cost to taxpayers.

Consider Proposal from Gannet Fleming for Milltown Dam and Hershey Mill Dam:
Tabled for September 6, 2016 Meeting.

Consider Storm water Agreement for 346 Davis Circle: Janet motioned to authorize
the Chairman to execute the storm water management operation and maintenance
agreement for 346 Davis Circle. Chuck seconded. The Board voted unanimously in
favor of the motion.

Consider Amending the DCED CFA Paoli Pike Trail Grant Application for
Segments D & E: Rick discussed, in an effort to reduce Township costs, amending the
DCED CFA grant application. The recommendation is Option 1 which entails submitting
an amended application that moves the DCED CFA grant application ($1,538,600) to
Segments A & B. This option would allow for the construction of the entire trail from
Airport Road to Line Road. Chuck motioned to approve the recommendation. Janet
seconded. The Board voted unanimously in favor of the motion.

. Consider Recommendation About False Alarms: Rick discussed the current false

alarm ordinance that was adopted in October 2009 and the penalty fee structure. In an
effort to reduce the number of false alarms that occur, Rick suggested that putting an
article in the newsletter and on the web page about the impact false alarms are having on
the fire company and the possibility of increasing the fee for false alarms that require the
fire company to respond would be worthwhile. Senya asked how West Whiteland
Township addresses this situation. Rick responded that false alarm fees are paid directly
to the fire company in West Whiteland. Janet asked where the majority of false alarms
originate. Mark Gordon responded that they mostly originate from incorrect entry codes
being entered, mostly at local banks and retirement communities by night or maintenance
staff. Chuck commented that increased penalty fines are not always effective and
recommended volunteer service time by repeat offenders as well as Mark Gordon issuing
more citations. Senya agreed with Rick’s recommendations and encouraged moving
forward with them.

Consider Recommendation About Vehicles: Rick discussed the need for more
vehicles for Township business purposes and proposed the purchase of a used police
vehicle, which are available at much reduced cost ($2,500). Senya expressed his
preference for a mileage reimbursement program, and not to purchase a vehicle. Chuck
thought the Township Manager should gather more information to make a comparison of
buying a vehicle versus a mileage reimbursement system. Mark Gordon expressed his
opinion that Township staff should not be using their own cars for business purposes.
Senya commented that more information is needed.

Any Other Matter:

a. Rick reported that PA DEP is accepting public comments on Sunoco Pipeline’s

applications for the Water Obstruction and Encroachment Permit until August 24, 2016
and the Erosion and Sediment Control General Permit until September 8, 2016.

. Rick discussed the labor and equipment for removal of trees for 2016 contract. Rick

commented that due to not receiving a performance bond from Jimmy’s Tree &
Landscaping (the initial awardees), he recommends rescinding the bid award and
awarding the contract to Greenscape Tree Services, LLC in the amount of $25,500.00.
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Chuck motioned for this recommendation. Janet seconded. The Board voted
unanimously in favor of this motion.

c. Senya commented that he would be presenting the LERTA Five Year Plan to the Finance
Committee in the near future.

Public Comment:

Bernard Greenburg, a resident of Hershey’s Mill Village, expressed his concern with the Sunoco
Chapter 105 permits, and urged the Board to look at this more closely. Mark Gordon stated that
new updated plans are under review with the Township. Rick noted that the information is posted
on the Township website and that the general public can submit comments.

Approval of Minutes: The Board reviewed, corrected and approved the following minutes:
a. July 5, 2016: Janet motioned to approve. Chuck seconded. The Board voted
unanimously in favor of the motion.
b. August 2, 2016: Janet motioned to approve. Chuck seconded. The Board voted
unanimously in favor of the motion.

Any Other Matter (Cont’d): Chuck commented that he had recently talked to Dan Truitt
regarding the $60 Billion Pension deficit, and learned that those affected are school teachers and
state employees. Dan Truitt commented in this conversation that he was unaware of the WEGO
pension issue and that he would look into this matter in more depth.

Treasurer’s Report:

See attached Treasurer’s Report for August 11, 2016. The Board reviewed the Treasurer’s
Report and the current invoices. Chuck moved to graciously accept the Treasurer’s Report and
the Expenditure Register Report as recommended by the Treasurer, to accept the receipts and to
authorize payment of the invoices just reviewed. Janet seconded. The Board voted unanimously
to approve the motion.

Correspondence, Reports of Interest: The Board acknowledged receipt of the following:
e 2" Quarter 2016 Sunoco Monitoring Report
e 2015 West Goshen Sewer and Reserve

Any Other Matter (Cont’d): Chuck commented that he had recently viewed workers jack
hammering the pavement at the Sunoco service station and questioned why this was happening.
Mark said that he would look into the matter and report back to the Board.

Adjournment:
There being no further business, Janet motioned to adjourn the meeting at 8:35 pm. Chuck

seconded. The Board voted unanimously to adjourn.

Respectfully submitted,
Christina Rossetti Hartnett
Recording Secretary

Attachment: Treasurer’s Report for August 11, 2016
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