JuneDELAWARE MANUFACTURING HOUSING RELOCATION AUTHORITY
Dover Public Library
State Street

Dover, Delaware

Minutes of June 10, 2009 Meeting

IN ATTENDANCE:

Authority:

Stevan Class, Chairman

Terri Rock



Derek Strine




Ken Fuchs



Joanne Agostarola




Rick Lemire




Fred Neil

Excused:

Caron Thompson

Absent:

Raymond Paylor

Legal Counsel:
William Denman

Other

Attendees:

Scott Sipple, CPA




Ed Speraw, Code Enforcement Officer

I.
CALL TO ORDER:
Mr. Class called the meeting to order at 1:07 p.m.

II.
REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Mr. Strine made a motion to accept the minutes from the April 22, 2009
meeting.  Ms. Agostarola seconded the motion.

Unanimous approval was given by all members present by voice vote.
The motion carried with abstentions by Mr. Lemire and Mr. Neil.
The two newest members of the Board introduced themselves.  They

are Mr. Fred Neil and Mr. Richard Lemire.
III.
OLD BUSINESS:  

Mr. Neil made a motion to open old business for discussion on legislative issues.
Mr. Lemire seconded the motion.  Unanimous approval was given by all members

present by voice vote.

Mr. Neil asked what decision had been made regarding the 25 mile radius requirement.

Mr. Strine stated that it was decided that if a home was moved outside the 25 mile

radius, rather than deny an application, the Authority would be allowed to grant the

application but the tenant would be required to pay the additional transportation cost for transporting the home beyond 25 miles.  The RTA would also pay the set up costs.
Mr. Neil asked if the RTA actively searches out new locations for homes that must 

be relocated or are tenants just given names of parks as opposed to advising them where the RTA can place them.  

Ms. Rock stated that searching out new locations for homes is not the Board’s responsibility. 

Mr. Class stated the Board has a very narrowly defined scope and also the Board is comprised of volunteers with a limited amount of time.  The scope of the Authority  has expanded with the passing of HB 504 and the requirement that a copy of the bill along with a registration form be sent annually to every manufactured home community in the state of Delaware.
 Also, pending legislation came out of committee today which will increase the scope of the RTA even more.

Mr. Lemire stated when a community is closed down and homes want to relocate, a lot

of the parks won’t take anything over 5 yrs old.  How does the RTA address that age

limit?


Mr. Strine stated that is a point that should be brought up under new business.  The


Board has had a lot of discussion on this issue over the last few years and the issue


of valuation.

Ms. Rock stated the community makes the decision on age of a home.  The Board
has had discussions on appraised market value, but no cap amount was ever decided upon.

Mr. Denman stated in response to Mr. Neil’s inquiry, when a community owner plans to close a park and files a relocation plan with the RTA, they have to identify other parks that are out there that may be able to take a tenant’s home. If for some reason a home is determined to be non-relocatable, that tenant is allowed to file an application for benefits.  If the tenant establishes that it is a non-relocatable home, the RTA has

to determine the appropriate amount of compensation for that tenant.  
The trust fund as a limited amount of funds available, but the Board has never been able to reach a consensus or set a maximum benefit that such an applicant could have, thereby exposing the trust fund to claims in excess of the funds available.
The problem that still exists today with regard to non-relocatable homes, is that the RTA is authorized by statue to set a maximum amount to be paid for a non-relocatable home, but the board has been unable to do that.  The maximum amount is a controversial issue.
Ms. Rock stated the state law states you cannot discriminate because of the age of the home. However, each community has criteria.
Mr. Class stated the biggest problem he could see in the future is that they are not building new communities and we are losing existing communities. 
IV.      NEW BUSINESS:

A.
ADMINISTRATIVE REPORT:

Ms. Sisco reported that the website is up to date with the posting of the minutes and an updated list of board members has also been posted.


All board members were sent an updated board member contact list in


the mail.


Ms. Sisco stated only one of the communities contributing to the trust fund


has not registered with the RTA.  Mr. Denman will be sending them a letter.


Ms. Sisco reported that no additional incorporation papers and by-laws have

been received from homeowner associations that have registered with the 

RTA.  Those who have not sent the required paperwork in have received a

letter and also a follow up phone call.  



Mr. Speraw’s inspection and mileage log was sent to all board members.


Ms. Sisco stated when she receives the park inspection reports, she scans



them and sends them to Mr. Class, Mr. Strine and Mr. Denman.  Mr. Denman

in turn advises her which parks need to be sent the standard form letter regarding the RTA inspector’s count of homes and the amount of homes reported in their quarterly assessment.  When replies are received, a copy is

sent to Mr. Class and Mr. Denman.
B.
FINANCIAL REPORT:


Mr. Scott Sipple gave an overview of the financial report.
Mr. Strine raised the question if there was some way to go back and 


review all the quarterly assessment reports and send a letter to those


community owners that may have under reported the amount of homes in


their parks.


Mr. Sipple stated he receives copies of Ed’s inspection reports.

He has some questions which he hopes to address at the next meeting in September regarding this issue and also the issue of parks found not to be contributing to the fund.



Mr. Denman asked how close is the RTA getting to the point where we 



have a strong degree of confidence that the Division of Revenue reports



that come out quarterly reflect the accurate amount of money owed to 



the trust fund by communities.  Letters need to start going out to those



communities who owe money to the trust fund.

Mr. Sipple stated he is in the process of discussing the reports with Ms. 

Hambleton in the Division of Revenue.
Mr. Sipple stated he feels the best way to handle this report is to have it broken

down by units as well as by dollars.  Right now it is only broken down by 

dollars.

Discussion followed on the reporting process used by community owners on the quarterly assessment form they send to the Division of Revenue.
Discussion then followed on Ms. Sisco resuming the process of sending letters out to those communities that owe delinquent payments to the RTA.

C.
CODE ENFORCEMENT OFFICER REPORT:

Mr. Speraw stated that in some of his inspection reports, there is a


discrepancy between what the RTA count is and what he counts.


One of the explanations is that the community owner owns


the homes.

Mr. Speraw stated when he goes out to do inspections, he takes back roads to get to the known communities and that is how he comes upon communities that are not contributing to the trust fund.

When he locates an unknown community, he tries to obtain the name and

address and puts this information on an inspection report. 
Mr. Denman states he gets a copy of Ed’s inspection reports and this information allows him to send the owners a standard letter regarding the statue and having to contribute to the RTA.

Mr. Denman stated that Ed’s efforts at finding non-contributing parks is going
to benefit the RTA in the long run because the RTA is going to eventually get

the money owed to the fund.
Mr. Neil submitted a proposal for new legislation that would provide for 

penalties for non-paying communities.  A copy is attached to these minutes.

After discussion, the Board requested legal counsel to look into the type of
Penalties being assessed under other state statutes and report back to the Board

at the next meeting.


D.
EXECUTIVE SESSION:


At 3:15 p.m., Mr. Strine made the motion to go into Executive Session to

discuss various legal and personnel matters.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Neil.  


Unanimous approval was given by all members present by voice vote.

The motion carried.

At 3:30 p.m., Mr. Strine made the motion to go out of Executive Session

Seconded by Mr. Fuchs.  


Unanimous approval was given by all members present by voice vote.

The motion carried.

E.
ADJOURNMENT:

As there was no further business before the Board, the motion was made for

adjournment by Mr. Fuchs, seconded by Ms. Rock.  After unanimous 

approval from the members present, the meeting was adjourned.

There will be no board meetings held during the months of July and August.

The next regularly scheduled meeting will be held on September 9, 2009.

Respectfully submitted,
Susan Sisco
Administrative Assistant
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