Environmental Advisory Lower Saucon Township February 5, 2008
Council

Minutes 7:00 PM

I1.

1.

OPENING

CALL TO ORDER: The Environmental Advisory Council meeting of Lower Saucon Township Council

was called to order on Tuesday, February 5, 2008 at 7:00 P.M., at Seidersville Hall, Bethlehem, PA, with
Sandra Yerger, Chairman, presiding.

ROLL CALL: Present — Chairman, Sandra Yerger; Vice Chairman, Tom Maxfield; Allan Johnson, Ted
Beardsley, Haz Hijazi, Dennis Aranyos, Glenn Clouser and Glenn Kaye; Terry Boos, Hellertown
Representative; and Rick Tralies, Boucher & James. Absent: Bob Davis, Tom McCormick, Laura Ray.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

SAUCON CREEK WATERSHED RAIN BARREL PRESENTATION

Postponed.

Tom McCormick arrived. The time was 7:02 P.M.

DEVERLOPER ITEMS

A.

SCENIC VIEW APARTMENTS SITE PLAN

Mrs. Yerger said there is not a whole lot to deal with on this right now.

Laura Ray arrived. The time was 7:07 PM.

Mr. Rick Tralies, Boucher & James, said this is off of Flint Hill Road right at the township line
where the township borders Bucks County and Springfield Township. There are a series of small
cottages, but they are apartment buildings with four squares, four units in each of them, there is a
total of 48 units. It’s half in Lower Saucon Township (LST) and half in Springfield. The units
were developed in the late 80’s at a time when the property was zoned RA. The RA zoning
permitted multi unit buildings. Now it’s R40 which does not permit multi unit buildings. They are
not permitted to do that by right. Because of the rezoning, the existing apartments are considered a
non conforming use. In order to expand the non conforming use, the developers have to get a
special exception from the Zoning Hearing Board (ZHB). They are required to put together a site
plan, which is a bare bones plan. That’s what is in front of us today what shows us what they want
to do and what’s on the site. It doesn’t have real detailed calculations. They did their review today
and they don’t have any planning comments at this time. They just asked them to show the existing
trees on the site and the existing wooded areas, so assuming they get their special exception, they
should be back with a more detailed land development plans in the future. Mr. McCormick said he
would recommend the zoning be enforced and be prohibited from our prospective. Mr. Maxfield
said we can recommend to Council our opinion.

Mr. McCormick said our recommendation would be that zoning ordinance be enforced.
Somebody passed it for a reason. Mr. Hijazi said you have a valid point, but from an EAC
perspective, are there any environmental concerns with this proposal and if we decide there are
not, then the EAC shouldn’t have any comments and expect zoning laws be enforced. Mr.
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

B.

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

McCormick said we can ignore it, recommend it be approved or recommend it not be approved.
We could ask for more information. The applicant should demonstrate there is no environmental
impact. Mr. Maxfield said it is of a certain nature, and that nature, per the law, is they don’t have
to show these things. They may ignore us if they get the special exception. Mr. McCormick said
our recommendation should always be that the zoning ordinance always be enforced.

Mrs. Yerger said no comments at this time unless it goes forward to the Zoning Hearing Board.

Mr. McCormick moved that the EAC recommends that this special exception would provide
that uses not consistent with the zoning ordinance be denied unless applicant showed assurance
that there would be no negative environmental ramifications.

Mr. Aranyos

7-1 (Haz Hijazi — No)

HILLS OF POLK VALLEY MINOR SUBDIVISION

Mrs. Yerger said they looked at this before. Our recommendations from November 14, 2007
meeting was the following:

“Recommendations are as follow: (at the November 2007 meeting):

Reconsider the driveway on Lot 1 and Lot 3 and shorten them
Realign the driveway on Lot 1 so it doesn’t shine into the Zahn lot
Move the house on Lot 1 closer to Polk Valley Road

Minimize tree removal on Lot 3

L=

Mr. McCormick moved for recommendation as stated above.
Mrs. Yerger

All in Favor: Yes

Opposed: None

She asked if there were any new developments? Mr. Tralies said they have a clean letter on it and
there are no recommendations at this point. They wanted a minor waiver that the subdivision
ordinance, along certain roads, each lot has to provide an additional of setbacks and berm buffer.
These homes are on a hill so there’s no need to do any additional landscaping, they will provide the
additional setbacks. Our office is pretty satisfied with the plans. It was openly acknowledged about
moving the homes closer to the road, they will decide where the homes will go and where they put
them on the plans doesn’t really mean too much. They provided a much greater rear setback than
what was required. Where they are showing the homes now, they might not be there when built.
Mr. Maxfield said they pushed them to put the houses closer to the road, but they are not required
to do that and the view up there is really nice. Mrs. Yerger said we still have our recommendations
on record. Mrs. Yerger said we’ll let our November 14 recommendations stand.

ESTATES OF STONEHURST AT SAUCON VALLEY MAJOR SUBDIVISION

Mrs. Yerger said they have seen this before. They also had recommendations at their November
13, 2008 meeting which were:

“Recommendations are as follows:

L. Reduce the access road to a width of 22’ to reduce impervious coverage
2. Reduce excessive impervious areas on lots, i.e., driveways, etc.
3. Clarify the maintenance responsibilities of the detention basin
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4. Recommend no tree removal to create a narrower, more natural hiking trail”
MOTION BY: Mr. Johnson made a motion.
SECOND BY: Mr. Clouser
ROLL CALL: All in Favor: Yes

MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

Opposed: None

Mr. Tralies said he just received this and didn’t get to look over it. Looking at the plan quickly,
you can see the driveway circle on Lot 3 has not been removed. As long as they are under their
maximum impervious surfaces, there is nothing requiring them to remove it.

Mrs. Yerger said they recommend that the recommendations stay the same.
Mr. Maxfield said they are going to have to deal with storm water.

Mr. Maxfield said there were recommendations from the Lehigh Valley Planning Commission,
with Act 167 requirements, and they should abide by the recommendations from the LVPC.

Mr. Maxfield moved to ask the applicant to address concerns from the LVPC Act 167 and letter
January 8, 2008 in regards to storm water.

Mrs. Yerger

All in Favor: Yes

Opposed: None

KAZAN MINOR SUBDIVISION

Mrs. Yerger said this was seen before. They had recommendations from the December 4, 2008
meeting which were as follows:

L. Ask them to move the house site to the north of the steep slopes to reduce impervious cover
of the driveway and to reduce the disturbance of the steep slopes

Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of the recommendation as stated above.
Mrs. Yerger

All in Favor: Yes

Opposed: None

Mr. Tralies said it hasn’t gone to staff yet. He reviewed it today and yesterday. The significant
changes is it’s now a three lot subdivision at the request of the Planning Commission. Last time the
lot cut out of the center was still there in the same form and the entire rest of the site being the
existing dwelling and all of the land was left as one lot which seems like a bad idea going forward
into the future, so the PC asked them to make a three lot subdivision, so that’s what they did. The
calculations have not been done correctly as of yet. Mr. Maxfield said the reason it went from two
to three is the township wants rectangular shaped lots than the H shape they had before.

The EAC has no further comments.

PIERPONT PROPOSED BANK FINAL LAND DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Tralies said this is the bank site at 378 and Colesville Road. We’ve seen this many times.
They’ve had a clean letter on this for the last three or four submissions. The engineers just have
some technical issues with the storm water issues at this time.
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Mr. Tralies said they are going © move the billboard to another part of the site, and they got a
variance to be able to have two uses on the site. They got variances from the ZHB and were
permitted to have less than100 foot riparian buffer but they have to seed extensively to improve the
drainage swale from what it is right now. They have seed mixes to help infiltrate some of the water
there. They are ironing out some issues with the Township Engineer. They have an underground
storm water management system. You’ll see inlets in the parking lot. Under the parking lot there
are a series of giant permeable tubes to let the water infiltrate into the ground. On the map, the
candy cane lines are the big storm water pipes which tie into the system. Mr. Maxfield said he
understands they are not going to disturb the wetland areas. Mr. Tralies said correct. They are
going to be doing regrading on the ditch and putting seed on it. They will do some regrading on the
edge of the proposed driveway. They are trying to get to Council as soon as possible. They are on
for tomorrow night for only for discussion and they will be back to the PC the following week.

Mr. Wirth asked about the large tress in the back? Mr. Tralies said they are back in the corner and
appear to all be off of the property and those shouldn’t be removed. Mr. Maxfield said let’s keep
our comment letter about the trees and about water.

Iv. OLD/MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS

A.

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

B.

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF JANUARY 8, 2008 MEETING MINUTES

Mrs. Yerger said we tacked the presentation we had from this meeting to the minutes. Mr. Johnson
said page 3 of 4, line 13, it should say “went with Allan Johnson and Laura Baird”. Ms. Ray said
on page 4 of 4, correct the date to February 1, 2008.

Mr. Maxfield moved for approval of the January 8, 2008 minutes, with corrections.
Mr. Johnson
8-0

IESI PROPOSAL

Mrs. Yerger said this is about a proposed relocation of a pipe to go underneath the landfill.

Mr. Hijazi said the issue of concern is the landfill’s proposal for managing storm water from basin
7. There options are available to go over the north slope, around the landfill on the west side or
underneath the landfill. IESI is in favor of going straight underneath the landfill down from basin 7
to the bottom of the landfill that would go under the landfill itself. They submitted plans showing
that alternative. They asked the township to take a look at the alternatives before they go to the
DEP. IESI would like to have the blessing of the township. The concern with this alternative is
you are going to end up with a pipe sitting under where the waste is going to be placed in the
future. The Landfill provided plans and there was a first round of comments that went back to the
landfill and their engineers responded and there was another round of review. The concern from
the township landfill engineer is concern of the liner leaking into the future after the pipe is placed
underneath it. The concern if that liner fails, the pipeline under the landfill would act as a conduit
for leachate and gas. It can be hard to go and fix it when you have waste on top of it. The pipe
will be solid pipe. The Township Landfill Engineer and Township Engineer are raising concerns in
terms of what contingency plans are there, what engineering designs could be implemented to
make sure these leaks don’t happen or if they do happen, how will they be discovered early and be
remedied. Another concern was that the ground water level under the area where the pipe is going
to go. The ground water level fluctuates and there was concerns the water level may go up to
where the pipe line was supposed to go and that might create some concerns. Mrs. Yerger said
there are all kinds of pipes underground. Mr. Hijazi said it could alter ground water flow in general
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as ground water will flow along more permeable bedding placed around the pipeline or could affect
the pipelines actual structure and stability in the future if you don’t account for it.

Mr. Johnson asked about failure of the liner? Mr. Hijazi said that bedding or pipeline could act as a
conduit. If the liner leaks, there is a ground water problem whether you have the pipeline or not.
Mr. Maxfield said how are we going to know if there’s a water leakage without tests? If there was
some sort of monitoring going on, then at least we would know there was leakage faster. Mr.
Hijazi said these are concerns that could be addressed by the landfill design people.

Mr. Maxfield said did they say anything about a failure underneath with the pipe? Do they have a
plan? Mr. Hijazi said he has not seen a plan, but this is a concern the Township Engineers are
raising and the landfill should have contingency plans to address these concerns. The concern is if
the pipe fails and you have a cell on top of it, it’s a big project to fix it as you have to make
preparations to deal with the waste, deal with the liner. If the pipe was installed along the west
side, you can just fix the pipe and prepare where it is leaking. If there was monitoring going on,
then you’d actually know if it was leaking faster. Mr. Hijazi said these are concerns that could be
addressed by the Landfill design people. The landfill is proposing two lines in case there’s a
problem with one of them. Mr. Maxfield said what if both pipes cracked at the same time? Mr.
Hijazi said he doesn’t have anything yet, but they need a contingency to address these kind of
questions. If the pipe fails in the future, it’s a big project to go back and fix it as you’d have to
make preparations to get down to the pipe.

Mr. Johnson said the garbage there is 185 feet thick, then you have a break, then what. You have
to dig down 185 feet to fix that pipe and then it’s our problem. Mrs. Yerger said they are
responsible for this for 50 years. That’s part of their agreement with the township. Mr. Hijazi said
Martin & Martin responded to the initial comments of the township that our engineers reviewed the
submittal and they answered some of our concerns, however, we still have some more concerns.

Mr. McCormick said the engineers should continue with those efforts and concerns. Mr. Hijazi
said at some point the landfill is looking at making this presentation to the DEP and the DEP would
review the proposal and work with IESI whether to approve it, reject it, or ask for additional
modifications. The landfill committee submitted that council amend summarizing our landfill
engineers concerns and recommended the landfill move ahead with the proposal to DEP. Our
landfill engineer contacted someone at the DEP and asked them about their position. DEP
indicated they do not look favorably at this alternative, but they have to see the exact details and all
the engineering designs to make a decision.

Mr. McCormick said he can do a motion. He said move that the EAC continue to have the
engineers and landfill engineers monitor the situation, and have the Council monitor the situation
for placement of the pipe and move forward and collaborate with DEP and address all impervious
issues. Mr. Johnson said there should be extensive monitoring implemented that our engineers
recommend to Council and back the landfill committee engineers and move forward with DEP and
stick with what our engineers are doing and recommend to Council that our engineers concerns are
addressed. Mrs. Yerger said it should be an agreement between IESI and DEP. She’s reluctant to
say all the monitoring put in by our engineers should take place and move forward. She’s leaning
towards the DEP on what to do, not on what we are saying, and she’s’ not saying Martin & Martin.
DEP needs to sit and determine what’s the best and may have other monitoring solutions. Mr.
Maxfield said Tom McCormick’s motion says it all. DEP may decide our concerns are really
concerns. Continue the monitoring, collaborate with DEP and let them make the decisions. Mrs.
Yerger said maybe we can put something in their to adhere to environmental guidelines so it’s not
just monitoring, but have the strictest environmental guidelines followed.
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MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:
ROLL CALL:

V.

Mr. Tralies said the EAC recommend that the township continue to monitor the situation and work
with DEP addressing all important issues especially placement of the pipe.

Mr. McCormick moved for recommendation as stated by Mr. Tralies.
Mr. Maxfield
8-0

UPDATES/REPORTS

A.

OPEN SPACE SUB-COMMITTEE MEMBERS

Mr. Beardsley said Mr. Dravecz is here tonight. He showed Mr. Dravecz the proposed map and
they seem to be okay with moving forward. They are anxious to find out what we want to do. He
told them we are waiting for title work. We made a recommendation to the EAC regarding the
project. We haven’t heard back from the title company yet and also from Parks on what they think
about it. Mrs. Yerger said she can contact our attorney so he can contact the title company and ask
for a report.

Tom Maxfield and Ted Beardsley met with Bruce Petrie. His property is beautiful and it’s 144
acres. It’s an agricultural area, with horse stables, net to a bat cave. There are a lot of special
things with this property. We talked to them for awhile and they had some concerns and we
addressed the concerns as well as we could. Mr. Petrie asked for information from the township
and he went over it and filled out his own evaluation, and he’s interested where we want to go from
here. He likes the idea of conservation and is willing to do it the right way and take as long as it
has to. He addressed a couple of issues. Sections of his property are lumbered once every decade,
and he would still like to do that and abide by township lumbering ordinance. There’s old remains
of a house there. It is one of the properties we went through when we did the NRI. It’s in a special
area and there are things there that are really nice and we can talk about them later on. For right
now, it’s in the hands of the Open Space Committee and he’s waiting for contact.

Mr. Beardsley said last month at the meeting, he was given two people who responded to the letter
that was sent out. There’s a Richard Marson on Wassergass Road who has 28 acres and he’s
interested in talking some more about it. He wants a copy of the open space report. He also talked
to Dorothy Schneider who has 20 acres of land, most of it in Williams Township. There’s four to
six in LST. She’s going to talk to Williams Township about doing a conservation easement with
them and he told her if there’s 46 acres in LST that needs to be protected, we can work with
Williams Township. She wants a computer disk and all of the maps on it. She seemed like a
really nice lady and they chatted for awhile.

He saw a letter that Jack wrote to Hulett to get the plan, and now Jack has the plan.

Mrs. Yerger said she got a call from Springfield Township. They are working with ag preservation
wit the Saylor Farm off of 412 and they are in the same situation. The majority of the land is in
Springfield. There’s probably about four acres in LST that they’d like to preserve, so Springfield is
taking the lead on it. Hans Reimann will be giving the Open Space Committee a call as he’s on
their Open Space Committee. There are 30 some acres in total. They are operating their meat
market right in Hellertown. They are pretty far along with the process in Springfield. They are
really looking to go through the Bucks County Ag Program and the Bucks County Ag Program will
do the appraisal. They have the cap, and that’s $12,000 an acre. She said maybe they would
consider that cap for LST. They are talking strictly conservation easements. Hans seemed to think
they were fine with the $12,000 from Bucks County, but they have to still talk. She thinks it’s all
ag land.
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VL NON-AGENDA

> Mr. Beardsley said one time it was talked about getting business cards. They meet people and need
business cards. Mrs. Yerger said Leslie sent out emails about how they wanted their names on the
business cards and she didn’t hear back from you. Mrs. Yerger will have Leslie resend it. Mrs.
Yerger said we have a proposal for the Council meeting tomorrow night so you can get ID’s so
people don’t think you are trespassing. It doesn’t take long to get the business cards made.

> Mrs. Yerger said Matrix — there were a few minor tweaks because of formatting issues. Take a
look at it and if there is anything you don’t like, let her know. Ms. Ray said she changed on the
right hand side, the second notes, discussed the program benefits and that there may potentially be
cost. That was changed. On the left hand side, the note at any point in the process the landowner
may seek advise. She just put it in as a note. Sandy will take it to Council tomorrow night.

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield move to bring the Matrix to Council for a final motion.
SECOND BY: Mr. Beardsley
ROLL CALL: 8-0

> Mr. Hijazi asked if Terry Clemons was hired as the attorney? Mrs. Yerger said yes, he’s on an as
needed basis.
> Mrs. Yerger said last month she handed out our Goals and Objectives for 2007. She wants to go

over them. We never did the Homeowners Packet, do we want to carry it over to 20087 EAC
said no, we’re so busy right now so we’ll table it. Composting workshop — Ms. Ray said yes, we
should keep that on the goals. Laura will contact them and set up a date. Native Plant Garden —
we do need to complete that and she will contact Hans. Electronic Recycling — that is a success,
we will continue to do that. The one in Spring is April 26, 2008 from 9 AM to noon at Town Hall.
The website looks great. Do we want to do another plant sale? EAC said yes. She’ll talk to
Hans again. Last time we did it around Mother’s Day, but this year it is PSATS. She’ll see what
she can do, all the order forms are ready to go. Is there anything anyone would like to add? The
one thing we are not doing, there is going to be an educational program with SV Watershed
Association. There’s something on February 15 and for kids with videos and games and you can
build your own bat house. It’s at the Se-Wy-Co Firehouse. She’ll retype it for 2008 and if you
have anything else, let her know. Mr. Tralies said another five year goal would be to establish
environmental educational programs at Polk Valley Park.

> Mrs. Yerger said the Lehigh Regional Conference for Environmental Advisory Council’s. This
year it is on February 16 at Northampton Community College from 8:30 AM to 3:00 PM. There
will be good speakers there. Let Leslie know if you want to go as there is a registration fee and
will be paid for through the township.

> Mr. Maxfield said Green Valley Coalition contacted them. They’d like to bring it up at the Council
meeting tomorrow night and get approval to send Green Valley $50 to continue and maintain our
annual membership.

MOTION BY: Mr. Maxfield moved to pay $50 to continue and maintain the annual membership with Green
Valley Coalition.

SECOND BY: Mrs. Yerger

ROLL CALL: 8-0

V. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION BY: Mr. Hijazi moved to adjourn. The time was 8:45 PM.
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SECOND BY: Mr. Aranyos
ROLL CALL: 8-0
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