Radnor Township
Stormwater Management Advisory Committee (SWMAC)
Agenda
7:00pm, Thursday, May 11, 2017

1. Call to Order.
2. Pledge of Allegiance.

3. Review / approve meeting minutes of April 13, 2017 SWMAC Meeting.
(5 minutes)

4. Public comment.
(10 minutes)

5. Discuss MS4 proposals and make recommendation to Board of Commissioners for
selection of firm to prepare MSA4.
(45 minutes)

6. Continue discussion of Township Wide Assessment results, including prioritization
criteria, possible near-term smaller projects and possible larger projects.
(45 minutes)

7. Updates on: Highview project, Banbury Francis project, resolution re-establishing
SWMAC.

(15 minutes)

8. Set the date and time for the next meeting and adjourn.




Radnor Stormwater Management Advisory Committee (SWMAC) Meeting Minutes

Meeting Date. April 13, 2017
Attendees: Charles Boschen, Heather Gill, Regina Majercak, Paige Maz, Joseph Schanne

YouTube Link: https:/www.youtube.com/watch?v=ituinKOWQzQ&index=224&list=PLWSqQZEQkAcWuk_of0zq2i9-kzoKsYZx

Review of March Meeting Minutes

Under the first bullet point of “Discussion of Stormwater Program Administrator Interviews and Consider
Recommendation to Board of Commissioners”, the text following “Borton-Lawson” was struck. The
minutes, as edited, were approved 5-0.

Public Comment
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Richard Young o sented an update on the BFW project design. Mr. Young reviewed the
original four design §ganarios, each of which had issues in meeting the original design goals.
After meeting with TOWnShIp staff, T&M considered three additional design scenarios to better
achieve the original design goals.

« Mr. Young reviewed the original four scenarios, and the reasons why each did not meet the

original design goals.

o Scenario 1 — Storage at intersection, works for 25-year storm, but requires significant
easements on the Wawa and Baskin-Robbins properties.

o Scenario 2 — Storage at infersection, within right-of-way, but only handles the 5-year and
lesser storms.

o Scenario 3 — Storage at infersection and some additional storage up Windsor, but only
works for the 10-year and lesser storms.




o Scenatio 4 — Storage at intersection, some additional storage up Windsor and pervious
paving on Windsor (concerns with durability, maintenance and repairs). Works for the
25-year storm.

» The three scenarios developed after the meeting with Township staff were then presented
{Scenarios 5 and 6 are the two under serious consideration).

o Scenario 5 — Storage at intersection as well as on the bank property. Captures Lancaster
Avenue runcff before it reaches the BFVW intersection with inlets in Lancaster. Works for
the 25-year storm.

o Scenario 6 — Storage at intersection and additional underground storage up Windsor,
Works for the 25-year storm.

o Scenario 7 — Involved a cul-de-sac of sorts on the Beskln Robbtne property, but deemed
not viable before any significant design calculatlon@were attempted.

e Al of the scenarics would involve an easement for an outle \plpe connection to an existing pipe
on the Baskin Robbins property. While this easeme 5 QQQT large and might be secured, SWMAC
asked that T&M;-in their presentation to the Board 4 @omm1s‘(‘s‘,‘iepers provide a 25-year demgn

- that stays entirely within the right-of-way, and cennec?s to the ex1stmg storm pipes by use of an
existing easement. The proposed tie-in pog&_;'f‘s (0% ’the existing systerq gn the Baskin Robbins site is
mote favorable than the location within thg: 1st|ng easement due to- t[a‘e-.l wer elevation.

» SWMAC decided to prepare a memorandl}m.-: i ;the Board of Commlssmr;]x‘ which
recommended the design staying entirely wﬂhm%the nght— way be pursué i
time, the bank and Baskin Robbjns easements bewg\{es’nga ed as these designg

advantages over the “within théti g h@zof-way demgﬁ%ﬁ%}"’

S 3
Updates on other projects and mlscellanegus itefn§ \g::\
k’i‘ m J‘\‘?‘.‘:ﬁ.,‘““x,t. "“t; . \"'K\:.\\

. There was a brief dISGUSSIon of the results of thén{LL[\Qem reseqrch The conclusion is that the

i “nShlp, owﬁ“séth\e dam. s /§ B[QI}\AC will E‘ot :pe involved with any

&ep Tt this time iy W S TR i

s  There was dlscus‘s n regard'mg the SWMAO piocess gomg forward regarding the TWA. ltwas
noted that it is mp%a‘\t to post the TWA and pub[lmze the posting to gain input from residents.

. No one | from SWNIA {\e{\qu\i‘}gs\ Ha,kcess to*emelis sent to stormwater@radnor.org. Paige will
S DA ‘:r.\

a‘,’.r

lg\w teve Norclrk]f boiit'gai Ainin faccess te ithe emalls
k"\: AR ¥ o o
. The(e\WES Ebmeglscus @%pout holdin Sa

‘%SWMAC would I]](e‘fo see

rLa\rd data fropithi TWA, which has not yet been dellvered

Next SWM?—\C‘Meetmq Thursdav, May 1\1\a‘g:7pm

Heather Gill no e




