MINUTES                     

INDIAN LAKE BOROUGH PUBLIC MEETING

AUGUST 27, 2003


The regularly scheduled meeting of the Indian Lake Borough Council was held on August 27, 2003 at 7:00 P.M. at the Indian Lake Resort Lodge.

THOSE PRESENT:



THOSE ABSENT:
Terry St. Clair




Andrew L. Horvath, President

John Walters 











Robert Pyle

Michael Miscoe

Alex Majesky






Patricia Dewar

Barry S. Lichty, Mayor

Theresa L. Weyant, Borough Secretary


The meeting was called to order at 7:00 P.M. by Terry L. St. Clair, Vice President.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

 1.
Introduction of Borough Council Members – St. Clair introduced the Council Members, Secretary and Borough Engineer.

 2.
Conduct for the Public Meeting – St. Clair stated that everyone would have an opportunity to speak and ask questions.  Council requests that only one (1) person speak at a time and we ask that no one speak out of order.  Anyone who does not follow this criteria will be warned one (1) time and then they will be asked to leave the meeting.  Anyone who wishes to speak must first state their name and their address.

 3.
Introduction of Act 537 Plan – Mike Miscoe stated that the Department of Environmental Protection has a guide for revision to the Act 537 Plan.  One of the key elements of the 537 plan is to provide residents with options should they have a sewage system failure.  The primary focus of this plan is inspection and management of the existing systems; to provide for any permitable system approved by the Department of Environmental Protection and provide onlot alternatives for residents who have failures.  However, the Department of Environmental Protection has some mandatory components, which need to be a part of the Act 537 Plan, and one of these components is the evaluation of alternatives to plan for future development.  The Plan has to address the issue of how the Borough is going to handle the sewage if every lot in Indian Lake Borough was developed and for community wide sewage alternatives.

Some other comments of the plan which need to be included are

1.
Identify all the previous wastewater management efforts.  Every study, which has been done, must be summarized in the plan.

2.
A physical and demographic area analysis.  In our study we also included a Lake Eutrophication Study of both Indian Lake and Lake Stonycreek.



3.
Institutional evaluation and justification of selected alternatives.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – Nothing in this plan contemplates putting treated sewage into the Lake?


Miscoe stated that Alternative 3 and Alternative 4 does.  Alternative 4, the primary discharge will be spray irrigation for the summer and the winter will be a sand formation.  The discharge into the lake would only happen in case of an emergency.


Ronald Sieling, South Peninsula 216 – As part of the proposed plan for Alternate 4 it states that the proposed privately owned sewer system would consist of a sewage treatment plant to be located on the Peninsula (identified as the North Plant) with discharge on the Southern arm of the lake.


Miscoe asked Mr. Sieling to please hold his question until later because the detailed components of the plan will be handled by the Borough’s engineer.

4.
Detailed Discussion of the Act 537 Plan - The Purpose of this meeting was to present the various alternatives and costs for addressing sewage needs in Indian Lake Borough.  The approach is to present the information in the Act 537 Study and by way of display boards discuss the alternatives and the associated costs. 

Mr. Glenn Geisel, of Hatch Mott MacDonald presented the study beginning with the explanation of the Act 537 Sewage Facilities Planning process as it was developed through the Pennsylvania Legislature in 1966.  

Act 537 establishes the requirements for municipalities to maintain and update their own sewage planning, which addresses their needs while protecting Commonwealth waters.  

Municipalities have been required to update their Sewage Facilities Plan when the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection determined that the existing plan did not adequately meet the sewage disposal needs of the community.  

The plan is developed for correcting:  

1.
Malfunctioning on-lot septic systems.

2.
Overloaded treatment plants or sewer lines.

The presence of untreated or improperly treated sewage can be detected:

· On the ground surface

· In surface water 

· In ground water 

By not addressing sewage, disease organisms can reach people through:

· Drinking water 

· Direct contact – land/water 

· Insects and other animals 

The primary purpose of Sewage Facilities Planning is to protect the Health, Safety and Welfare of the citizens in a community.

A secondary purpose of Sewage Facility Planning is to prevent future sewage disposal problems from occurring.  Consider where to extend sewage service and the form sewage disposal will take. 

Sewage Facilities Plans are required to evaluate wastewater facilities and provide management alternatives to resolve existing problems.

              When a specific alternative is being considered it is important to evaluate the good and bad points of the specific alternative based on:

· Community Goals

· Cost Effectiveness

· Environmental Solution

· Department of Environmental Protection Policy 

Indian Lake Borough authorized the development of a Sewage Facilities Plan in accordance with the Pennsylvania Sewage Facilities Act (Act 537).  The purpose of this plan is to evaluate the existing and future sewage needs of Indian Lake Borough and to evaluate sewage disposal alternatives that are compatible with the existing and future needs of the Borough.

Indian Lake Borough is a municipality of approximately 450 permanent residents.  The Borough was formed as a residential and second home community.  Due to the outdoor recreational amenities located in the Borough, the population of the Borough is significantly higher during the warm weather months of the year than during the cold weather months.  Estimate peak season population is 1,250.

The Borough currently has a small flow sewage treatment plant that serves the Northwinds Lodge Complex located in the Borough, and referred to as the Lakewood Sewage Treatment Plant.  Sewage disposal for the remainder of the Borough is provided primarily by individual on-lot disposal systems.  Although sewage disposal is provided primarily by individual on-lot disposal systems, soil conditions and topography in Indian Lake Borough is generally not favorable for these systems.  Some malfunctioning on-lot disposal systems have been identified, and there is a concern that other on-lot disposal systems could also be malfunctioning.  In addition, approval to install conventional on-lot disposal systems on many undeveloped lots has been difficult to obtain due to the type of soil conditions and topography.

Included as part of this Act 537 Planning Process, an additional study was conducted to evaluate the tropic state of Indian Lake and Lake Stonycreek.  This study was prepared by Enviro Science Incorporated and was presented under separate cover.  In summary, both lakes were determined to be enriched with nutrients and, of course, attempts should be made to reduce future nutrient inputs to both lakes.

The Act 537 Study discusses various alternatives for providing sewage service i.e.

Conveyance / Treatment / Disposal in the Borough 

The alternatives were evaluated based upon the following criteria: 

1.
Consider if it is technical feasible 

2.
Compatible with Existing Land use Patterns

3.
Provides for pollution free Commonwealth waters

4.
Cost vs. Benefit of Alternative 

The technically feasible sewage disposal alternatives that were evaluated in this study are identified as follows:

                             Alternative 1 – Regional Gravity Sewer System with a single treatment plant located on                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                  West Shore Trail and discharge to Rhodes Creek.

                             Alternative 2 – Regional Pressure Sewer System with a single treatment plant located on West Shore Trail and discharge to Rhodes Creek.

                             Alternative 3 – Regional Pressure Sewer System with a single treatment plant located on Peninsula Drive near Point Circle and discharge to Indian Lake.

                             Alternative 4 – Provide initial sewer service to the peninsula area through a privately constructed and operated pressure sewer system and sewage treatment plant to be constructed by the Indian Lake Golf Club.  Future expansion for other areas of the Borough will be handled by expanding the Lakewood Sewage Treatment Plant.

After consideration, Alternative 4 was selected as the alternative that best meets the wastewater treatment needs of Indian Lake Borough.  This alternative consists of the implementation of a Sewage Management Program followed by, as necessary, the installation of a pressure sewer system, and construction of a sewage treatment facility and expansion of the existing Lakewood Sewage Treatment Plant.  Spray irrigation techniques will be considered for effluent discharge. 

Alternative 4 was developed to address the immediate sewage needs with:  

· Infrastructure Improvements 

· Sewage Management Program

This alternative is developed in Phases.  The purpose was not to impose a total sewer system on the entire Borough.  The purpose of the phasing is to address sewer needs in a timely manner.

The sewage service to be provided in Phase I will be divided into two (2) subsections based upon the timing of providing sewage service (all of the phases are based on the time in years).  Phases I-A is proposed to serve the existing Indian Lake Golf Club Clubhouse and approximately 60 proposed single-family homes to be constructed on the Golf Course property.  This privately owned sewer system would consist of a sewage treatment plant and a pressure sewer system that would service adjacent lots and any other malfunctioning lots in the area.  

Phase I-B would utilize the same golf course sewer system, but extended to other areas adjacent to the golf course.  Both vacant lots can be served plus malfunctioning systems.  The primary difference between Phase I-A and I-B is the timing.  

Phase I-A=2 years – Potential Customers – 109 

Phase I-B=5 years  - Potential Customers – 156 

Phase II would provide private sewage service to properties adjacent to the golf course.  This area would still be served by the proposed sewage treatment plant.  The timing would be in the range of 5 to 10 years.  Potential Customers 168.

Phase III would be developed by the Borough in the 5 to 10 year time frame utilizing a pressure sewer system and expansion of the existing Lakewood Sewage Treatment Plan.  Potential Customers 224. 

The selected alternative would also include the implementation of a Sewage Management Program.  Under this program, the Borough will conduct routine monitoring and inspection of individual on-lot systems to ensure that the operation and maintenance of these systems is handled properly, as well as maintain a database to enable monitoring of these facilities throughout the Borough.  It would also require the Borough to appoint a Borough official to oversee and administer the management program.

The utilization of various alternate techniques for individual on-lot disposal systems shall be included in the Sewage Management Program.  These techniques may be utilized for existing on-lot disposal systems found to be malfunctioning and for new home construction, in which soil conditions prohibit the use of a conventional on-lot disposal system.  In the event that alternate techniques to on-lot disposal systems are not feasible, the property owner may select the installation and use of a retaining tank or a small flow treatment facility.  Controls over operation and maintenance requirements for retaining tanks and small flow treatment facilities would be addressed in a Sewage Management Program.

The selected alternative is the least costly and most cost effective alternative evaluated in this study.  The construction cost estimate for the selected alternative, which includes a pressure sewer system and construction of a sewage treatment plant, is approximately $2,516,700.  The approximate user charge per Equivalent Dwelling Unit (EDU) is $65 per month, based upon an interest rate of 3% for 20 years.  It must be noted that this approximate monthly sewer user charge is based upon a tap fee of $5,000 per EDU.  This monthly user charge is approximate and relies heavily on the amount of the tap fee, future development that occurs within the service area, and the type of financing that is obtained.  The attached table was used to present the cost of each alternative.

There are a variety of methods and combinations of methods, which may be utilized to fund the construction of sewage facilities.  Funding methods available to Indian Lake Borough include PENNVEST funding, bond issues and long term bank financing.  The Borough’s funding would only apply to the Phase III portion of alternative 4 since the first two phases would be financed privately.  It shall be determined at a later date which method will be most viable for the Borough and its residents.

The following is a proposed schedule of implementation in order to put this Act 537 Plan into effect.  At this time, it is somewhat premature to actually establish calendar dates due to factors that could affect the implementation schedule.

PROPOSED SCHEDULE OF IMPLEMENTATION

MILESTONE 





  TIME

1. Submit Act 537 Plan to Indian Lake Borough for review


July 2003

2. Obtain approval from the Borough for the Act 537 Plan


Aug. 2003

3. Submit Act 537 Plan to the PaDEP for review



Sept. 2003

4. Obtain approval from the PaDEP for the Act 537 Plan


Dec. 2003

5. Implement Sewage Management Program



Jan. 2004

6. Propose and execute agreements to permit Indian Lake Golf 

Club to serve Borough residents





Jan. 2004

7. Begin design of Infrastructure Improvements



Feb. 2004

Calculation of User Charge

Initial EDU’s




ALTERNATE 1
ALTERNATE 2
ALTERNATE 3
ALTERNATE 4










     (PHASE 1)

Estimated Project Cost
$12,056,400
$7,920,100
$7,222,400
$2,516,700

Tap Fee ($5,000)

$  2,695,000
$2,695,000
$2,695,000
$1,325,000

Finance Amount

$  9,361,400
$5,225,100
$4,527,400
$1,191,700

Annual Debt Service

$     629,100
$   351,100
$   304,200
$     79,310

  (3% for 20 years)

Total Annual Operating Cost
$     224,000
$   196,500
$   181,100
$   127,900

Total Annual Cost

$     853,100
$   547,600
$   485,300
$   207,210

Cost per EDU per year
$         1,583
$       1,016
$          900
$           782

Cost per EDU per month
$            132
$            85
$            75
$            65

Customers


              539                            539                              539                              265

5.
Public Comments:


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – If the Borough would submit their sewage maintenance program to the Department of Environmental Protection, at this time, in response to their request for an update to the Borough’s Act 537 Plan.  The Borough could deal with the current technology on an individual basis with the homeowner’s whose lots are failing.  What would the Department’s reaction be?


Glenn Geisel stated that is where the Borough is right now and those malfunctions are being dealt with.  The problem is, some of these malfunctions can not be corrected with onlot systems and how is the Borough dealing with the future problems.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – Five (5) years ago we did not have some of the technology as we do today.  We don’t know what technology might be available five (5) years from today.  We do know that this is a common problem for Rural America and we do know that technological developments are expediential.


Michael Miscoe stated that one (1) of the mandatory components to an Act 537 Plan is community wide sewage management alternatives.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – What I am saying is use the management program for the next five (5) years and then propose plans for the future that would either use the Rhoads Creek or Shanksville as a discharge point, but never use our lake as the discharge area.


Glenn Geisel stated that regionalization is not a bad approach, however when this was looked at before, it was considered to be too expensive and also, everyone would need to tap in.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – What scientific evidence does the Borough have that our moderately enriched lake is the result primarily of malfunctioning septic systems rather than the tributaries coming into the lake, farms, etc.?


Michael Miscoe – I only said that the lake is moderately enriched.  There is no way to tell exactly what is causing the problem.


Robert Brown, Peninsula 1193 – Is there an issue with the right-of-ways coming from the Peninsula lots through the Fairway lots to the proposed sewer plant?


Terry St. Clair stated that there is a 10’ easement on both sides of each lot for utilities.


David McCudden noted that 10’ easement is for a Borough utility.  You can not force a private individual to allow another private individual to run a sewer line through his property using that easement whether that easement exists or not.


David McCudden asked what the P.U.C. ‘s position is as far as establishing rates for a private sewage plant.


Michael Miscoe stated that is up to the private developer to address.  That has nothing to do with the Borough’s Act 537 Plan.  


Robert Brown commented that the Borough needs to pay close attention to the warning signs and that many of our sewer systems are going to fail and we need to have alternatives available to us.


Daniel Orange, 183 Potomac – According to the report prepared by EnviroScience, Indian Lake has a moderately enriched lake and the excess nutrients can come from a number of sources including, rain, lawn fertilizers, farms and feed lots, and septic or sewer inputs.  What levels of nutrients will be put into the lake as the result of the proposed sewer plant in Alternate No. 4?


Glenn Geisel – No analysis has been prepared and that would be the design phase of the study.  Generally the effluent discharged from a sewage treatment plant would be clean enough and this shouldn’t make the situation any worse.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – Can the Borough get a guarantee from the Indian Lake Golf Club that their plan will not consider a discharge into the Lake?


Terry St. Clair - No one can make that kind of guarantee.  The proposed treatment plant would use spray irrigation as the primary discharge, the secondary option is discharging into the absorption, and discharge into the lake would only be used in an emergency situation. 


Becky Corbett, Delaware 126 – Mrs. Corbett stated that Alternative 4 addresses the residents who live on the Peninsula  within 2 years.  It will be 10 years before the Borough develops the plan for the residents who live on the south side of the Borough as part of Phase 3.  The residents on the North side of the lake are not being addressed at all.  The Borough needs to address everyone’s needs today and the option that is picked should do that and Alternate 4 does not give equality.


Jeff Griffith, Peninsula 1379 – The Borough needs to look at a plan which will address the whole community.


Frank Duca, Choctaw 150 – Mr. Duca feels that the Borough needs to adopt a sewage maintenance ordinance.  Property owners need to have their septic systems inspected on a regular basis, and if a sewer system is malfunctioning it needs to be repaired.  Resident’s who have functioning systems should not be forced to tie into a sewer plant.


Michael Miscoe – The Borough has to plan for community wide sewage as part of the Act 537 Plan.  That is a mandatory component of the Plan.


Robert Oates, Chippewa 124 – Mr. Oates stated that he has never missed a public meeting since he has lived here and at all those meetings Council discussed the need for the inspections of sewer systems and the need to allow for the installation of alternate systems.  The actual plan is nothing like what has been discussed at earlier meetings.  Most of the residents have no idea that the Borough is suddenly proposing sewage treatment plants as alternatives.  Mr. Oates is requesting that the Borough send a copy of the executive summary of the Proposed Act 537 Plan to all the residents.  Also, the need for any treatment plant was not justified in the Act 537 Plan.  The plan needs to address the impact of boat traffic, automobile traffic, crime, water, etc.


Barbara Sivi, Comanchee 121 – Has anyone ever approached Shanksville Borough or Stonycreek Township to see if the Borough could tap-in to their plant and what the cost would be?


Terry St. Clair – No.  The cost, as the Borough perceives it, was just to cost prohibited to go that far.  The Borough will certainly look into it.


Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – Stonycreek Township is ready to advertise their Act 537 Plan and in the plan Lake Stonycreek will be tapping into the Shanksville Sewage Treatment Plant.


Paul Augustine, Iroquois 328 – You have indicated that there is no demand for building homes on the Peninsula.  How can the club justify their plan if they are only going to build two (2) to three (3) homes a year?


Terry St. Clair – In my opinion, there is a demand for water front lots.

Paul Augustine, Iroquois 328 – Will the Golf Club be able to sell sixty (60) homes?

Terry St. Clair – Sixty (60) homes in five (5) years?  No.  The Golf Club will be lucky to sell two (2) to three (3) homes a year.

Paul Augustine, Iroquois 328 – How can the Golf Club justify doing something like this?

Terry St. Clair – It might not happen.  This is only a plan.

Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – Why present a plan to D.E.P. that you don’t think will happen?

Terry St. Clair – Because you have to have alternatives.  Something has to happen.  The Borough can not sit back and do nothing.

Gordon Allen, Iroquois 318 – I like the management program.

Terry St. Clair – The management program only addresses failed systems.  

Michael Miscoe – The Borough will have our engineer contact the engineering firm for Shanksville and Stonycreek Township to see if the plant has the capacity to take the Borough and if it can, the Borough will get some cost estimates and possibly amend the Borough’s plan to consider this as an option.

Robert Vogel, Peninsula 2217 – If the Golf Club is only planning on building two (2) to three (3) homes a year, and if Alternative 4 is approved by the D.E.P., where is the funding coming from because the club won’t be able to fund this plant?  Who will be responsible if the plant is started and fails?

St. Clair – You either start out with enough money to build the plant or you don’t start at all.

Robert Vogel, Peninsula 2217 – What is the proposed implemented schedule?

Glenn Geisel stated that the implementation schedule is as follows:  

A. Obtain approval from the Borough for the Act 537 Plan - August 2003

B. Submit Act 537 Plan to the PA D.E.P. for review – September 2003

C. Obtain approval from the D.E.P. for the Act 537 Plan – December 2003

D. Implement Sewage Management Program – January 2004

E. Propose and execute agreements to permit the Indian Lake Golf Club to serve Borough residents – January 2004

F. Begin design of infrastructure improvements 2004. 

Gerald Mock, Potomac Lane 165 – Alternate 4 was developed to address the immediate sewage needs.  Phase 1A of Alternate 4 is to serve the Indian Lake Golf Club and sixty (60) proposed new homes on the golf club property.  This does not appear to be a crises or a priority especially since this is dealing with a future development on unplatted lots within the Borough.  This selected alternative includes initial sewer service to the peninsula area of the lake through a privately constructed and operated pressure sewer system and sewage treatment plant to be constructed by the Indian Lake Golf Club.  This refers to the Golf Club as the owner.  Will Council demand a bond from the Golf Club should this sewage treatment plant fail the cost would not fall on the tax payer?

Michael Miscoe stated that the D.E.P. would require a bond.

Veil Schiffhauer, Sioux 119 – Alternate 4 does not address the whole lake.  If the Borough submits this plan, I really don’t think the D.E.P. would approve it because it does not address the whole Borough.  On your map you are currently showing two (2) properties, which have malfunctioning systems, and nothing is being proposed for this area.

Michael Miscoe stated that the North side of the lake is pretty much developed as much as it is going to be.  D.E.P. has suggested that cluster systems could be put in place in the park area with a single point discharge to the lake to handle remediation in areas that need addressed.  

David Neilan, Seneca 143 – How is the Borough going to determine who has the systems inspected first.

Michael Miscoe – The inspections will take place during the summer months.  Systems will be inspected every five (5) years.  If resident have had their systems pumped out recently, bring your receipt to the Borough Office and the secretary will make a copy of the receipt.  The properties will be randomly selected.  The Borough will be using the Zoning Officer to do all the inspections and if a problem is found the Borough’s Sewage Enforcement will then be notified.

Chris Schiffhauer, Sioux 119 – You stated that the D.E.P. is not concerned with the North side of the lake because there is not as much potential for growth in this area.  What happens to the resident’s in this area should we have a problems.

Glenn Geisel stated that the Borough can always decide to look into extending the sewer lines to this area.

Alfred Lawson, Peninsula 1460 – Has the Borough ever done an analysis on how many permanent resident’s there are versus non–residents?

Terry St. Clair – No. But it appears that there are more permanent residents.

Ronald Sieling, South Peninsula 216 – If you look at the long-term, no one wants anymore discharge into the lake.  

Fran Slingluff, Chickasaw 118 – Alternate 4 is based on the Golf Club constructing a sewage treatment plant.  Has the Golf Club submitted a subdivision plan to the Borough?  Has anyone looked at where the roads are going to go, traffic flow, etc.?

Terry St. Clair – That is correct.

Fran Slingluff, Chickasaw 118 – Then how can the Borough even suggest a proposal without looking at any of this?

Terry St. Clair – This is only a proposal.

Michael Miscoe – At this stage, subdivision plans, traffic studies, etc. has nothing to do with updating a 537 Plan.

Becky Corbett, Delaware 126 – Not all residents are able to go to the office to review the document.  Can the Borough send a summary of the 537 plan to all property owners so everyone has the opportunity to review it?  

Keith Perl, South Peninsula 326 – Distribution of effluent on a golf course using spray irrigation is a wonderful idea and this works very good in the Desert South West.  However, here in South Western Pennsylvania irrigation will not be required often enough to be a substantial outlet for the effluent.  The other comment is dealing with the discharge into the sandmound.  Wouldn’t this be creating a another potential situation where the effluent being discharged into the sandmound could be leaching into the ground water which the Borough is currently experiencing now with the smaller onlot systems?

Michael Miscoe – In Phase 1 and 2, the total effluent being discharged through spray irrigation is 237,000 gals/day.  In response to your second question, according to the D.E.P.’s analysis of the rock formation there won’t be any leaching of the system into the groundwater.

Keith Perl, South Peninsula 326 – Will the spray irrigation only be used on the golf course or will it also be used in the wooded areas.

Terry St. Clair – Spray irrigation would be used on both areas.

Paul Balint, Mohawk 164 – The report only addressed four (4) options.  It was indicated that other options were considered but were discounted.  I would like to see all the options that were consider and why some of those were discounted.

Glenn Geisel – Only four (4) options were addressed and considered.

Paul Balint, Mohawk 164 – Council was remiss in not considering a regional sewage authority.  There are three (3) communities right next to each other and the Borough was irresponsible for not considering regional sewage.  Also, the Borough should put this report on their web site.

Albert Slingluff, Chickasaw 118 – No one wants a discharge into the lake.  Council is responsible for developing a long-term sewer plan and consideration should be given to a regional sewer system with Indian Lake Borough, Stonycreek Township and Shanksville Borough.  Alternate 4 should be totally discontinued and the Council should look into a regional system, which would discontinue the current Lakewood Sewage Treatment Plant and the Borough would not have any discharge into the lake at all.

Daniel Orange, Potomac Lane 183 – Is the implementation of the sewage management program a part of the Act 537 Plan?

Michael Miscoe – No.  The Act 537 Plan creates the inspection requirement as part of  the sewage maintenance program.  The sewage management program implementation will be handled through a Borough Ordinance.

Elaine Couch, Peninsula 1553 – D.E.P. feels that the Peninsula is the area most in danger of failing at this time?

Michael Miscoe – The impact of failure around the Peninsula is greater because is serves the most surface area of potential discharge.

Jeff Griffith, Peninsula11379 – The Borough submits all four (4) of the alternates but only recommends one (1)?

Glenn Geisel – The Borough will adopt a resolution picking one (1) alternative which it is recommending and will submit the plan to D.E.P.  D.E.P. will accept the Act 537 Plan and will then review the study.  D.E.P. will have the opportunity to ask questions and make comments on the proposed plan.

Shirley Allen, Iroquois 318 – What is the Borough’s time line for submitting the Act 537 Plan to D.E.P.?

Glenn Geisel – June 2003 was the Borough’s time line.  However, the D.E.P. will work with the Borough for awhile.

David McCudden, West Shore Trail 558 – If the Borough goes forward with Alternate 4, is the Borough responsible.

Glenn Geisel – The Borough is responsible to implement any alternative that it chooses.  The Borough is not obligated to finance a private development.

David Neilan, Seneca 143 – How much notice will be given to the homeowners that their systems are due to be inspected?

Michael Miscoe – Notices will be sent to the homeowners the first part of the year.  The homeowner will be able to schedule their inspection.

Ronald Sieling, South Peninsula 216 – The Borough needs to make their notices more explanatory.


At 9:55 P.M. the Public Meeting was adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,

Theresa L. Weyant

Borough Secretary

