








Commenting on policies and 
regulations…

Each and every day, PSATS staff 
reviews and comments on proposed 
regulations, draft legislation, and state 
policies that will have an impact — 
good and bad — on townships. For 
example, in 2009, the Association 
commented on more than 20 regula‑ 
tions dealing with such issues as record-
keeping, gas and oil well permit fees, 
and industrial housing.

Testifying before the 
legislature…

Legislative committees frequently ask 
PSATS, its Executive Board, and mem-
bers to testify on issues that impact 
townships. Last year, for example, the 
Association outlined its legislative 
priorities before a joint hearing of the 
House and Senate Local Government 
Committees. 

We also spoke on the financial 
condition of townships before the 
House Majority Policy Committee, 
supported legislation that would 
authorize electronic legal advertising 
before the House Commerce Commit-
tee, and shared our views on the federal 
stimulus package with the House 
Intergovernmental Affairs Committee.

Partnering with other  
local government groups  
and coalitions…

Since townships, boroughs, and coun-
ties face many of the same issues, PSATS 
has developed a solid working relation-
ship with the organizations that represent 
our local government counterparts. For 

example, PSATS worked closely with the 
other local government associations to 
develop and promote the optional county 
sales tax proposal. And we continue to 
partner with them to increase outdated 
bidding limits and implement legal adver-
tising reforms.

In addition, PSATS often participates 
in coalitions to promote other important 
issues, such as transportation funding 
and prevailing wage reforms.

Working with state  
agencies, boards, and 
commissions…

PSATS also works closely with state 
agencies, boards, and commissions to 
influence their policies and share the 
local government perspective. In recent 
months, PSATS has been meeting with 
representatives from the state Depart-
ment of Transportation to convince 
them to alter their controversial storm-

Each year, PSATS testifies on a number of legislative issues. Here, before the House and Senate 
Local Government Committees, PSATS Second Vice President Les Houck, left, and former Execu-
tive Director R. Keith Hite outline a long list of challenges facing townships. (Socolow Photography)

Psats: Always Working for You

PSATS is a full-service member organization that has one mission: to 

strengthen and preserve township government. Here are just a few of 

the ways that we work to accomplish that goal:
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water maintenance policies for state 
roads. PSATS, through Executive Board 
member Bill Hawk, also provides critical 
input to the State Planning Board.

Lobbying the General 
Assembly on behalf of 
townships…

In 2009, PSATS monitored 768 bills 
that could potentially impact townships. 
A vast majority of these, however, never 
saw the light of day, thanks in large part 
to PSATS’ diligence. The Association 
maintains a strong presence in Harris-
burg by attending committee meetings 
where township legislation is discussed 
and meeting frequently with legislators to 
promote PSATS policies and resolutions.

Coordinating the Grassroots 
Lobbying Network…

Since its inception a few years ago, 
the Grassroots Lobbying Network has 
grown to more than 600 members, a 
coalition that stands ready to act on 

important legislative issues. Keeping 
network members up to date and 
informed is PSATS’ job. 

Each week, we send out an e-mail 
that summarizes events unfolding in 
Harrisburg. The Association also signs 
up new members, hosts network strategy 
sessions, has developed a special network 
Web site, and is appointing district 
coordinators to keep participants active 
and involved.

Answering your questions…
Got a question about a new law or how 

to handle an issue in your township? Sim-
ply pick up the phone or send an e-mail to 
PSATS, your local government expert. 

In 2009, PSATS answered 5,091 phone 
calls from township officials, who posed 
questions on everything from the Town-
ship Code to the Sunshine Law. Of these 
calls, 1,039 were requests for ordinances, 
policies, and personnel regulations. The 
Association’s staff also responded to 
1,225 of your e-mails. 

Each year, hundreds of township officials, many of them members of the PSATS Grassroots Lobby-
ing Network, attend the Legislative Reception held in Harrisburg during PSATS’ Annual Conference. 
They have one goal in mind: to further the cause of township government. Here, Rep. Mario Scav-
ello, right, discusses issues with Nancy May of Polk Township, Monroe County. (Socolow Photography)

Since its inception 
a few years ago,  

the Grassroots 
Lobbying Network 
has grown to more 
than 600 members.

Legislatively Speaking
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In 2009, the Commonwealth Court up-
held the right of township supervisors to 
express an opinion on a matter without 
suffering consequences, such as being 
disqualified from related discussions and 
votes. (Stephen Moyer Photography)

PSATS is monitoring a case before the 
Montgomery County Court of Common 
Pleas that will determine if e-mails sent 
between township supervisors on their 
personal computers are public records.

In the Courts

PSATS Plays Role in  
Significant Court Cases

This decision upheld  
the right of township 
supervisors to  
express an opinion  
on issues without  
suffering consequences.

B ecause the courts can have a 
profound impact on townships, 
the Association, through its 

Township Legal Defense Partnership, 
continues to monitor cases at the 
appellate level that are expected to have 
statewide significance. 

Here is an overview of some impor-
tant cases that the Association was 
either involved in through the Township 
Legal Defense Partnership or followed 
during the past year:

Beverly Schenck v. Center Township 
— This Right-to-Know Law case, decided 
in favor of the township in 2009, found 
that information about pending litigation, 
passed between the township solicitor 
and the supervisors, is not a public record. 

PSATS has been following this case for 
several years, and it eventually wound up 
in state Supreme Court, which dismissed 
Schenck’s appeal. This meant that the 
earlier Commonwealth Court decision, 
which supported the township, would 
stand. The case’s significance has been 
altered, but not eliminated, by the enact-
ment of the new Right-to-Know Law.

Crandall, et al. v. Pennsbury Town-
ship Board of Supervisors, et al — This 
Commonwealth Court decision, another 
important victory for townships, upheld 
the right of township supervisors to 
express an opinion on issues without 
suffering consequences. A previous 
ruling would have disqualified a supervi-
sor who had offered an opinion on a 
matter before the board from participat-
ing in related discussions and votes. 

PSATS, however, successfully argued 
that the right of local elected officials to 
express opinions on matters of public 
concern is an important attribute of local 
government. The court agreed.

In Re: Agricultural Security Area in 
East Lampeter Township, Lancaster 
County — The Commonwealth Court 
dealt a blow to townships in this case, 
which focused on the establishment of 
an agricultural conservation area. In 
handing down its ruling, the court 
agreed with the Lancaster County Court 
of Common Pleas, which held that the 
township must approve all applications 
that meet the requirements for inclusion 
in the preserved area.

Schuylkill Township v. Pennsylvania 
Builders Association — PSATS is 
awaiting a decision in this pivotal 
Uniform Construction Code case, now 
before the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. 
PSATS hopes that the court will answer 
an important question: What criteria 
must be met for a township to enact 
building code requirements that are 
more stringent than those in the UCC?

Township of Worcester v. Common-
wealth of PA, Office of Open Records, 
and James Mollick — PSATS is keeping 
a close eye on this Right-to Know Law 
case, currently on appeal before the 
Montgomery County Court of Common 
Pleas. It will eventually determine 
whether e-mails sent between township 
supervisors on their personal computers 
are public records.
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President 
Kenneth L. Grimes, Upper Tulpehocken Township, Berks County

First Vice President 
John A. Haiko, West Bradford Township, Chester County (Board Chairman)

Second Vice President 
Lester O. Houck, Salisbury Township, Lancaster County 

Secretary-Treasurer 
Tim L. Horner, Chapman Township, Clinton County (Board Vice Chairman)

Assistant Secretary-Treasurer 
Shirl Barnhart, Morgan Township, Greene County

Executive Committee

Andrew J. Boni, Perry Township, Fayette County

Michael Dennehy Jr., Township of Pine, Allegheny County

Dennis Hameister, Harris Township, Centre County

William B. Hawk, Lower Paxton Township, Dauphin County

Michael Keller, Fox Township, Elk County

Brian McGrath, Millcreek Township, Erie County

Marvin G. Meteer, Wyalusing Township, Bradford County

Psats Executive Board
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of Township Supervisors 
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Phone: (717) 763-0930
Fax: (717) 763-9732
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