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i ¢ am' Writing to you with the hope that you will hear my complain and conduct an unbiased investigation.

F;ﬁn Purchaso and Conservation Plan
VY] grew up om this 93-acro farm on Maoheim, 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
 The lot is barderod on the nosth, west, and south by the furm and the cast side is on N NN
On 10/31/03 my husband and I bought this farm from my father. He died in Feb. *04. Because my son
cxpmedhmnaththeﬁ:m,wousednliko-ldnduchamonowhomeﬁrm.ourlifomvingsandavmylmm
. mortgage to purchase it. * We had to pay market price, but decided to take the financial risk.

i, 1 took respoasibility for implementing the farm’s conservation plan in 2005. It included 8 grassed
‘waterway in field 2. (See NRC5 Conservetion Plen..) In 2005 and 2006 I inquired sbout federal funds for the
watarway and was told there wore no funds 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 waterway. Erosion was minimized by planting fields
2 and 7,in perennial forages. No crosion was observed in fiald 2.

Excavatioa, Encroachmont, Krosion & Sediment Control violations

. " ~In 2008 the third lot owner, , moved m. Our introduction to them was to find a
track hoo cxcavating on our property on 12/14/08. converted 8 Repho Township required retention basin
to & pond in excess of 15 foet. The inlet pipe was placed in the drainuge casement that straddles both property
lines and an outlet pipe oxtcnded 20 feet beyond their property lino onto our land. The pond is ubout 18 fect from
the propezty. line. Drodged material from the basin was dumped on our lnnd, all pereanial vegetation was
removed, and soil from the stoep wost slope of our land was moved around in pilos. Not only was our property
violated, but also multiple Rapho ordinances, Ditch & Drainage Law, and the Clcan Stream Law. Violations
included piping of water, construction in watercourses, and pond location and construction: (Sce Rapho ordinances,
Clesn Strosm Law)

I did not respond to multiple attempts to speak to him until 12/24/08 when be said that he would
“continue his excavation and worry about property lines later.” [ complained to Erogion and Sediment Control
(E&S) of Lancaster County Conservation District (LCCD) on 12/15/08 about the lack of erosioa control
meagures, and the soil croding from our farm. Threo woeks of heavy rain seriously eroded the deauded narthwest
comer'of our property and excavated dirt piles. Tbe drinage easement recorded in the [l deed was
compromised and compacted by this excavation. (Photos 105-105, 011-11, 008-9)
from B&S visited the site but took no sction. PA Erosion and saediment control requires BMPs for
‘eurth disturbanco activity and s written plan for any sarth disturbance over 5000 square feet. (See PA Codo 1024,
b (1-8) ¥3 mates upon coomplaint ejthar the Depsrtment or couaty conservation dstrict may roquirs that the plan bo submitted for rsview
and approval to cosure complisnce.) No E&S plan exists and excavation on our property was in excess of 10,240 sq. ft.

“.* " Rapho Township was contacted on 12/15/09. Although Rapho ordinances require a DEP permit for pand
excavation and a permit for any excavation or building, [l bad no permits. (So0 Repho ordinsnces) Wo learned
that he was building a garage in addition to tho pond. The only action the township took was t require a building
permit. misrepresented setbacks in his building permit. His pole building setbacks are less than 10 feet in
the rear egg than 20 feet on the left gide which inciudes the drainage easement. Rupho acither checked on his
building por did they enforce required E&S measures. (Sec Building permit) :
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 On 9/6/09 | filed arwrmcn complamt with PA DEP concerning the Iacki - ofPA regulations

and permits and requesung an mvmtxganon (sce Draft DEP letier2) DEP’s inve
R <::ting that I bad not implemented the piped watorway roqui canservation plan.
Please refer to the [l stitement above and the 2005 plan. A grassed wm#«y%wmmd for field 2.

Lu retaliation for filing a complaint with DEP, we received a letter fro 'edatcd 10/8/09 stating that
‘a p:ped waterway must be implemented or we will be subject to fines of $10, . On lW16/09 we filed a
written request for an. appeal.-(soc LCCDIr1 0082009, LCCD sppeal, Mmfmmbm%ﬁwdow through the -
Ag Preserve Board that owr appeal was denled, I never had the opponmlo'topmaumy information to an

appeal commitiee and the only response I received was to confirm receipt of owr request.
On 10/19/09 at 11:43 am. a message was recaived indicated thut [ planned to inspect our proporty

at 2:00 pm that day. ['was oot home, but he visited anyway. Ho visited aguin on 10/28/09 when I was present.
Following several days of very heavy rain he filed an Earth Disturbance and Inspection repoft. (see Exrth Disnirbunce
report) The report said there js water sverywhere but fails to mention the water gushing onto our land from
“Schanz’s pond or from the pipe from the neigthnngfarm which I pointed out to him. When I asked [ who
is responsible for storm water runoff, he said “no one.”

1 called to his attention the new wet area that occurred after Il s construction and its location, on our
property, yphill from tho drainage swale and below [ s garage. This is whero [ excavated and took
our tpsoil to place around his building. (See photo 005-5,) When I anked [ to look at this area, he said, “It is
none of my concern.” His report reflects no contributions/problems from uphill land owners,

NRCS Involvement
Due to the discriminatory treatment I roceiving from LCCD, I investigated other options hoping to find a

‘rcasonable alternative. 1 met with NRCS on 12/21/09 and 1/7/10. TheNRCSangincer- vnsmdthc
sito in Fcbruary, and asserted that s pood was spring fod. I pointod out the cutlet pips
neighboring farm and the intake and outlet pipo from s pond. Ialsopounedtoamwtwmuquahty
literature that recommends alternatives to piping, citing that piping quickly removes wator from the site,
but typically only moves the problem downstream. I said that the LCCD plan contnins no method of slowing
down the water as it enters Brubaker Rum. 1 expressed concerns about pollutants boing piped directly into the
creek. When I questioned [l about the pond’s piped outlet dumping water directly onto our land and the
gnmgesdmmpxpehasmdNRCShndmmxpombxhtyndomymmaboutxt.

I presented a $12,346.78 plan to handle the problem. Now, two pipes were needed whero
mnombrnopqmmnmded.ﬁolhpxpmsmtut and join ou our property down slope from the
pond aod garsge. (Sco NRCS watcrweyplanviews042910) [ wo tomﬁmﬂmthconginalg‘medwatmy
qoet&ZJ%?Smdp:pwwewuotommdaedwyabowthn seupage” arca.

, During the on-site plan discussion when I questioned this dosign, ‘used plrysically intimidating
body language to got mo to concode. My husband stopped in and ho backed off. On 4/14/10, I seid that 2
oontmctwwldbcdmwnupnndbomq::dlwuldneodbmgnm This did not occur. I was presented
with a plan and asked to sign it withm thstbcldonlymoﬁnuncmllymdommcamllymmmblo My
mmeymwwedthownhnctundudvmdmetomgut.wgard]mofmeﬁwtdmnholdamnmwomiblcfor
pryctices installed on hnd,(mmcswx.mb)sodmtlcouldmmthemlyﬁmncml
oppommxtylhsdwg:teostdummistxncc.Isspedthccouuwbocwwlwuoomdmdoouldnotpnydlc

fines if' I did not.

I roperty to waterway

Rapho Tomhip connects pipes from ‘
"8 excavation of our property required 75 feet of 4" perfocated

The wet area/soep that regulted
tile with 2° stone drain/fill with a price of $277. !
: Tomynmramnmmmt,RupboTowmhxppudmeonmetthedmnpapeﬁom-nﬁoldontheoast
sidc o to the pipe on the west side of the road that 'uses as an inlet 0 his pond. (scc 003 pipe...
)Atoutexponso ooc, NRCS required us to install tile line on 's property that continuos onto onr propesty
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and now connects to 's pond. The connecting pipe:is violation of Rapho Township ordmance, 1

: . . Minsgement Act, Dum Safety and Eocroachment and | ;
Rapho Ordinances) An additional 300 feet of perforated drain tile with ftone was installed to sccommodats (i
unpermirted pond outlet, again at our uxpensa— The township did not offer to pay any of my expenses.'
, I insisted on a conservation practics to slow down the velocity of piped water as it enters Brubaker Rm .
. for. which I recsived no funding. In spite $ assertion that his measurements were extromely accurate, v
cost share reimbursement documents I recerved and used 1o hire a contractor were 100 feet over what was actually _ _~

= ~ reimbursed. ‘This was the first and only time I received cost share assistance, so I was unaware of the need to

measure the area myself prior to signing documents. When [ said that the cost share reimbursement procedura "~ T T
was inadequately explained, I was blamed for not asking more questions. Simply stating that this ie the maximum
reimbursement and measurements would be taken after completion would have sufficed. In every instance I had

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

.Sammary

- " " In summary, I was treated in u negative, discriminatory way. Y was subjected to a differeat set of rules and
standards than the adjoining land owners and coerced into paying for and correcting problems crested by others.
Rapho Township ordinances und PA DEP rules were blaturtly dizregarded and violated and no one from LCCD,
NRCS, or Rapho Township held or “accountable for their violations of these rules and ordinances.
“The entiry situation was turned on its holdung only me accountuble for the problem simply because my farm
liea downstream from the violators. memptmted the 2005 conservation plan and its requirements to
force me to install a piped waterway. The original plan required a grassed waterway and morphed into a plan
requiring two anderground pipes from - Whea I questioned the planners and cited “best practico”
approaches, I was ignored, insulted, and mtimi I'was denied the opportunity to appeal the actions of LCCD
without as much us & hearing. Iwas threatened with fines if I did not do exactly as [l directed, and I was
coerced into paying for a “solution” that should have been solved using infiltration mcthods.

. The only enforcement action taken was to require me to install a piped waterway. The message to the
neighboring land owners is violating laws and regulations are of no consequence. The message to me is, “If you
question us, we will make you pay.” ‘ '

- Bocause I am n woman and questioned thess men in amthotity positions,” I wag treated as s second class
citizen, deniod due process, and my civil rights were violated. Because federal funds are involved, I would like
your sdministration to investigato my complaint. Every citizon descrves and must recoive bqual treatment undor
dz? law and our laws must bo equitably enforced.

AR
Sincerely, '

Ce: Scnator Robert P Casoy ER
.. Mr, Tom Vilsack, USDA b
-.-,,M& Gregory P Singloton, USDA
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