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RE: Discrimination complaint || NG

* Tam Wﬁtmg to you with the hope that you will hear my complaint and conduct an unbigsed investigation.

Flm Pumhm and Conservation Plan
V| grew up on this 93-acre farm on Mastersonville Road, Manheim, PA (Rapho Township, Lancaster

County) and helped my family farm it. In 1992, my father sold a 1.5 acre lot off a hilly slope of the farm on

Hilltop Road. The lat is bardered on the north, west, and south by the farm and the east side is on Hilltop Road.

On 10/31/03 my husband and I bought this farm from my father. He died in Feb. *04. Because my son
~ oxpressed interest in the farm, we used o like-kind exchange on our home farm, our lifo savings and a very large
' mortgapbp\mhmcn. Woe had to pay market price, but decided to take the financial risk.
: . 1 took respousibility for implementing the farm’s conservation plan in 2005, It included a grassed
'wntarwnymﬁeld!.(SmNRCSConmuﬂanle.) In 2005 and 2006 ] inquired about federal funds for the
waterway and was told there wore no fands and cur farm was not high priority. All other elements of the plan
were fully implemented. To satisfy the plan I sought and obtained permission from the NRCS district
conservationist, John Bert, to do skip plowing, in licu of the wuterway. Erosion was minimized by planting fields
2 and 7 in pereninial forages. No crosion was observed in feld 2.

Excavation, Encroachment, Krosion & Sediment Control violations

. " ~In 2008 the third lot owner, ,» moved in. Our introduction to them was to find a
track hoe cxcavating an our property oa 12/14/08. converted 8 Repho Township required retention basin
to a pond in excess of 15 foet. The inlet pipe was placed in the drainuge easernent that straddles both property
lincs and an outiet pipe oxtcaded 20 feet beyond their property lino onto our land. The pand is about 18 fect from
the property.line. Drodged matcrial from the basin was dumped on our limd, all porennial vegetation was
removed, and soil from the stuep wost slope of our land was moved arcund in piles. Not only was our property
violated, but also multiple Rapho ordinances, Ditch & Drainage Law, and the Clean Stream Law. Violations
included piping of water, construction in watercourses, and pond location and constyuction: (Seo Rapho ardinances,

Clean Stroamn Law)
did not respond to multiple attempts to speak to him until 12/24/08 when ho said that he would

“continue his excavation and worry about property lines later.” [ complained to Eroslon and Sediment Control
(E&S) of Lancaster County Conservation District (LCCD) on 12/15/08 about the lack of erosion control
measures, and the soil eroding from our farm. Three woeks of heavy rain seriousty eroded the denuded northwest
carner'pf our property and excavated dirt piles. The drainage casement recorded in the ] doed was
compromised and compacted by this excavation. (Photos 105-108, 011-11, 008-5)
from B&S visited the site but took no sction. PA Erosion and sadiment control requires BMPs for
all surth disturbanco activity and s written plan for any earth disturbance over 5000 square foet. (See PA Codo 102.4,
b (1-8) ¥8 mxes upon cooplaint erther the Departmont or county cotsarvation dlstrict may roquire that the plan bo submitted for review
andappmvummmmmpumcc.)NoB&Sphnexlsts and excavation on our property was in excess of 10,240 sq. ft.

" Raphe Township was contacted on 12/15/09. Although Rapho ordnances require a DEP permit for pand
cxcavaﬁmandnpmtformymvmonwbuddmg,- had no permits. (Soo Repho ordinances) Wo leamned
that he was building & garage in addition to the pond. The only action the township tock was to require a building
permit. ¢ misrepresented setbacks in his building permit. His pole building setbacks are less than 10 feet in
the rear esg than 20 feet on the lef! side which includes the drainage easement. Rxphownhcrchcdwdonhxs
bmldmgnordldtheyeufommqnnedE&Swm(SmBundmwmn)

lq.’. h

FEB-14-2811 14:22 bnJ CRD 58X pP.g7?



282 387 85595 P.83-339
e A

FEB—-14-2811 13:35 DNJ CRD
T —. B O i 'i !' | 6 l s " ‘ - i .- Wi 0. “".I ) T ‘4 |" - «l“‘l‘!"‘m.u

..v_<—.n' —:..:z. mxu::,.x— .
N J [

k4

‘ Ou 9/6/09 | ﬁled arwrmcn complnmt with PA DEP ooncammg the ack ) i nt of PA regulations
and permits and requesting dn mthxganon (scs Draft DEP letter?) DEP's inves :1’—-. .! ek . oftalking to
L b 255
I stz thxtf!md not implemented the piped watorway roquired it %’260 S’ conservation plan.
Please refer to the Larson stitoment above and the 2005 plan. A grassed wmr#dy%‘désigmwd for field 2.
" I retaliation for filing a complaint with DEP, we received a letter fro ndated 10/8/09 stating that
‘a piped waterway must be implemented or we will be subject to fines of 310,

.- On IWV16/09 we filed a

writien request far an.appeal..-(soc LCCDIr10082009, LCCD uppeal, noﬁwofmthqp.})—%ﬁwdout through the -
Ag Preserve Board that our appeal was denled. I never had the opportunity fo present any information to an

appeal commitiee and the only response I recetved was to confirm receipt of owr request.
' On 10/19/09 at 11:43 am. a message was recaived indicated that ] plonned to inspect our property

at 2:00 pm that day. [ was oot home, but be visited anyway. He vislted again on 10/28/09 when I was present.
Following several days of very heavy rain he filed an Earth Disturbance and Inspection report. (see Emth Dismirbunce
report) The report said there is water overywhers but fails to mention the water gushing onto our land from

_Schanz’s pond or from the pipe from the neighboring furm which I pointed out to bim. When I asked [JJJj +bo
is responsible for storm water runoff, he said “no one.”

1 called to his attention the new wet area that occurred after [JJj's construction and its location, on our

property, uphill from the drainage swale and below ] s earage. This is whero -excavated and took
our topsoil to place around his building. (See paoto 005-5,) When I anked [JJJJj 1o look at this area, he said, “It is
none of my concern.” His report reflects no contributions/problems from uphill land owners.

NRCS Involvement
Duc (o the discriminatory treatient I recsiving from LCCD, I investigated other options honing to find a

'reasonable alternative. I met with NRCS on 12/21/09 and 1/7/10. 'IbeNRCSmginw- .vnsmdthc
site in February, and assertod that 's pond was spring fod. I pointed out the cutlet pips
neighboring farm and the intake and outlet pipe from 's pond. Ial_-.opoimodtomrmiwmaquamy
[fternture that recommends alternatives to piping, citing that piping quickly removes water fram the sits,
but typically only moves the problem downstrcam. I said that the LCCD plan contnins no method of slowing
down the water as it enters Brubaker Run. I expressed concerns about pollutants boing piped divestly into the
creek. When I questioned [JJJJJj about the pood”s piped outlet dumping water directly onto cur land and the
gnmgosdmnpxpehadeRCShndmmspomnbxhtybdomMngabomm

I prosented a $12,346.78 plan to handle the problem. Now, two pipes ware neoded whero
-pmmualynoplpaswmnwded.Bodxpxpusstmtatlﬁﬂmpllnadandjommourpmpmydownslopcﬁomthn
pond and garage. (Sco NRCS watcrweyplanviews042910) I would like to reiterato that the original grassed waterway
cont $2,396.76 and pipes were pot considered nocossary above the “sevpage” arca.

- During the on-gite plsn discussion when I questioned this design, JJJJj usod physically intimidating
body language to get me to concedoe. My husband stopped in and he backed off. On 4/14/10, ] seid that 2
contract would be drawn up and both and I'would need to sign it. This did not occur. [ was presented
with a plan and asked to sign it within two that beld only me financially and contractually accountable. My
artnmeywvwwedthewntmctnndudwmdnnmmgnxt,mgardlcuofﬂ:eﬁctﬂmuho!dsmmom‘blcfor
practices installed on [N’ land, (sce NRCS sppendix, section D) 50 that I could protoct the anly financial

. opportunity I had to get cost share assistance. I signed the contract because I was coerced and could not pay the

ﬁnesxfld:dnot.

Rspho Tomhip counects pipes from Groff farm und Schanr property to watsrway
 The wet arca/soep that resulted from um(mahmofowpropavmqunedﬁfnetoﬂ'perfommd
tile with 2° stone drain/fill with a price of $2
: Tomyutterammmmt,knpboTownshxppmdmemmctthodmmp‘peﬁom nﬁeldonﬂmeast
side of Hilltop road to the pipe on the west side of the road that uses as on infet 20 his pond. (sec 003 pipe...
-l)Atwaxpanmdom.NRCSmuundusbinmuulclmzou 'spmpmythntoominuaonmonrmpaly
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and now connects to [JiJ s pond. The connecﬁng plpe w«m‘dq'bct violation of Rapho Townshxp ordmnnca,

storm water management act, and DEP regulations.. (s Sormwaser } Management Act, Dum Safety and Eocroachment and |, i

Rapho Ordinances) An additional 300 foet of perforated drajn tile with btone was installed to accommodato JNYs"
* unpermitted pond outlet, again at our expense of $1350. The township did not offer to pay any of my expenses

I insisted on a conservation practice to slow down the velocity of piped watcr as it enters' Brubaker Run  ; ©
for which ! recgived no funding. In spite s agsertion that his meagurements were extremely accurate,
cost share reimbursernent documents I recerved and used to hire a contractor were 100 feet over what was actunlly_..____.
=+~ reimbursed. ‘This wes the first and only time rmma Cost share assistance, %o | was upaware of the needto

measure the area myself prior to signing documents. When I said that the cost share reimbursement procedure 7T

* was inadequately expluined, I was blamed for not asking moro questions. Simply stating that this is the maximum

reimbursement and measurcments would be taken after completion would have sufficed. In overy instance I had

1-2 days to sign documents with the threat of loss of funding.

Snmmnry
In summary, I was treated in a negative, discriminatory way. I ' was subjected to a different set of rules and

standards than the adjoining lund owners and coerced into paying for and correcting problems created by others.

Rapho Township erdinances and PA DEP rules were blatuntly dixregarded and violated and mo one from LOCD,
NRCS, or Rapho Township held ‘accountable for their violations of these rules and ordinances.

' The entire situation was turned on 1ts only me accountuble for the problem simply because my farm
liea downstream from the violators. Fmismprescuwdthomﬂs conservation plan and its requirements to
forcememinstauapipodwawxway. © original plan required a grassed waterway and morphed into a plan
requiring two nnderground pipes from Hilltop Road. Whea I questioned the planners and cited “best practico”
approaches, I was ignored, insulted, and intimidated. | 'was denied the opportunity to appeal the actions of LCCD
without as much as a hearing. Iwnsthrcatcncdmthﬁnemf!didmtdomcﬂyas-duacted, and I was
co_oroed into paying for a “solution” that should have been solved using infiltration methods.

Thembmfmmtmmnwmmqmmwhmllapxpdmway 'Ihemcssagntothe
nexghbonng land owners is violating laws and regulations are of no ommqlmm The megsage to me is, “If you
question us, we will make you pay.”

- Because I am » woman and questioned these men in authotity positions,” I wag treated as a second class
citizen, deniod due process, and my civil nghts were violated. Because fedecal fundg are involved, I would like
your adminigiration to investigato my complaint. Every citizon descrves and must recoive bqual treatment undor
ﬁz? lawaudour laws must be equitably enforced.

PPARE L o
Smcmly.

Ce: Senator Robert P Casoy ’ L
.. Mz, Tom Vilsack, USDA L
Mr. ‘GmgmyP Singlcton, USDA
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