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From: Theresa M#enam% 0PM% €£IM

Date: November 30,J0G9

Subject: Proposed 25 Pa. Co#i GNapter 1Q1 # i i l#w#i% Comments

I thank you for the opportunity to offer the following #mmerii$ on the proposed 25 Pa.
Code Chapter 102 rulemaking.

White I have a mumber of concerns # # m # W to th§ proposed rptemaking, my
comments will address the inflexiiffiy of the r # r l m buffer proposal and its effects.
Assuming the CommoRweaWh will admptWme #rm of riparian ^ i # m , I would like to
voice my request that the buffer r#uirem#nts W M & ihm # # y to create fleMbte
designs by using other best management p m # m Im ootyunstion with reduced buffer
widths to achieve the results sought by the use of buffers alone.

There are a number of benefits that buffers can mhiew. However, I believe tĥ at the
proposed buffer width exceeds the widths suppprte^ fcf the various mmBc studies on
buffers. While I am conoern^d about m W # # s §mmmm4 their scientific mipport, 1
am mor& concerned by regulations that are infteMfele zm$ can not be adapted to
achieve the same or better results.

Land is not all the same, E#ch property and project has its own conditfons. Properties
have unique shapes especially in regard W the raJatioaship of aatural features to
manmade features like pmparty ImeK In o M inBtarx^ # buffer #ne may limit
development just in that zone, while on # < # # p r # # # it wpy limit development of a
substantially larger area due to the location of cfthir features or the depth of the
remaining area.

Science and angmmrlng design have advanced sigrtiiicaiitly o # r # e recent decades
and will continue to d© in the future A decade ago mafly of the BMP*s now in use were
not refined and certainly not used as a part of a unified ##he#mg daslga By
requiririg a rigid btiffer width, the Departmpit #c#wrages innovato and integrated
design, Therf I t fm <$®M that many of fm mrtmt EMP% oari achieve te mm
mmM that b y f t e are i n # n d W # # # i # m memwiW MB wire BMP% in the Mum that
will # o fee i M f te # ## mm # # W # » sWW to fret to apply BWP-# iogither
with m # * d ttuffem if they cam a # k # th#mm# pais m We # # W buffer %#Uld
mMm® m Its Swn.

The # i y poteritM goal € i Wgid buffer that canned ffla #ch#m# by a #mbma#n af
#w#r and # # % is the in#pmpri#m #m! of mmovimg ###r#se deveWpabW land

A # W W # W # W #



torn being liseatoJe for deml#*## # # # # is ###$ the pal of mmm I te^t that
it te Wt#e#o$i of the 0###efA ar ## &mmom###s pvarnmaA T# m#im
rigid buffers would have ##iiWam( adverse &ohse#en#s, Itwquldexp^md the ama
of development aW create #prawl ItwouW # # ( # Immd, & m m M # fStables ind tax
revenues. It would itmmm the oost of deWopmemt in Pennsylvania, ptaqing us at a
further disadvantage in competing ## i other steles for growtt and jofes, It would
deprive some of our existing #w#@#es of p lanW m#mnsion#p## on land already
paid for and appmved for that purpose, and enmumge them to look elsewhere,
including out of state, when they need to expand. The result will be loss of jobs and
opportunities for Pennsylvanja,

In summary, I understand that buffers can,serve n woifiwhte function. But they should
not be a rigid, mandated requirement. Where the advancements of science and the
talent of engineers can achieve the same or betiif results try varying the buffer and
supplementing it with other IMP% the envimfiment, the Commonwealth and its people
are all winners. When a rigid buffer deprives us of an opportunity to reduce sprawl, to
create or retain jobs and opportunities, and to increase tax revenue, the environment,
the Commonwealth and its people am all losers, We need to let the engineering and
scientific communities apjJIy their skills and not tie their hands with supposedly well
intended, but clearly impractical, rigid requirements.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment I sinperely hope that my comments will be
implemented.

Sincerely,

Theresa McMenamin, CPM®, CQIM
Principal

cc: State Senator Andrew Dlhmman
State Senator John Rafferty, Jr
State Representative Duatia Milne
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From: Theresa McMenamin [theresa@briterealty.com] REVfEWCOMMisslON^^^

Sent: Monday, November 30, 2009 11:30 AM

To: EP, RegComments

Cc: jrafferty@pasen.gov; dmilne@pahousegop.com; andy@pasenate.com

Subject: Proposed 25 PA Code Chapter 102

I very much appreciate your attention to the attached.

Theresa McMenamin, CPM, CCIM
Principal
Brite Realty Services, Inc.
www.briterealty.com
ph 610-524-8285
fax 610-524-0594
thereM#rite^Mtyc.om
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