Upper Mount Bethel Township
387 Ye Olde Highway
P.O. Box 520
Mount Bethel, PA 18343-5220
Phone:(570) 897-6127
www.umbt.org

UPPER MOUNT BETHEL TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WORK SESSION MEETING MINUTES
MONDAY, DECEMBER 27, 2021 ~7.00 PM

This meeting was held at the Mt. Bethel Fire Hall, 2341 N. Delaware Dr. Mt. Bethel PA
and was live streamed through the Upper Mount Bethel Facebook page,

I
Chairman Pinter called the meeting to order at 7:00 pm.
The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

In attendance were Chairman Pinter, Supervisor Bermingham, Supervisor Teel,
Supervisor DeFranco,; Township Manager Nelson, and Township Solicitor Karasek.
Supervisor Due was present via phone.

Public Comment:

Attorney Jason Ulrich, representing the UMBT Community Park Foundation,
commented on the concerns of RPL's management of the NIDMA.

Chris Finan, Apache Dr., commented on another successful Santa delivery this year.
Chris thanked the NB and MB firemen for volunteering their time helping Santa deliver
gifts.

Mark Mezger, Scenic Ct., read his public comment, which will become part of the official
record. Mark stated he would like to stress 3 points this evening, 1) small vocal minority,
the message is the need to protect ourselves from an unscrupulous developer, 2)
trusting Lou Pektor as a business partner, 3) the responsibilities of the UMBT Board of
Supervisors.

Charles Cole, Riverton Rd., read his public comment, which will become part of the
official record. Charles commented on the NID being a bad liability, favoring RPL,
imposing financial risks, real estate dealings between Jeff Manzi, and Black Dog
Development (Lou Pektor), and the BAC and IDA.

Charles Hentz, Ridge Rd., commented on Lou Pekfor's shell companies with no money.




Richard Wilford-Hunt, Shady Lane, read his public comment, which will become part of
the official record. Richard commented on the lop-sided agreement with the developer
and the NID, now is not the time to pass this Ordinance.

Judith Henckel, Robin Hood Rd., commented on trust between the residents, BOS and
the developer, and attracting good companies

Michael LeClair, Frutchey Ct., commented on the voting of the NID, public comments,
and the Board’s failure to communicate with the residents.

Sharon Duffield, Potomac St., commented on the NID, the citizens do not need it, the
developer does.

Charles Smith, Lenape Tr., commented on working and living in the Township, wanting
transparency, and working together.

Nick Pugliese, Scenic Ct., commented on the Board not having the residents’ thoughts
in mind and the need to hear the pros and cons of the NID.

Jeremy Redcay, Johnsonville Rd., commented on the minority not being heard.

Il.
FINAL 2022 BUDGET ADOPTION

Chairman Pinter stated due to the inflation, he asked Manager Nelson to reduce the
budget 6.7%. Manager Nelson stated he was able to decrease the budget by $252,783.
The budget currently stands at $3,520,107.00. There was a discussion on the line items
that were reduced, as well as a discussion on ambulance services. Chief Finan stated
that all the ambulance services in the area are having staffing issues and urges us to
reach out to the ambulance services again to get new numbers for servicing the
Township, they'll be higher costs, or consider starting our own service. MOTION by
Supervisor Teel to adopt the 2022 Budget as presented, seconded by Supervisor Due.
Vote: 5-0.

Il
ANNOUNCEMENTS

Chairman Pinter presented Supervisor DeFranco with a plaque thanking him for his
service as a Township Supervisor for the past 6 years.

Supervisor Bermingham thanked everyone for attending his office hours, especially to
Scott Minnich, who educated those that attended on development, he also thanked the
Fire Companies for the Santa deliveries and to all those that donated. Supervisor
Bermingham asked for thoughts and prayers to Don Black of the NB Fire Dept. And a
thank you to those that made donations to the family of Ashton Dunbar, over $1,000
was raised to help the family with medical and funeral expenses.

Chairman Pinter thanked the Parks/Rec for the Christmas Party and thank you to
Allegheny Creek Brewery for hosting. It was a great success.



V.
ACTION ITEM

1. Neighborhood Improvement District (NID)-Attorney Matthew Bolewitz, Cozza
Law Group, stated that tonight is the first opportunity for the Board to vote on the
NID Ordinance, as well as identify the entity that would serve as the NIDMA.
Attorney Bolewitz stated the concept of the NID was created by our State
Legislator and is Governed by Act 130. Attorney Bolewitz furthered discussed
the procedures of Act 130. No objections have been received from the effected
property owners within the NID, regarding the establishment of the NID. The
Board of Supervisors are in compliance with Act 130, therefore may vote, which
will approve the final plan, as well as identify the entity that would serve as the
NIDMA. The entity, Riverpoint Neighborhood Improvement District Management
Association, will serve as the NIDMA. Chairman Pinter stated he has one
question regarding the liability of the Township. Attorney Julia Wu, of
LeechTishman, stated there is nothing in Act 130 that would act as a mechanism
for any liabilities of the NIDMA that would revert back to the Township. Chairman
Pinter stated, for the record, the Township would not have any liability now or in
the future from any bonds or loans that the NIDMA may go after. There was a
discussion on the Park being in the NID. Attorney Wu stated the NIDMA has five
seats, the Township gets two seats, but without the Park, the Township would
lose one seat. Supervisor Bermingham stated the need for more negotiations to
educate and inform the residents. MOTION by Supervisor Bermingham to table,
no second, motion dies. Supervisor Bermingham stated to keep the park out of
the NID. MOTION by Supervisor Teel to approve the NID, Ordinance 2021-01,
as presented, seconded Supervisor DeFranco. Chairman Pinter called for a vote:
Supervisor DeFranco, yes, Supervisor Bermingham, no, Supervisor Teel, yes,
Supervisor Due, yes, and Chairman Pinter, yes. Chairman Pinter stated the NID
gives the Township the ability to make sure the costs of this Industrial Park are
paid for, not utilizing income from the residents and not to raise taxes. The
developer does not need to develop a NID in the Township or carry the burden
of an estimated $14.5 miilion dollars for this Industrial Park, the burden would fall
on each and every member of the Township.

Recess to Executive Session at 8:40 pm to discuss Legal and Personnel matters.

V.
EXECUTIVE SESSION

The Meeting reconvened at 9:23 pm.

1. Legal-Chairman Pinter stated discussed in Executive Session was the Cole
Lawsuit and no action to be taken at this time.

2. Personnel-Chairman Pinter stated discussed in Executive Session was a
personnel matter regarding the Township Engineer Group and nho action to be
taken at this time.




VI.
ADJOURNNMENT

MOTION by Supervisor Teel to adjourn the meeting at 9:25 pm, seconded by
Supervisor DeFranco. Vote: 5-0. '

Respectfully Submitted by Cindy Beck-Recording Secretary
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Mark J. Mezger, Chair
UMBT-CPF



'The Small Vocal Minority

* In a recent letter to the UMBT Residents, Lou Pektor says that he “

wants to correct some misinformation”, “wants to set the record

”

straight .

+ Claims that there is a minority who twist and distort the truth to instill fear and control the
conversation

* This so called minority:

¢ Was able to collect 500 signatures from UMBT Residents one week before Christmas who
specifically object to the formation of a NID according to the RPL Plan.

» The RPL project was the primary issue for the 2021 election. The candidate who supported RPL and
the proposed development suffered a humiliating defeat in the primaries.

* In November 2751 votes were cast for “SMART” development candidates
* This represents 99% of those who voted to elect UMBT Supervisors

* The message of these people is simple. We need to protect ourselves
from an unscrupulous developer and the creation of a project that is
not a fit for this town with only 6,439 people.







”

Lou “As a Business Partner

* In February of 2020 Lou presented his concept plan for the
development of the I-2 Zone.

* He specifically stated that he would abide by the existing
zoning ordinance

* By October of this same year the BoS was voting on a Text
Amendment that the media stated was written by the
Developer for the Developer.

* Not a good start to build trust and confidence

* Lou’s past performance in previous business ventures:

* Searching Northampton County Court records yields 70
cases |

* Louis Pektor was the defendant in all but 3 cases

» 26 Cases have open judgements against Lou totaling $31.9M
» Creditors include many Major banks, Bethlehem, City, Wilson school district, etc. etc.




The UMBT BoS Responsibilities

* Should the BoS pass the NID ordinance Lou will get the authority

to borrow and issue bonds using future NID fees as collateral.
* Why would UMBT give so much authority to a “For Profit” Developer who

has demonstrated to so many companies and municipalities before that
he cannot be trusted. |

* The Supervisors have a legal fiduciary responsibility to protect
us from people like Mr. Pektor.

* Any Supervisor who votes for this ordinance is ignoring the
majority of resident wishes and that Lou Pektor is not an
honorable business man.

* They will face the remainder of their terms justifying their
actions and decisions to the courts and other authorities.




Comments on proposed Neighborhoed Improvement District (NID)
December 27, 2021
Charles A. Cole, PhD, PE

I have worked over a whole career with municipalities concerning water, wastewater, and solid
waste. It included infrastructure, some of which involved NIDs (Neighborhood Improvement
Districts). This RPL NID appears tome, to be badly conceived and a major liability for UMBT
{Upper Mount Bethel Township). Here are some of the reasons why it will be bad:

Mixing the Industrial Park with the existing Community Park is a poor combination,
which lopsidedly favors the Industrial Park and RPL.

It was not fully vetted by Cozza Law group which seemed to be facilitators for the BOS
and RPL, rather than protecting the Township.

Cozza has no previous experience with NIDs and did not look at the shortcomings of this
NID to the Township,

This Merger ties RPL to UMBT and exposes us to major financial risk.

UMBT is in essence marrying a developer who has a terrible reputation,

RPL principals have numerous questionable actions which cannot be ighored.

Examples of his untrustworthy actions include:

Owed UMBT nearly $14,000 from Marshfield Development Plans, which were
not paid for nearly ten years, until he wanted to develop in Township again.

Northampton County Prothonotary's Office had on file open unsettled judgements
to Ashley Development as of end of 2019 of over $12 million. This means that he
probably walked away through his LLCs from his financial problems and stuck it to
entities that he worked with, I understand that today if you look at the wider RPL group
that it may be double or triple this. Do you think he will do anything better for us?

RPL told residents that he would follow all our Township zoning ordinances
while he was working behind the scenes to change zoning for his benefit,

Jeff Manzi, Chair of the BAC and IDA and Black Dog Development (which was
incorporated by Lou Pektor) have real estate dealings a year and one-half ago. Jeff Manzi
moved and voted to have the IDA join with RPL which has Pektor as a principal. Is this
illegal or just unethical? We need to know.

Where is the Township Solicitor, IDA. Solicitor, and Cozza Law when it comes to vetting
what is happening?

How can our Supervisors get any further involved with a developer who has so many

The answer is — do not do anything more until all these facts are considered.




Public Comment. - UMBT BOS Mtg. Dec 27 2021

['am concerned about the lop-sided agreement with the
developer. I also want to point out none of this legal
expense and time would ##% have been necessary had
you treated everyone the same and made the developer
follow our existing zoning.

How is it you hired a law firm to advise you on the NID
(Neighborhood Improvement District) when that very
law firm has “no” legal experience in this matter. It was
reported that the twsp. manager picked this one off the
internet. And through a RTK request for the firm’s
resume, experience, etc.... we know they do not have
any experience with NID’s. Yet through the end of
August, Cozza Law Group has charged the twsp. $22k.
And for what? To go after citizens of the township and
to work with Pektor’s attorney Ken Foulks who has
reams of experience setting up NID’s? Cozza Law should
have been advising and WARNING you on just how
lopsided the developers plan really is. For example, the
developer says they will not expand the boundaries of
the NID in their plan yet the by-laws clearly state they
can do so. The developer says the township will have
control but this is not how the agreement reads. As
written, Pektor has ultimate control of the NID
Management Authority until 3M of the over 6.5M SF are
built. Only then will they allow a member appointed by




the BoS and a member from Parks & Rec to be voting
members. Even with the addition of two more members,
the developer will still have majority control. The
developer has touted how his plan will provide services
for the township - what are we going to do with a rent-
a-cop. Where are we going to be able to use, house and
maintain a hugely expensive fire truck? - nowhere
except at his industrial park. The developer says the
Community Park will remain with UMBT but why does
he want or need it included in the NID? The park
belongs to us not Pektor.

There are serious flaws in this plan and once again you
seem to giving almost total control to the developer.
Why? They again, just like for the Text Amendment, are
calling the shots when YOU should be calling the shots.
Now it NOT the time to pass this NID Ordinance. You
need to look much more carefully about how cleverly
Pektor has set this up. It is not for the benefit of our
township it is for him. Say no to this NID Ordinance and
let us set up a plan that allows us to work together for
the best outcome for all residents of UMBT.

Richard Wilford-Hunt
2012 Shady Lane
Mt. Bethel, PA




Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL
for the following reasons:

Wy

5.

There was no feasibility study conducted.

No preliminary planning conducted.

It's never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans shoulid not be placed under the
control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “"NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents.




Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Nelghborhaod improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s

/[T '2/

Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL
for the following reasons:

WA R

5.

There was no feasibility study conducted.
No preliminary planning conducted.
It’s never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to issue municipai bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the

" control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents.

Printed Name Mailing Address Signature

Email address
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‘U.pper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

[ Printed Name Mailing Address Signature Email address
45 1L\ fe. Nl | 80 Ceoldhoyld M&QW \r\c\qf @wx wine
bW L] UL Fya ‘{\«{(jr/ })wﬁ“ﬁw G N L/&f/fégédh/.
Y7\ J STk gﬁc: ' c*’fi’fz?{éh@% %KM% w4 ]
T R RN A O
{49 [l w2 C*‘f”ﬁﬂ\ foentihis®
& \\Blm’\g @ov\)@,r@ ?\s\i&%ﬁl@ Q\SDWL\ Yy d;(bww@ Yeryg) o
5\ | Py Bedine | $0Irstehencol ) @i, V
58 | N\, Lok ;\/\f};\;ﬁ(’ g }M )
53] ']&a@ /‘8@@[! d Mdﬂl‘%f 43 M&%&M? berepy13€ msn.cor
Y m// 7(/ I/;éﬁ/( i, /fmm; % e Z){ﬁﬂé mﬁl ok /ﬁéé;/f/éd@ﬂmﬂé%(
59 15 (‘mﬂ, ﬁ’ﬁ? /Qﬁijﬂ o llf l}”fx)/ ! Bl
26 LR s /e, 2 & /ZZ,O ng;;l/a,/ v T /o/gg(/s Iz gpee L Couy |,
57 | Jares Keltyty B ke e %‘7%«« _7mp- @ap hav.com
S%  Tena e Ly rly;%znfzj;lx OB 2E e T 40 0q |
\[)’ q j@d‘f’) 6’\7%[ e C/[V i ié;g 2/}; @C;— m@;‘a’ffa‘ ih@jﬁ%??giﬂ{rﬁ@
60 [Buck tidle | uts %‘F?@Sé G WAL | bbwntlr @pmaif.com
o) K(l( y W ( F@f\:ﬁ\(\’w?\xsq% L/‘”)(' Pl | Kb 213 Comml com
bl e (Iw ushos | S Aeynet G .[7 e ’ J
> \NoRmY 147778 Wﬁﬁfgﬁ?cjﬁ’;ﬁ Viail.ll
oY Doyee S| %{f?&iﬁi‘%@ (5“’”“ %" = |
65 {( ARES L. £REESE M:z’fée%ﬁ;g:/?:;{(; ‘7@&«&%@\ 7(;‘3“’“‘ Raren @gnia) ..
be Mleoesnoamp o~ MC?&%%M Dol | dobtov 2 o) aol.cpm




ipResf
3 Brmteﬁ Name

IUUH!. =3 VUJ!'—'bLI

i
ALETTVIVY:

Pointe-L

7 Serra ) 707

Mailing AJdress S|ggui1Saicai1l?l=ﬂf§e{ei wmpmwgmmss -
WD R M I W@ -
/ TJOTNS For W%axj W@ AL
_ ju_,a_ﬂ 377 Laveel Hil R ' ‘ .
?) . ?/;E‘C\—'\(ﬁ)j Jej;ijo:lf;ﬂ llg:,“’g M WC Qﬁ_\ john ﬁ'atl’\mnco_tj ) qui"/,(g:,n
| gsSC 3 Lo UL e o R
LI_ m@\’(‘o\! \T\"—S-n Goe \f:fulioc:é) /m {’y C(ﬂq mC).riSﬂC\C%ﬂQﬁ(@(am(,\\\-C{)(‘ﬂ
- Lautt L
b 6(@6 }\./(Zb\) lqn(‘ P’D:\V\ﬁ(lf, F{){ [ %'0(3 W ﬁp"’{“ﬂdjmﬁ‘Qﬂ/“‘“ (. capn
. €77 ™jon dojlar Huosy )
b |miche ve ster Bingor fA /3045 = R d ko Mi-}cf\ellx/eﬁor@g/a/«f.so.,@_._
'~\\<i taurel Wl té r |
7 [ Redher U@&%ﬂ RQanagc A \%5)/\3 %fg ({ﬂ o cher, \etfia adama\, cowm
P ISV Ceepe [ (HITLY /] % )
S| Jearatte @or/u'q, 6@45; or, pf‘%/(@/} % “h N
. 1§57 Laere/ Hilh
T | Dawse/ Cornish Bazgor, LA 19005 ,/% ,%7{?,1 pro
. 871 il Deliar Hy . o
10 Juic. Nesicr  {Bongal ph 15613 uid oo W 242 Elhna 1 carv
3 4 &L g’
/! ppeniay foce \Baimer, o J?Q///’M&W

Erngpifh 12013

5/7.445(,&/ 7% ik
/;L U‘;A ~ /ﬁ'f <o | Lmgen 1% {80/) ﬁzgﬂ« Ko bz
/ 3 j@\“\ﬁ\(@( LU\&,U\CB ?432:\‘\_5(\1:\(\\\@0(\( \\?)a\:g Wl/\/g NoME
1| ToUo Tinpee s aperon oot /;4 L formp | e
S |Pamela Teinpedg, o0 g Obmde | none
Y R A e L e
17 Bk //JAMM Hammeon 0t Gt | i,
8 Whewh Mg s g 113 \f e [reshine Pyl




Rive

r Point Logistics Petition

9‘/1"6{.

December 2021
# | PrintedName | Malling Address ignature Ernail address
i | Lym Svendsen |7 LUNARE TRAL D\QZMASNM\J
2 Lyeilte Copeeriio [ 4 7/f/v/},pé ﬁfl—:{«/% _,/’ Wﬂé@aﬁj
D Deec]v o ?o/b/mfzbw, Do / P
H fus.sxj"[, Z./A \/\J H-o ﬁ/’f’k’ (Hiz m/ Zy wz,// }év
5 |Roseara =LAy 4o Avpciie DR QZ/M% 3
b |/ miive Tosalrse o/ b6 Apndye Qo trgore
2 ko Jecsss 2hapoedn 1| G »// / @«&
y u.mPowﬁ che m’@i@m -
o e s “LS o ] PR O
Zal /g% %Z,,W/g,:cr o
\f ‘Q( )/%ﬁ‘{ OM ‘O%ET‘{‘:%) ,Ué EA&AJU,M
- Aash e Sl 1 denage Wt // 7'5/{«— >éJ¢/ L
[ LEVAPLE TRAIL ~ _
12 [ JUHN YATES Co 277
o | Magan Lowis | 0T
[S aﬂ @\'\V@X@w ng@g}z%\&\ L/\MY‘“K%’WW \%”‘an\(H&w dﬂq;\(w'““
Ib (/fbﬁw/fi;@ o4 Z\d'?)@,za //éca(/ %z(//ij/(&ﬂw;&/g -
|7 77 o Wowia Ay i i \77,,,746@ 777%7%,5{
(§ ww)m Lr[%v‘wﬂfi QL@Mf&% }VW{W%{WI |
19| Dy Bl 158 (enape I :0) b | e 1% [ encwf iy,
+0 Isteve Esfoeid [13F Lenage H- 3% &m‘b | |
2 |ndSCNRr\SOLdO wly Kior B bfbcnolor—
:fl’ ?a”at %@55 B77 Beluidee @éfm/f}ﬂaﬁ: %\/ ?de(’ﬁ\% D50 7@ :

Lo




S

River Point Logistics Petition

December 2021
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement Distriet Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Nelghborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel To’Wn'ship Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Loglstics-Neighborhood Improverent District Proposal
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Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL
for the following reasons:

There was no feasibility study conducted.
No preliminary planning conducted.
It's never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the
control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

5. None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

-&L\JN{*‘

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and

management of the UMBT residents. ‘
J2 )19/
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL
for the following reasons:

There was no feasibility study conducted.

No preliminary planning conducted.

It's never been established that the town heeds a NID.

The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the
" control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

None of the proposal’s proclaimed beneflts have been documented or substantiated.

i RNE

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents.
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We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park

Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

/,z/ 152/

represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our

UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL

for the following reasons:

PUNE

5I

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote "NO” to enacting an

There was no feasibility
No preliminary planning

study conducted.
conducted.

it's never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the
" control of a “For-Profit”

Developer,

None of the proposal’s proclaimed beneflts have been documented or substantiated.

ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents.
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We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park

Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal

/ Z/?’%z/

represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our

UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL

for the following reasons:

PWNE

There was no feasibility
No preliminary planning

study conducted.
conducted.

It's never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the

" control of a “For-Profit” Developer.
None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated,

5.

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote "NO” to enacting an

ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the contro! and
management of the UMBT residents.
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Petition
Upper Mount Bethe! Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal

f O’L/ /5/2 (

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL

for the following reasons:

PN

5.

There was no feasibility study conducted.
No preliminary planning conducted.

It's never been established that the town needs a NID.
The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the

" control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been docurnented or substantiated.

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “"NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and

management of the UMBT residents.
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Objection to the Rive

Petiti

on

Upper Mount Bethe! Township Resident’s
r Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

/2//5/2/

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Nelghborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louls Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL

for the following reasons:

There was no feasibility
No preliminary planning

“control of a “For-Profit”

Vi PLNe

study conducted.
conducted.

Developer.

It's never been established that the town needs a NID.
The authority to issue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the

None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that Is not under the contro! and
management of the UMBT residents.
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal _
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Nelghborhood improvement District Proposal
‘ Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louls Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL

for the following reasons:

There was no feasibility study conducted.

No preliminary planning conducted.

It's never been established that the town needs a NID.
The authority to Issue municipal bonds and secure municlpal foans should not be placed under the

control of a “For~Profit” Developer.
None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

LS £

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not

conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an

ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that Is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents, N e
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resldent’s Objection to the River Polnte Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposai
Petition
Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident's
Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Nelghborhood Improvement District Proposal

We the undersigned residents of UMBT are the property owners of the Community Park
represented by the UMBT Community Park Foundation. We hereby object to the
formation of a NID as proposed by RPL. The Neighborhood Improvement District as
proposed by River Point Logistics, (RPL), a Louis Pektor enterprise encompasses our
UMBT Community Park. We hereby object to the formation of a NID as proposed by RPL
for the following reasons:

There was no feasibility study conducted.

No preliminary planning conducted.

It’s never been established that the town needs a NID.

The authority to tssue municipal bonds and secure municipal loans should not be placed under the
control of a “For-Profit” Developer.

None of the proposal’s proclaimed benefits have been documented or substantiated.

o Re

We, the undersigned residents of UMBT, object to the formation of a NID that does not
conform with Pennsylvania Act§130 regarding the formation and governance of a NID.
We are demanding that on December 27, 2021, the UMBT BoS vote “NO” to enacting an
ordinance to create a NID as proposed by RPL that is not under the control and
management of the UMBT residents,

Upper Mount Bethel Township Residant’s Objection to the River Polnte Logistics-Neighborhood fmprovement District Propos;i

R

Fapl /- CCH#Py

# Printed Name =~ | Malling Address f’ s;anRe - - Email address
| Soey G o \ ( » R
Ay Bom mr el Wl N\ (N A K Ah el
SNAEY ZO(2 5 HAIY (A N y i ‘
WIIORL ~42urir | 7 Berorer s N AN ir lant™ s VoretunT o
, L |20 Shdy L Y " ’
Ty Wilkel ot | g gl ph | Sy Vel A

'.57 /?”?1’ f;.
,;% iﬂw Ff .IIJMQ

Hlan ¢ Doy L, (0 flmserdy dw/mﬁféo@f’ﬁﬂ net”
2330 ALLEGHENY

\/r_urmm Ak | m7 eoral Pi VV’(&W NATAN ) @ EPIN AT

. 10 AtuspopeAd L
PN O | e \fsa—:mu%wo 7[/ﬁ//l NAYNT Q. BOIN NET




iver Painte Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Propoesal

l‘i‘fw 'W”TF"’LrTr;fgdl ;\Jha.n':lz‘ I\Aaiiiﬁg Address Signature Email address
? “’1’ e Nl ) HPEN ol | Gl ety UBSe Y1
1,\,% At %‘2‘ '5"‘“%{12* AN | bl it ol cod]
Je b ?q S Oeldsad |
%Oéd/ mhs M!—j Aethe| (U]/f gy d Jnoombs@anmf ony
“y; sz > O\ Dl Oy
po’m JL@‘/ . AT % =7 |
L3z 5 > ,
%&)f\ wAF. o M_ 7;&;1»%5/}7‘ 128 \/azioa
o.ScmaV 20 Rlleghay R j ’ g S e
Jos epnh tht Pothr) P4 nyAﬁé%‘
LTI~ 1l B ey A G
2)/ca 72 ﬁ// 44-# , T
@( ff A,/ L 0 J h Yy arw%//dh%c?fﬂw/ a*m
d’}’ly '
Vetpnica P §
. 14\0 9‘\\? ‘Sf\x f\v\
L\’U\J\, \]lr({\)ox Vé YA )] y
z / eny
Sjcw %LM/QY?;?; ﬁﬁéﬁd %W Sparch €. P, ﬂd,‘)l
, eny | Kt
| Diage /}[7,5979’ Koad, /ﬂ/ﬁg Eqﬁf}’{ [ ?ﬁﬁi
o xR ek RD
PDodersn) larr| 7 zéiwkz &, /../L/LJZ{/.Z/// Lhcier
(C r‘ W H ‘ !
,!"'{{L,\]gﬂ_.‘g?f hoe \;c_]wuap 1 ’b{r»—glt.x ,,,\;iaﬂ" ‘“C/’L ey 'Jk;'&‘ !’f'/\’r- \,E/f

/

/‘r Sy My “{
/!




Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood improvement District Proposal

# Printed Name Mailing Address Sighature Email address
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Upper Mount Bethe! Township Resident's Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhood Improvement District Proposal
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Upper Mount Bethel Township Resident’s Objection to the River Pointe Logistics-Neighborhoad Improvement District Proposal
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