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COLLEGE TOWNSHIP WATER AUTHORITY

Regular Meeting

Wednesday, October 3, 2001

       MEMBERS PRESENT: 

David Derr





David Lapinski





Richard Harris





Martin McGann






Joseph Fao

   STAFF PRESENT:

Adam Brumbaugh, Manager





Robert Long, Finance Director





Carmen Santasania, CTWA Alternate




Susan Hetzel, Recording Secretary





Michael Daschbach, CTWA Engineer

        GUEST:


Dr. Parizek

AUDIENCE:


Sandy Lindenbaum





Mike Spicer





Jim Everhart





Bill Frank
CALL TO ORDER:

Mr. Derr called the Wednesday, October 3, 2001 regular meeting of the College Township Water 

Authority to order at 7:00 p.m.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:
Mr. Derr requested Oak Hall residence hold their discussion until the matter is addressed in the 

agenda.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

None

OPERATIONS UPDATE:
Adam Brumbaugh presented the operation report data.  Mr. McGann questioned the Summary of 

Unaccounted for Water. With the column heading,  “Known Unaccounted”.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised 

“Known Unaccounted” is loss of water CTWA is aware of; flushing, testing, line fills and recent 

leaks. 

OPERATIONS UPDATE, cont.

Mr. Long advised the Authority that the purpose of this column is to present a more realistic picture 

of what is truly unaccounted for, known non-billable water. This “Known Unaccounted” is for 

billing purpose only.  Only the true unaccounted for/unknown loss of water is reported to DEP.

FINANCE REPORT:
Mr. Long reported, that through the month of September, water revenues received to date, are 73.9%

of budget.  Revenues are looking good at this time.  Expenditures continue to show a negative trend.  

Mr. Long expressed the need to consider expenditure issues when the Board starts to look at the 

Budget in the near future.

Mr. Derr directed the group to page 3 of the report, questioning the reason for the high chemical 

usage.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised the reason for the high chemical usage is the AquaMag.  Mr. Derr 

remembered discussing this before.  

OLD BUSINESS:


OB-1 OAK HALL WATER

Mr. Derr questioned the map in the packet.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised that this is a map and letter 

received from Carl Vesper concerning several of the different lines in Oak Hall and indicating the 

location of shut-offs.  This information has been forwarded to Entech. Mr. Mazur, Entech informed 

the Board that they are familiar with the information and have updated the CTWA maps accordingly 

with the information. 

Mr. Brumbaugh announced that Entech is moving forward with the application for the Inter-

connection Grant through DEP.  CTWA has received letters of support from Centre Region Planning

Agency and Centre County Planning Agency and will be included with the application. 

Mr. Mazur advised that the only outstanding issue is the water rates to be charged to Oak Hall 

customers.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised the rate issue has been discussed before.  Oak Hall rates are 

somewhat higher than CTWA rates. The Engineering Committee did not feel that it was beneficial 

on the part of CTWA keep Oak Hall rates higher than other CTWA rates.  This is the 

recommendation of the Engineering Committee. 

Mr. Lapinski commented, that if we are going to give them the same rate as everyone else, they 

should be treated the same way in regards to their water connections.  Mr. Lapinski expressed his 

concern of fairness in this issue.  

Mr. Derr acknowledged an Oak Hall Resident in the audience, Mr. Frank who stated concern 

regarding the possibility of connecting the township waterlines at the property lines of owners. 

This issue is still important to the residents of Oak Hall and he is concerned that if the CTWA 

does not accept the maintenance of certain lines on private property that those residents affected 

will have lost services that Oak Hall had provided.

OB-1 OAK HALL WATER, cont.

Mr. Everhart, Oak Hall resident, advised that he does not mind paying the higher water rate. However, 

his issue is the curb stop or shutoff at the property line and the fact that there is another 250ft beyond

to his meter. Mr. Everhart advised he does not have a problem with this situation as long as the CTWA 

maintains the line from Oak Hall to his property line.  He would be happy with this.

Mr. Spicer introduced himself as one of the people on Lenape Lane.  The issue he is concerned 

that the water lines in his area cross through individual properties to supply homes in the neighbor-

hood.  His concern is if a property owner is responsible for the lines on their property, how can they 

maintain their supply crossing other properties.

Mr. McGann acknowledged the concern about water supply lines crossing the properties of 

others to serve their property. Mr. McGann stated that CTWA had asked the Engineers to look at 

cost for some of those situations.  Mr. McGann asked if the Engineering Committee had heard back 

from Entech regarding this issue.  Mr. McGann advised that all parties concerned have been waiting 

two months now, and requested that we get some information.

Mr. Derr assured the residents CTWA will look at these issues on a case by case basis; based on 

recommendations from our Engineer.  Mr. Derr corroborated what the Oak Hall Residents have 

said, about their concerns with our standard practice.
Mr. Derr noted the information is forthcoming. At this time CTWA does not have all the information

needed to make a final judgement on this issue.  The Board asked Mr. Mazur, Entech, to provide 

information for the next meeting.  Mr. Mazur, Entech advised they would be able to investigate cost 

for the next meeting. 

Mr. Spicer questioned taps and specific line sizes needed.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised the Oak Hall 

group that the CTWA has standard specs.  

In regards to the rate differences, Mr. Lapinski asked if we foresee Grant application problems. 

Mr. Brumbaugh advised that it must be pointed out one way or the other on the Grant application. 

Unless the Authority plans to justify the higher rates because of the special circumstances in Oak 

Hall, he does not see where CTWA would be gaining or losing anything.
Mr. Frank questioned if it would be helpful to have input from individual property owners on design 

issues.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised that the property owners would be involved throughout the process.

Mr. Brumbaugh advised Mr. Mazur to contact the residents throughout the surveying and design 

work, as specific design issues arise. 

Mr. McGann suggested someone from Oak Hall look at the information and the base map provided

By Carl Vesper, to assure everything has been covered, then have the engineer and the engineering 

committee looks at the material to make changes or recommendations.  At that point a work 

session with Oak Hall, the Engineer and the Engineering Committee should be convened to look at

the information and maps. 

OB-1 OAK HALL WATER, cont.
Mr. Derr advised Entech the Board would like drawings and information at the next meeting.  The 

material will be reviewed and a work session will be scheduled at that meeting.  

Mr. Spicer brought up the issue of the old reservoir.  Once CTWA connects water to the Oak Hall 

area, he recollects that the reservoir reverts back to the property owner.  Mr. Spicer asked if that

must happen.

Mr. Jones, CTWA Solicitor, advised the Oak Hall representatives that the source of the water and 

catch basin of the reservoir is in the form of an easement.  He advised that the Oak Hall Water 

Company owns it and until that ownership is changed, Oak Hall Water Company is liable for the 

circumstances of the reservoir.

Mr. Spicer stated that there are several families that take their water from the reservoir and he is 

concerned that at some point they may not have water.  Mr. Lapinski advised the group that CTWA

would provide these families with water.

Mr. Derr noted that as Mr. Jones has stated that this matter has not been addressed yet.  Mr. 

Brumbaugh suggested some type of asset transfer agreement be available for the next meeting, 

so as to provide the Board with something to review regarding specifics of the transfer.

Mr. Jones suggested to the Oak Hall representatives to get their own legal council to assist them 

in dealing with these issues. 

OB-2 DEP MONITORING CHANGES

DEP has notified CTWA that we no longer need to continue the extensive testing schedule we had 

been undertaking since April 2001.  Effective September 1, 2001 we went back on a less restricted 

schedule of testing.

Mr. Derr questioned specific items in the DEP correspondence. How frequently would the Penn State 

University run Well #35.  The answer to the question is unknown.

Mr. Derr asked about the testing levels of TCE and PCE.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised that CTWA testing 

levels are no where near the DEP threshold levels of 2.8 or 2.9.  Since September 2000, the levels have 

been in the range of  1.0, 1.1 or 1.2. 

Mr. McGann questioned if there was any correlation between Well #35 and higher readings at Rogers well 

right now.  Dr. Parizek advised if Well #35 were turned on, as the University would like to do, this could 

change things around.  No one knows the consequences of Well #35 going on. Dr. Parizek advised 

that the CTWA should be aware of when the well is on.  

Dr. Parizek recommends testing frequently, based on conversations with DEP, to capture readings 

of run off and the natural recharge. 

OB-2 DEP MONITORING CHANGES, cont.

Mr. McGann asked if Well #35 is under the same restrictions as CTWA’s well.  If their contaminates go 

to a certain level are they advised to shut down.  Mr. Harris reported yes, that this is why Well #35 has 

been shut down. Well #35 has been above 5.0 in PCE.  Mr. Harris advised that Well #35 is off for two 

reasons:  l) lack of a Susquehanna River Basin Permit   2) the inability to agree on a rate for 

consumptive use for the water the University pumps back into Susquehanna River Basin.

NEW BUSINESS:


DR. PARIZEK PRESENTATION OF ROGERS WELL REPORT

Dr. Parizek presented the details of The Rogers Well Report regarding activity during the specific 

testing performed in May 1998.  Dr. Parizek displayed charts for discussion of the progress.  

Dr. Parizek explained the Rogers well proved to be a very efficient well, and did not show any 

effects of draining neighboring wells during the testing.

Mr. Brumbaugh reported that Entech, must review the report.  Dr. Parizek needs to sign and seal 

the report as soon as it is acceptable. 

It was discussed that Mr. Mazur, Entech, would start the specification process regarding the re-

testing of the Rogers Well.  Mr. Mazur will contact DEP prior to testing to assure we do what is 

required.  

The specifications will then be presented to Dr. Parizek for review.  Dr. Parizek recommended 

the use of a camera on the re-testing.  This will assure that the well is still open, given the Shilo 

Road and I-99 construction in the area of the well.

Mr. Lapinski shared his concern regarding storm water protection in the area at the interchange.  

He advised there is a need for a catch basin or some sort of storm water protection, to retain ground 

water run off from parking lots in this area. Dr. Parizek advised that this area in Benner Township 

is a sink-prone, cavernous area.  The people in the area need to be aware of the well head and water 

protection area.

NB-1 STATE COLLEGE BOROUGH BULK WATER-INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT 

Mr. Brumbaugh addressed the existing bulk-water agreement was between the State College 

Borough Water Authority and the former Lemont Water Company.  The agreement needs to be in 

CTWA's name.  Mr. Brumbaugh recommended that we ask Mr. Jones prepare an agreement

acceptable to both CTWA and SCBWA.

Mr. Lapinski questioned the opportunity to put in the language of defending the property, territories 

with State College Water Authority.  Mr. Jones recommended keeping the issues separate.  

Mr. Harris would like to explore why only 300 gallons per minute is available to us through the 

SCBWA interconnect.  Several issues concerning agreement language were raised.

NB-1 STATE COLLEGE BORO BULK WATER-INTERCONNECTION AGREEMENT, cont.

Mr. Derr noted that the more we talk about this, the more it is becoming a renegotiation rather than 

a change of parties to an existing agreement.  Mr. Derr stated that we need to do one or the other.  

Either change the parties, or renegotiate.  Mr. Jones reiterated the understanding of the request being 

merely a name change at this time, to reflect the parties involved today. Mr. Mazur, stated that an 

interconnect permit issue has surfaced.  Interconnections are required to have subsidiary water 

allocation permit if the supplier received water from a surface water source.  Such a permit requires 

extensive information and work to complete. Mr. Mazur advised DEP that this interconnection is for emergency purposes only, but DEP will not recognize the term emergency.  DEP keeps pressing us 

for this permit.

Mr. Lapinski expressed his deep concern with DEP's view of this situation.  His first point being 

CTWA is a customer of SCBWA and yet, we are required to secure a permit.  Mr. Harris pointed 

out the fact CTWA is paying retail for the water as needed.  This makes us more of a direct customer 

than a bulk agreement. Mr. Lapinski stated SCBWA being the producer of the water, should be 

responsible for the quality of the water. Mr. Lapinski pointed out, we have no control, we are merely

a customer via the interconnect. Mr. Lapinski strongly advised we need to get a second opinion 

regarding this, preferably from someone other than the DEP Engineers who are interpreting the rules pertaining to the issue.

Mr. Mazur advised that the State College Borough Water Authority has no knowledge of this matter 

at this time.

Mr. Jones, suggested we get the name change on the interconnection agreement, and then worry 

about the permit issue.  Mr. Brumbaugh advised that Mr. Mazur and Mr. Daschbaugh of Entech will 

look into this issue further before we have Mr. Jones do anything with the subsidiary allocation 

permit.

NB-2  AWARD LENOR DRIVE 8” MAIN WATER LINE-BIDS RECEIVED
Mr. Derr advised the board that the recommendation is to reject the bids and bid the job later.  The 

initial concern to repair was due to the fire suppression.  The price of repair is not recommended at 

this time.  Mr. Harris advised that the Alpha Fire Company is aware of the hydrant flows.



Mr. Lapinski motioned to reject the bids.  To be re-bid



at a later date.  Mr. Harris second.  Voted unanimously



to reject the bids.

SOLICITOR REPORT-AL JONES, ESQ:

None

ENGINEERING REPORT:
The Elmwood Area Waterline Project is complete and in service and there remains some minor grass 

restoration issues. There are still some outstanding payment issues for the project.  The waterline 

was relocated near the school; this will be reflected on the next to last payment. 

Spring Creek Park experienced a problem with the VFD valve.  Specifically the wiring diagram. 

The well is running currently, but transfer of the VFD valve needs to be completed

Mr. McGann questioned who did the wiring diagram.  Mr. Mazur stated Entech.  Mr. McGann 

suggest that any additional expense concurred by this error should be paid by Entech.  He further 

commented CTWA should not receive a bill for the redesign work related to the error on the wiring 

diagram.

Mr. Mazur reported that a letter requesting clarification on permanent operation permit requirements 

was forwarded to DEP on August 10, 2001.  Entech has not heard back on this request.  Mr. 

Brumbaugh confirmed that CTWA has had no direct response regarding the issue to date.

Mr. Mazur summarized the following items, Entech is working with Benner Pike Crossing, and 

the Oak Hall Interconnection Project.  These are in the pre-final design.


There is a request for Benner Pike Service Extension.


He reported that Entech is continuing to progress on the Permit Cancellations and Transfers to DEP. 


EXECUTION OF CERTIFIED DOCUMENT-BARNBRIDGE DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Brumbaugh advised that a situation has arisen regarding a PennDOT highway occupancy permit.

There is a requirement for a Resolution for Authorized Signatures, from the owner of a utility for a

HOP Agreement.  This specific Resolution is needed to complete the paperwork for the Barnbridge Development.


Mr. Harris read the Resolution to the group, BE IT RESOLVED, by the 


Authority of the College Township Water Authority of College Township, 


Centre County, and it is hereby resolved by authority of the same, that the


Manager of said Municipality/Authority be authorized and directed to sign


The attached agreement on its behalf and the Director of Public Works be


Authorized and directed to attest the same. 


Mr. McGann motioned that the board accept the resolution to approve the 


Authorized signatures of Adam Brumbaugh, Manager and Garry Williams, 


Director of Public Works for the application.  Mr. Lapinski  second.  Voted 


Unanimously to accept resolution.

Mr. Derr requests any further engineering items for discussion.

Mr. Harris reported that the Hickory Drive 6” project completes work for this season.

APPROVAL OF INVOICES FOR PAYMENT:

Mr. Brumbaugh noted there is an update. Mr. Derr announced the total of $128,l84.39.


Mr. Harris motioned to pay the bills presented in the total of $128,184.39.


Mr. Lapinski second.  Voted unanimously to pay the bills presented.

SUBCOMMITTEE REPORTS:

None

OTHER MATTERS:

Mr. Lapinski questioned Mr. Brumbaugh if the CTWA has been contacted by DEP regarding 

security measures.  The alarm systems were discussed.  Mr. Lapinski advised we look at 

the operations and emergency plans and evaluate them.

Mr. Lapinski advised that he has received additional responsibilities at his job.   He is now in charge of 

all contract negotiations for utilities for the Department of Corrections.  He is not sure how the 

Department of Corrections will view his job in relation to his position on the CTWA Board.  

CORRESPONDENCE:

Mr. Derr so noted the attached informative and correspondence material. Most items were 

addressed throughout the meeting agenda.  Mr. Derr noted specifically correspondence #3, 

regarding the check received from SCBWA in for the Thompson Woods service territory.

ADJOURNMENT:


No further business for discussion.

Mr. Derr motioned to adjourn the October 3, 2001 meeting 

of the College Township Water Authority at 9:10p.m.


Mr. McGann seconded the motion.



Motion carried unanimously.
Respectfully Submitted,

________________________________

Susan Hetzel, Recording Secretary
