WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Agenda
Wednesday, August 28, 2019
6:30 p.m.

West Whiteland
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Call To Order
Pledge of Allegiance
ANNOUNCEMENTS:
Neighborhood University classes begin September 12. Enroll at www.nugwc.org
PUBLIC COMMENT: Comments from audience about items not on the agenda
PRESENTATION:
Presentation about Chester County Library Services
HEARINGS & PLANS:
1. Johnson Matthey Preliminary/Final Land Development
2. Exton Park Preliminary/Final Land Development
CONSENT AGENDA:
1. Accounts Payable Warrant Report
2. Resolution 2019-xx Disposition of Media
BUSINESS:
1. Approval of August 14, 2019 Minutes
2. Township Commission Updates from Board Liaisons
3. Bid Award Recommendation: SCADA
4. July Financial Report
5. Staff Updates
Adjournment

Next Meeting: September 11, 2019
Next Ordinance: 450
Next Resolution: 2019-29

***Note: Meeting Packets can be found on Township website***

West Whiteland Township
Board of Supervisors

West Whiteland
Eiiii

Meeting Etiquette for Public Meetings

•

The Board of Supervisors welcomes the opportunity to listen to citizens’ comments on
matters involving Township business. To maintain a respectful and productive
atmosphere for public discussion, the following guidelines will apply:
1) Those with questions or comments for anyone at the meeting are expected to
keep the substance and tone respectful.
2) Only one person speaks at a time.
3) Commenters will share their name and address for the minutes.
4) In the interest of time, the Board may limit speakers to three minutes each.
When meetings involve long agendas and/or topics about which many people may
want to comment, the following additional ground rules may apply:
5) The Board has discretion to decide that first preference for speaking will be
given to West Whiteland residents, followed by non-residents if time permits.
The Chairman will announce at the beginning of the meeting when this
procedure will apply and ask that all speakers give their name and address.
6) In the interest of time, all speakers must come to the microphone and form a
line near the microphone prior to speaking. The audience will refrain from
asking questions or responding to speakers or the Supervisors from their chairs.
7) Speakers will be asked to keep their comments as brief as possible and limit
repetition of comments to allow time for others to get their turn at the
microphone.
8) Time limits may be set when needed to leave enough time for the other items
on the agenda.

MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE:

Board of Supervisors
Mimi Gleason

-

West Whiteland

Presentation about Chester County Library Services
August 28, 2019

Recommended Motion
None at this time.
Background
Marguerite Dube, the Executive Director of the Chester County Library, will give a brief overview
of the services provided by the Chester County Library, as well as the long-time cooperative
working relationship with West Whiteland Township.

MEMORANDUM
DATE: August 23, 2019

West Whiteland

TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: Johnson Matthey, Inc.
Land development plan
APPLICANT: PROTECS, LLC

5110 Campus Dr.
Plymouth Meeting, PA 19462

SITE ADDRESS: Johnson Matthey, Inc.
1401 King Rd.

West Chester, PA 19380

TAX PARCEL: 41-6-45.1
ZONING: I-1, Limited Industrial
DESCRIPTION: Construction of a 1,100 sq.ft. building addition and other site
improvements at the existing Johnson Matthey site.

EXPIRES: September 16, 2019
Recommended Motion
To approve the land development plan of Johnson Matthey, Inc. for the construction of a
1,100 sq.ft. building addition and other site improvements at 1401 King Rd. as depicted
on the 2-sheet plan set prepared by Donohue Engineering, LLC, dated June 17, 2019 and
most recently revised August 2, 2019 with the following seven (7) conditions:
1. The plan is approved as a final plan pursuant to §281-10.H of the West Whiteland
Township Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance (“S/LDO”).
2. Payment of a traffic impact fee of $1,219.65, pursuant to Township Ordinance No.
427 and the Traffic Planning and Design review dated July 10, 2019. Payment in
full shall be made at or prior to the time that application is made for the first
building permit required for the improvements depicted on the plan
3. Payment of a fee 1 in lieu of preservation of open space, pursuant to §281-47.C of
the S/LDO. The fee shall be paid in full at or prior to the time that application is
made for the building permit for the improvements depicted on the plan.
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The precise amount of the fee varies according to the Consumer Price Index and is calculated at the time of
payment. As of this writing, the fee for this project is approximately $1,000.

4. All remaining consultant concerns shall be addressed to the satisfaction of the Township,
including specifically the need for additional analysis of the stormwater management
facilities described in comments #4 and #5 of the Spotts, Stevens and McCoy (“SSM”)
review dated August 21, 2019.
5. Execution and recording of the Township’s Stormwater Management Facilities
Maintenance Agreement pursuant to Township practice. If the Applicant makes no
material revisions or additions to the standard form of the said Agreement, then the Board
hereby authorizes the Township Manager to sign the Agreement on behalf of the
Township. In the event that such an Agreement already exists for the current stormwater
management facilities, an amendment of that Agreement to include the revisions to those
facilities as shown on the plan shall be deemed sufficient to satisfy this condition; there
should not be multiple Agreements for a single facility.
6. Execution of a Developer Agreement and a Financial Security Agreement pursuant to
Township practice. The amount of such security shall be based upon construction cost
estimates for the site improvements, including landscaping, to be provided by the
Applicant, which shall be reviewed and deemed sufficient by SSM. If the Applicant makes
no material revisions or additions to the standard form of the said agreements, then the
Board hereby authorizes the Township Manager to sign these forms on behalf of the
Township.
7. Payment of all outstanding Township invoices within thirty days of the date of final plan
approval or at time of application for a building permit, whichever comes first.
Background
The project site is the Johnson Matthey light industrial facility, consisting of two principal
buildings on a 20-acre lot abutting East Whiteland Township. The lot slopes gently down from
the King Rd. frontage; there are no regulated steep slope areas. The northwest corner of the
property is wooded and includes a FEMA-designated floodplain area of about 1.1 acres.
The Applicant is proposing a 1,100 sq.ft. one-story addition to the larger of the two main
buildings along with other site improvements. The Zoning Officer has determined that the
zoning data shown on the drawing are correct and that the plan complies with all applicable
provisions of the West Whiteland Township Zoning Ordinance (“Zoning”). We note that the
proposed addition will result in a parking deficit of forty spaces, but the Applicant has
demonstrated that the existing parking area is well in excess of their needs. Section 32539.H(2) of the Zoning allows developments to provide fewer parking spaces than required as
long as there is sufficient space on the property to provide the additional spaces. The Zoning
Officer is satisfied that the undeveloped portion of the lot is ample to provide forty more
parking spaces should they be needed and has therefore determined that this aspect of the
plan is consistent with the Zoning.
The property is within 300 feet of a Township Historic Resource (Site #003, Morstein Station,
Class I) and was therefore reviewed by the Township Historical Commission at their meeting
of July 8, 2019. At the conclusion of discussion, the Commission passed a motion that the
project would have no adverse impact upon the resource; the motion did not include any
recommended conditions of approval.
The Township Planning Commission reviewed this plan at their meeting of July 16, 2019. At
the conclusion of discussion, the Commission unanimously passed a motion recommending
Board approval of the plan, subject to various conditions. The Recommended Motion above
includes all the conditions from the Commission motion except for one requiring additional
trees. Staff has deleted this condition since the Applicant has added the trees to the current
2

plan, consistent with the direction of the Commission.
Tonight is the Applicant’s first presentation of this project to the Board.
Consultant Reviews
Since no new exterior lighting is proposed, there is no review from Stubbe Consulting. Prior
reviews by the Chief of Police, the Director of Public Works, and the Fire Marshal all indicated
no concerns regarding this plan.
•

SSM review dated August 21, 2019. Comments #4 and #5 direct additional analysis to
confirm compliance with the Stormwater Management Ordinance. We note that the
results of these analyses would require at most only minor modifications to the
facilities, so resolution of these concerns are appropriate as conditions of approval.
The remaining comments either direct minor revisions or are administrative items.

•

Theurkauf Design and Planning review dated August 13, 2019. When an addition is
proposed to an existing structure, it has been our practice to limit the landscaping
requirement to the area of new construction. In this case, the proposed improvement
is so small that no new landscaping is required. Comment #2 notes only the need for a
minor revision to the plan notes regarding tree protection fencing.
The Planning Commission motion recommending approval of this plan included a
condition that the Applicant provide “not less than five trees between the area of the
proposed improvements and King Rd. as a visual buffer.” The Applicant has revised
the plan to include these trees, so this condition is not part of the Recommended
Motion shown above.

•

Traffic Planning and Design review dated August 21, 2019. Comment #2 questions
the design of the proposed driveway, but this was addressed to the satisfaction of the
Planning Commission at the July 16 meeting. Staff considers this matter resolved.
Comment #3 directs a minor revision to the curb ramp design.
The review dated July 10, 2019 advised that this project is subject to payment of a
traffic impact fee in the amount of $1,219.65 for one new p.m. peak-hour trip.
Payment of this fee is included in the Recommended Motion.

•

Chester County Planning Commission review dated July 15, 2019. Comment #1
advises that the project is consistent with the County’s Comprehensive Plan.
Comments #5 through #7 identify minor corrections needed to various plan notes.

Staff Comment
Staff concurs with the recommendation of the Planning Commission and has no objection to
Board action on the Recommended Motion. The motion does not include execution of the
landscaping restrictive covenant required for most land development plans since no new
landscaping is required by the S/LDO.
Attachments
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

SSM review dated August 21, 2019.
Theurkauf review dated August 13, 2019.
TPD review dated August 21, 2019.
Chester County Planning Commission review dated July 15, 2019.
Plan set dated June 17, 2019, most recently revised August 2, 2019.

Plans\JKLM\Johnson Matthey\Weller BOS memo - 190823
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Spotts, Stevens and McCoy
1047 N. Park Road > P.O. Box 6307 > Reading PA 19610-0307
610.621.2000 > F. 610.621.2001 > SSMGROUP.COM

( > SSM
August 21, 2019
Mr. John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Johnson Matthey One-Story Addition
Final Land Development Plan
SSM File 101008.0329

Dear Mr. Weller:
We have reviewed the above-referenced submission consisting of the following:
 Johnson Matthey, Inc., Final Land Development Plans (2 Sheets), prepared by Donohue Engineering,
LLC, dated June 17, 2019; most recently revised August 2, 2019
 Johnson Matthey, Inc., Stormwater Calculations, prepared by Donohue Engineering, LLC, dated
August 2, 2019;
The applicant is proposing a one-story 1,100 square foot building addition for additional manufacturing
support space on a 20.0 acre parcel. The project will also include a paved driveway for access to the addition
and concrete sidewalk to facilitate access to the addition and to improve the existing egress from the facility.
The site is located along King Road (SR 2022) and is within the I-1 Limited Industrial Zoning District.
Issues regarding landscaping and buffering, traffic and pedestrian circulation, and lighting will be addressed
by Theurkauf Design and Planning, Traffic Planning and Design (TPD), and Stan Stubbe respectively.
We have the following comments:

COMPLIANCE WITH SUBDIVISION AND LAND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
1.
2.
3.

The Section 281-17.G certification by the engineer and surveyor who prepared the plan shall be
added to the plan. The certification shall be sealed and signed prior to the Township endorsing the
plan.
An improvements agreement and guarantee will be required, Section 281-54.
A space for acknowledgment by the County Recorder of Deeds shall be provided, Section 28117.D(1)(s).

COMPLIANCE WITH STORMWATER ORDINANCE
Background
The analysis considers two drainage areas; Drainage Area #1 (DA#1) which drains to an existing swale along
the east side of the building and DA#2 which drains to an existing storm sewer system and eventually into an
existing infiltration basin on the applicant’s property. The intent of the design is to divert runoff from DA#1

ENGINEERING | SURVEYING | ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Mr. John Weller | West Whiteland Township
SSM File 101008.0329
August 21, 2019
Page 2 of 2

( > SSM

to DA#2, thus decreasing the runoff of DA#1 and utilizing the existing infiltration basin either as it currently
exists or with minor modifications.
4.
The post construction total runoff volume shall not exceed the predevelopment total runoff volume
for all storms equal to or less than the two-year, twenty-four-hour-duration precipitation (design
storm). The water quality and runoff volume to be managed shall consist of any runoff volume
generated by the proposed regulated activity over and above the predevelopment total runoff volume
and shall be captured and permanently retained or infiltrated on the site. Permanent retention options
may include, but are not limited to, reuse, evaporation, transpiration, and infiltration, Section 27019.A. For modeling purposes, the analysis shall utilize the ground cover assumptions presented in
Section 270-23.D, Section 270-19.B. The analysis utilizes the rational method for determining the
required volume. The rational method does not provide for a twenty-four-hour-duration precipitation.
We recommend that PaDEP Worksheet 4 be utilized for determining the required volume.
5.
We concur that there will not be an increase in the runoff rate from DA#1 (to the swale along the
eastern side of the building). However, the analysis must evaluate whether or not the existing
infiltration basin has sufficient capacity for the increase in runoff from DA#2, Section 270-22.A. The
rate analysis shall utilize the ground cover assumptions presented in Section 270-23.D, Section 27022.B.
6.
Financial security shall be provided for the construction of all stormwater management facilities,
Section 270-10.
7.
The applicant shall provide the Township with a “letter of adequacy” from the Chester County
Conservation District for the E&S Plan prior to the Township endorsing the plan, Section 27017.A(1)(a).
8.
The applicant statement of Section 270-32.A(3) and the design engineer signature block of Section
270-32.A(4) shall be added to the plan and signed prior to the Township endorsing the plan.
9.
A stormwater operation and maintenance agreement shall be provided, Section 270-43.
10.
An easement shall be provided to grant the Township the right, but not the duty, to access the BMPs
from a public right-of-way, Section 270-44.A(5).
11.
The plan appears to propose a forebay at the discharge of the storm sewer system into the infiltration
basin. This feature shall be labelled and appropriate details provided.
12.
Additional stormwater notes may be required once a revised stormwater design has been submitted
and reviewed.
Please contact me if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
Spotts, Stevens and McCoy

Kent D. Morey, P.E.
Senior Engineer
kent.morey@ssmgroup.com
cc:

Mark Stabolepszy, P.E.

MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Weller, AICP, West Whiteland Township Director of Planning and Zoning
Justin Smiley, AICP, Township Planner
Thomas E. Donohue, P.E., Donohue Engineering, LLC

FROM:

Edward A. Theurkauf, RLA, ASLA, APA
Kelsey P. Stanton, ASLA

DATE:

August 13, 2019

SUBJECT:

REVIEW COMMENTS – JOHNSON MATTHEY BUILDING EXPANSION
LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN DATED 8-2-19

Please note our review comments pertaining to the following document received on 8-10-19, and to a
site visit on 7-1-19:
•

Land Development Plan from Donohue Engineering consisting of 2 sheets.

Issues that have been addressed are so noted. New comments are in bold.

1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com

REVIEW COMMENTS – JOHNSON MATTHEY BUILDING EXPANSION
LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN DATED 8-2-19

Page |2

August 13, 2019
1.

Applicability – The plan proposes five evergreen trees not subject to Township landscaping
standards. In addition, the Township has verified that the ornamental trees to be removed are
not subject to Township requirements.
Since the trees are not part of any Township planting standards, their review is not required.

2.

Tree Protection – Section 281-34.D.4.a (SLDO) requires protective fencing for existing trees to
remain. Fencing shall be placed outside the critical root zone, which extends from the trunk a
distance equal to 12 times the trunk diameter, or to the dripline, whichever distance is greater.
Tree protection fencing shall be installed prior to any earth disturbance and maintained by the
applicant while in place.
The plan has been revised to indicate protective fencing for existing trees to remain. The
General Notes shall be revised to require installation of tree protection fencing prior to any
earth disturbance. In addition, a detail for tree protection fencing consistent with Appendix I of
the SLDO shall be provided.

3.

Landscape Plan – This issue is resolved.

4.

Cost Estimate – This issue is resolved.

5.

Conclusion – The plan shall be revised to address tree protection concerns prior to recording.

Please call if there are any questions.

1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com
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TRAFFIC PLANNING AND DESIGN, INC.
WWW.TRAFFICPD.COM

August 21, 2019
Ms. Mimi Gleason, Township Manager
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Johnson Matthey, Inc., 1,100 S.F. Addition
Land Development Plan Review
West Whiteland Township, Chester County
TPD# WWT.A.00097

Dear Mimi:
In our role as Township Traffic Engineer, Traffic Planning and Design, Inc. (TPD) has reviewed the
Land Development Plans prepared by Donohue Engineering, LLC, dated June 17, 2019, last revised
August 2, 2019, which were received in our office on August 8, 2019.
Based on our review, we offer the following comments using the same numbering system as our
July 10 review letter for those comments not yet addressed.
Previous Plan Comments
2. A 15 foot wide driveway is proposed along the front of the building between the existing
parking lot and the proposed addition. The purpose of this driveway is unclear. If the
driveway will be accessed by deliver trucks or other vehicles, truck turning templates should
be provided for the appropriate vehicle type demonstrating how the driveway wi ll accessea.
3. The sidewalk has been extended to the west along the front of Building 1 to the handicap
parking space as requested in our previous review. However, the corner ramp detail on Sheet
2 should be revised to be a Type lA curb ramp in accordance with PennDOT Standards for
Roadway Construction, Publication 72M, RC-67M.

2500 East High Street, Suite 650
Pottstown. PA 19464

610.326.3100
TrafficPD@TrafficPD.com

Ms. Mimi Gleason
August 21, 2019
Page 2
We reserve the right to make additional comments upon receipt of subsequent submissions.

Sincerely,

Kevin L. Johnson, P.E.

President
kj ohnson@TrafficPD.com
Cc:

John Weller, AICP
Justin Smiley, AICP
Ted Otteni, P.E.
Jerry Baker, P.E.
Eric Hammond, TPD

- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

2500 East High Street, Suite 650
Pottstown, PA 19464

610.326.3100
TrafficPD@TrafficPD.com

-

THE COUNTY OF CHESTER
COMMISSIONERS
Michelle Kichline
Kathi Cozzone
Terence Fan-ell
Btian N . O'Leary, AICP
Executive Director

PLANNING COMMISSION
Government Services Center, Suite 270
601 Westtown Road
P. 0 . Box 2747
West Chester, PA 19380-0990
(610) 344-6285
Fax (610) 344-6515

July 15, 2019
John R. Weller, AICP, Director of Planning & Zoning
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
Re:
#

Preliminary/Final Land Development - Johnson Matthey, Inc.
West Whiteland Township – LD-06-19-15964

Dear Mr. Weller:
A Preliminary/Final Land Development Plan entitled "Johnson Matthey, Inc.", prepared by Donohue
Engineering, LLC, and dated June 17, 2019, was received by this office on June 21, 2019. This plan is
reviewed by the Chester County Planning Commission in accord with the provisions of Section 502 of the
Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. We offer the following comments on the proposed land
development for your consideration.
PROJECT SUMMARY:
Location:
Site Acreage:
Lots/Units:
Non-Res. Square Footage:
Proposed Land Use:
New Parking Spaces:
Municipal Land Use Plan Designation:
UPI#:

north side of King Road, east of Phoenixville Pike
20.00
1 Lot
1,100
Addition to existing industrial building
0
BP Business Park
41-6-45.1

PROPOSAL:
The applicant proposes the construction of a 1,100 square foot building addition to “Building 1.” No new
sewage disposal or water supply is proposed by the current plan submission. The project site is located in
the I-1 Limited Industrial zoning district. The project site adjoins East Whiteland Township to the east.

RECOMMENDATION: The County Planning Commission recommends that the issues raised in this
letter should be addressed and all Township issues should be resolved before action is taken on this
land development plan.

Email: ccplanning@chesco.org

●

website: www.chescoplanning.org

Page:
Re:
#
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Preliminary/Final Land Development - Johnson Matthey, Inc.
West Whiteland Township – LD-06-19-15964

COUNTY POLICY:
LANDSCAPES:
1.

The project site is located within the Suburban Landscape designation of Landscapes3, the
2018 County Comprehensive Plan. The vision for the Suburban Landscape is predominantly
residential communities with locally-oriented commercial uses and facilities, accommodating
growth at a medium density that retains a focus on residential neighborhoods, with enhancements
in housing diversity and affordability. Additionally, roads, sidewalks and paths with convenient
access to parks and community facilities should be provided. The proposed land development is
consistent with the objectives of the Suburban Landscape.

WATERSHEDS:
2.

Watersheds, the water resources component of Landscapes3, indicates the proposed development
is located within the Valley Creek (West) subbasin of the Brandywine Creek watershed.
Watersheds’ highest priority land use objectives within this watershed are: reduce stormwater
runoff, restore water quality of “impaired” streams, and protect vegetated riparian corridors.
Watersheds can be accessed at www.chesco.org/water.
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LD-06-19-15964

Parcel Info: Parcel(s): 41-6-45.1
(Main)Address : 1401 King Rd.
Municipality: VVest Wiiteland Twp.

Im age Info: Date Taken: 2014
Source : CCPC, 2017

•
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Parcel

Other Parcels

+

Note: The CCPC makes every e1'for1 to ensure
this map is free of errors but does not guarantee
lhe map or its features 10 be spatially or temporally

accurate.
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3
Preliminary/Final Land Development - Johnson Matthey, Inc.
West Whiteland Township – LD-06-19-15964
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Site Plan Detail, Sheet 1: Preliminary/Final Land Development - Johnson Matthey, Inc.
PRIMARY ISSUES:
3.

The site plan and the Chester County Pipeline Information Center Mapping Application indicate
that the project site is traversed by hazardous liquid and natural gas pipelines. We suggest that
the applicant contact the pipeline operator to ensure that the application does not result in any
encroachments into the pipeline rights-of-way. It is recommended that the plan include the field
survey location of the pipeline, the size, material and depth (if known), and the type of product
typically being transported through the pipeline. Pipeline operator contact information is located
on the pipeline markers within the easement and can also be found at the Chester County Pipeline
Information Center Pipeline Operators page: http://www.chescoplanning.org/pic/operators.cfm.

Page:
Re:
#
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Preliminary/Final Land Development - Johnson Matthey, Inc.
West Whiteland Township – LD-06-19-15964

ADMINISTRATIVE ISSUES:
4.

Land disturbance and land development activities that occur within Chester County must comply
with the County-wide Act 167 Stormwater Management Plan for Chester County, PA (July
2013) and the associated Act 167 stormwater management ordinance standards adopted by each
municipality.

5.

The plan incorrectly identifies that the UPI-Uniform Parcel Identifier number of the site is UPI# 416-45.2, rather than 41-6-45.1. This should be corrected by the applicant. The Chester County
Recorder of Deeds Office requires that the correct UPI numbers be identified on all subdivision and
land development plans submitted for recording.

6.

General Note 9 contains an outdated reference to a 1996 Flood Insurance Rate Map. We recommend
that the plan be revised to identify current floodplain mapping. Further information on this matter,
including links to interactive online FEMA mapping, is currently available at:
https://www.chesco.org/3458/Flooding-Floodplains.

7.

For clarity purposes, we recommend that the reference to the “Chester County Courthouse” in
General Note 1 be changed to the “Chester County Recorder of Deeds Office.”

8.

A minimum of four (4) copies of the plan should be presented at the Chester County Planning
Commission for endorsement to permit recording of the final plan in accord with the procedures of
Act 247, the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, and to meet the requirements of the
Recorder of Deeds and the Assessment Office.

This report does not review the plan for compliance to all aspects of your ordinance, as this is more
appropriately done by agents of West Whiteland Township. However, we appreciate the opportunity to
review and comment on this plan. The staff of the Chester County Planning Commission is available to you
to discuss this and other matters in more detail.
Sincerely,

Paul Farkas
Senior Review Planner
cc:

Sidney H. Biddle Protecs, LLC
Johnson Matthey, Inc.
Donohue Engineering, LLC
Zachary Barner, AICP, Director of Planning & Development, East Whiteland Township

MEMORANDUM
DATE: August 23, 2019

West Whiteland

TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area
Land development plan
APPLICANT: West Whiteland Township

Department of Public Works
101 Commerce Dr.
Exton, PA 19341

SITE ADDRESS: Exton Park
900 E. Swedesford Rd.
Exton, PA 19341

TAX PARCEL: 41-2-84.11
ZONING: R-1, Residential
DESCRIPTION: Construction of two parking lots, a playground, recreational

trails, various outbuildings, and related improvements on the
Township-owned portion of Exton Park.

EXPIRES: September 16, 2019
Recommended Motion
To approve the land development plan entitled “Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation
Area” as depicted on the 42-sheet plan set prepared by T&M Associates dated June 10,
2019 and most recently revised August 7, 2019 with the following seventeen (17) waivers
and conditions:
1. The plan is approved as a final plan, pursuant to §281-10.H of the Subdivision and Land
Development Ordinance (“S/LDO”).
2. Waiver of §270-29.E(3) of the Stormwater Management Ordinance to allow high-density
polyethylene pipe in lieu of concrete pipe for Township-owned and maintained
stormwater management facilities, pursuant to comment #1 of the Spotts, Stevens and
McCoy (“SSM”) review dated August 21, 2019.
3. Waiver of §281-17.C of the S/LDO to allow 30” x 42” plan sheets, pursuant to comment #3
of the SSM review dated August 21, 2019.
4. Waiver of §281-32.A of the S/LDO such that curbs need not be provided along all streets,
pursuant to comment #4 of the SSM review dated August 21, 2019.

5. Waiver of §281-32.B of the S/LDO such new curbs need be provided only to the extent
shown on the plan and not around all paved areas, pursuant to comment #5 of the SSM
review dated August 21, 2019.
6. Waiver of §281-32.C(2) of the S/LDO to allow curbs with a reveal of not less than six (6)
inches, pursuant to comment #6 of the SSM review dated August 21, 2019.
7. Waiver of §281-33.D(4)(a) to allow the “large shrubs” to be not less than thirty (30) inches
tall at time of planting.
8. Waiver of §281-33.D(4)(b) to allow more than fifty (50) percent of the small shrubs to be a
non-native species, pursuant to comment #11 of the Theurkauf Design and Planning
(“Theurkauf”) review dated August 19, 2019.
9. Waiver of §281-35.A of the S/LDO such that no perimeter buffer need be provided along
the southern boundary line with the Church Farm School property, pursuant to comment
#4c of the Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
10. Waiver of §281-35.D of the S/LDO to allow the screen buffer plantings as shown and to
count existing vegetation toward the buffer requirement, pursuant to comment #2 of the
Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
11. Waiver of §281-35.E(1) of the S/LDO such that no perimeter buffer need be provided for
the stormwater management basins in addition to the landscaping already shown on the
plan, pursuant to comment #4a of the Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
12. Waiver of §281-35.G(1)(a) of the S/LDO such that no parking lot screening buffer need be
provided in addition to the landscaping already shown on the plan.
13. Waiver of §281-36 of the S/LDO to deem existing trees sufficient to satisfy the street tree
requirement, in accordance with §281-36.E of the S/LDO and comment #6 of the
Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
14. Waiver of §281-37.B(4) of the S/LDO such that no additional trees need be provided for
the parking lot islands.
15. The configuration of the proposed trail shall be modified to be better integrated with the
existing system and the recommendations of the Township’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan,
pursuant to discussion with the Planning Commission at the meeting of July 2, 2019.
16. The landscaping plan shall be revised to eliminate or relocate the proposed honey locust
tree shown on the landscaped peninsula between the east side of the drop-off area and
the parking lot drive aisle in the interest of avoiding conflict with lighting, pursuant to
comment #7 of the Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
17. All remaining consultant concerns shall be addressed to the satisfaction of the Township.
Background
Exton Park occupies over 700 acres in the northeastern part of the Township. Formerly part
of the Church Farm School campus, about 280 acres is now Township property and Chester
County owns the remaining 450 acres. In May 2017, the Township adopted a Master Site
Development Plan (“Master Plan”) for the Township-owned portion of the Park. The Master
Plan was prepared over the course of more than a year by a study committee appointed by
the Board of Supervisors with the assistance of Urban Research & Development Corporation.
The plan before us tonight proposes the construction of parking lots, a playground, various
outbuildings, and related improvements on the Township-owned portion of the Park. These
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improvements are all consistent with the Master Plan. Publicly owned recreational facilities
are allowed by right in the R-1 zoning district pursuant to §325-9.B(5) of the West Whiteland
Township Zoning Ordinance (“Zoning”); the Zoning Officer has determined that the proposed
improvements are consistent with the Zoning.
The Township Planning Commission reviewed this plan at their meeting of July 2, 2019. One
resident in attendance expressed concern about the speed of traffic on Swedesford Rd. and
rear-end collisions that have occurred due to inattentive drivers not noticing vehicles stopped
for the traffic signal at the intersection with Ship Rd. The Commission responded that the
park would generate relatively little traffic except during special events, which would be in
the evening or on weekends and not during peak traffic times. Staff agreed to advise the
Township Police Department regarding the speeding issue. At the conclusion of discussion,
the Commission unanimously passed a motion recommending Board approval of the plan with
a variety of waivers and conditions.
There are three designated historic sites 1 within 300 feet of the property, so the Township
Historical Commission reviewed this project at their meeting of July 8, 2019. At the
conclusion of discussion, the Commission unanimously passed a motion in favor of approving
the plan; the motion did not include any recommended conditions of approval.
Tonight is the first presentation of this plan to the Board.
Consultant Reviews
There is no review from the Director of Public Works since he is the Applicant.
•

SSM review dated August 21, 2019. Comments #1 through #13 review the requested
waivers; SSM does not object to any of them but defers to other consultants in some
cases. Staff notes that no waiver is necessary to allow review of this project as a final
plan (comment #2), since such review is allowed pursuant to §281-10.H of the S/LDO.
The stormwater management provisions are addressed in comments #15 through #17.
Most of these are administrative items; only comment #15 suggests a minor design
revision.
Comment #14 notes that the clear-sight lines have not been shown as required; the
same comment appears in the TPD review. Comment #18 notes that the Applicant will
need to confirm that Sunoco Pipeline has no objection to the improvements shown
within their easement at the northwest corner of the site.

1

•

Stubbe Consulting review dated August 14, 2019. Mr. Stubbe states that most of his
prior concerns have been addressed. He still indicates concern regarding conflicts
between lighting and landscaping (comment #4), and comment #2 requests additional
information regarding lighting controls.

•

Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019. Comment #1 of Theurkauf’s prior review
described numerous concerns about the pedestrian accommodations, and it was a
major point of discussion with the Planning Commission. The current review notes
that these are now mostly resolved, but comment #1a recommends a minor revision to
the drawing and an additional note to memorialize the intent to work cooperatively
with Church Farm School in establishing the final configuration of the trail.

Site no. 325, Fox Chase Inn (Class I) at 613-615 E. Swedesford Rd.; site no. 336, Pennypacker House (Class I) at
800 E. Swedesford Rd.; and site no. 337, the Crack O’Dawn house (Class II) at 732 E. Swedesford Rd.
3

Comments #2 through #8 review the plan for consistency with our landscaping
regulations. Since permanent open space – much of it in a natural state – is a major
component of the park, some of these regulations are redundant. Comments #2
through #6 note that while the plan may not be in strict compliance with various
buffer and street tree requirements, the existing vegetation is such that effective
buffering exists, so Theurkauf supports waivers to allow the plantings shown, with a
few exceptions:
−

Comment #5 recommends additional low plantings to screen the historic structures
owned by Cornerstone Property Management at 613-615 E. Swedesford Rd. from
the western parking area.

−

Comment #7 notes that the conflict with site lighting noted in the Stubbe review
could be resolved by eliminating one of the proposed trees, which is not required
by our regulations. The removal of this tree is included as a condition of approval
in the Recommended Motion.

−

Comment #8 states that there are nine (9) parking lot islands without trees. This
appears to be in error, as Sheet 7A shows a tree planted in each parking lot island
(except for one near the restrooms, where it would conflict with a sidewalk) as
required by §281-37.B(4) of the S/LDO. The Planning Commission and Staff support
a partial waiver to allow the parking lot landscaping as shown on Sheet 7A,
including the exemption for the island nearest the restrooms.

Comment #9 directs corrections and additional notes regarding tree protection;
comment #10 notes that certain proposed shrubs are smaller than required. The
remaining comments note various issues that have been resolved.
The Board should note that the Planning Commission favors granting all requested
waivers, including those Theurkauf does not support. These waivers are included in
the Recommended Motion above.
•

Traffic Planning and Design (“TPD”) review dated August 21, 2019. TPD does not
identify any inconsistencies with Township regulations, but they provide comments for
our consideration:
−

The placement of the crosswalks at the driveways (comment #4) has been dictated
by both the existing pedestrian path and the grades adjacent to the road. Staff is
of the opinion that the placement shown is appropriate, but clear-sight triangles
should be shown (as per comment #2 as well as comment #14 of the SSM review) to
assure pedestrian safety. Regarding the matter of accessibility for handicapped
persons, Staff suggests that accessible design is more critical for the internal trail
network as it is more likely to be used by handicapped persons.

−

Comments #5 and #11 note that the fire truck turning templates on Sheet 24 show
several locations where fire trucks would drive over curbs while maneuvering
through the site.

−

Comment #6 addresses the proposed signage. Most of the comments concern signs
within the site, so they are suggestions rather than requirements. Comment #6g
recommends signs prohibiting left turns at the eastern access drive in the interest
of facilitating enforcement of the right-in/right-out restriction.

The remaining comments are less significant issues that the Board may wish to discuss
with the Applicant, but – as noted above – none of these involve violations of
applicable regulations. Finally, this property is not in the Township’s transportation
service area, so the project is not subject to payment of a traffic impact fee.
4

•

Chief of Police memorandum dated June 26, 2019. Chief Catov recommends that at
least one emergency telephone be provided. The Applicant has responded that they
are still evaluating the need for an emergency phone and that a determination will be
made at the time of construction and at times during park operation based upon usage
and resident concerns.

•

Chester County Planning Commission review dated July 11, 2019. Comment #1
advises that this project is consistent with the County Comprehensive Plan and adds
that they endorse our efforts to develop the park property for recreational use. All of
the concerns in the County review have been raised by our consultants and addressed
as described above. Please note that the County review is based upon an earlier
version of the plan, so some of the comments are no longer applicable. For example,
the current plan features a revised trail configuration, resolving the concerns cited in
comment #3 to our satisfaction.

Staff Comment
In summary, the SSM and Stubbe reviews specify a few minor revisions, the need for new or
revised plan notes, and administrative items. Theurkauf has similar comments along with
minor design revisions, the most significant being a buffer for the parking lot, although the
Board should consider that the Planning Commission supports a waiver from this requirement,
which is included in the Recommended Motion. TPD did not identify any conflicts with
Township regulations.
Staff is satisfied that the remaining concerns are sufficiently minor to be addressed as
conditions of plan approval. The Recommended Motion above is the same as the Planning
Commission recommendation of July 2, except for revisions by Staff to update references to
consultant reviews and to eliminate changes directed by the Commission that are shown on
the current plan; condition #16 (regarding removal of a tree to avoid a lighting conflict) is a
Staff addition.
Staff supports Board action on the Recommended Motion. Since the Township is the
Applicant, the post-approval documents we require of other developers (i.e., the developer
agreement, financial security agreement, landscaping restrictive covenant, and stormwater
management facilities maintenance agreement) are redundant, so they are not required.
Similarly, the requirement to pay all outstanding invoices is not included.
Attachments
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.

SSM review dated August 21, 2019.
Stubbe Consulting review dated August 14, 2019.
Theurkauf review dated August 19, 2019.
TPD review dated August 21, 2019.
Chief of Police memorandum dated June 26, 2019.
Chester County Planning Commission review dated July 11, 2019.
Plan set dated June 10, 2019, most recently revised August 7, 2019.
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Spotts, Stevens and McCoy
1047 N. Park Road > P.O. Box 6307 > Reading PA 19610-0307
610.621.2000 > F. 610.621.2001 > SSMGROUP.COM

( > SSM
August 21, 2019
Mr. John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area
Final Land Development Plan
SSM File 101008.0332

Dear Mr. Weller:
We have reviewed the above-referenced submission consisting of the following:




Exton Park – Swedesford Recreation Area, Preliminary/Final Land Development Plans (24 Sheets),
prepared by T&M Associates, dated June 10, 2019; most recently revised August 7, 2019
Post Construction Stormwater Management Report prepared by T&M Associates, dated August 7,
2019
Waiver Request Letter prepared by T&M Engineering Consultants, dated June 10, 2019;

The applicant, West Whiteland Township, is proposing to construct a 255 car parking lot along Swedesford
Road with grass overflow parking areas on both sides. Additionally, two athletic fields, a dog park, a
playground, a pavilion, a concession building, an equipment storage building and a walking trail are
proposed.
Issues regarding landscaping and buffering, traffic and pedestrian circulation, and lighting will be addressed
by Theurkauf Design and Planning, Traffic Planning and Design (TPD), and Stan Stubbe respectively.
We have the following comments:

WAIVER REQUESTS
The following waivers have been requested.
1.
Section 270-29.3 – A waiver to allow high density polyethylene pipe in lieu of concrete pipe for
Township owned and maintained stormwater facilities. We support this waiver request.
2.
Section 281-10 – A waiver to allow a combined Preliminary/Final Plan submission. We have no
objection to this waiver request.
3.
Section 281-17.C – A waiver to allow 30”x42” plan sheet size. We have no objection to this waiver
request.
4.
Section 281-32.A – A waiver to not require curb along property frontages. We have no objection to
this waiver request as curbing does not presently exist along Swedesford or Ship Roads.
5.
Section 281-32.B – A partial waiver requiring curb around all paved areas. Curbing is proposed at
the access drives and parking lot areas as required; we have no objection to not requiring curbing at
the other paved areas on-site.
6.
Section 281-32.C – A partial waiver to allow 6” reveal curb on-site. We have no objection to this
waiver request.
7.
Section 281-37.B – to allow one tree be planted per parking lot island. Theurkauf Design and
Planning should comment on this request.
8.
Section 281-33.C(6)(c) – A waiver from requiring plant growth diagrams. Theurkauf Design and
Planning should comment on this request.

ENGINEERING | SURVEYING | ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Mr. John Weller | West Whiteland Township
SSM File 101008.0330
August 21, 2019
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9.
10.
11.
12.
13.

( > SSM

Section 281-33.D(4)(a) – To allow shrubs to be planted at 30” in height at the time of planting.
Theurkauf Design and Planning should comment on this request.
Section 281-35.D – A partial waiver from requiring screening buffer between non-compatible land
uses. Theurkauf Design and Planning should comment on this request.
Section 281-35.E.1 – A partial waiver from requiring perimeter buffer along all property boundary
lines. Theurkauf Design and Planning should comment on this request.
Section 281-35.G(1)(a) – A partial waiver from requiring a low screen to be planted around the
perimeter of all parking and vehicular use areas. Theurkauf Design and Planning should comment on
this request.
Section 281-36.A – A waiver to allow existing preserved tree plantings along frontages to fulfill street
tree planting requirements. Theurkauf Design and Planning should comment on this request.

COMPLIANCE WITH SUBDIVISION AND LAND DEVELOPMENT ORDINANCE
14.

The safe sight distances measured from each proposed access drive and/or driveway shall be included
on the plan, Section 281-17.H(1)(h). Sheet 5A contains ”350’ clear sight distance lines” for both
driveways but does not list any restrictions related to the lines. Furthermore the plan must list the
actual measured sight distance and the required sight distance, for each of the three areas.

COMPLIANCE WITH STORMWATER ORDINANCE
15.

16.
17.

On August 20, 2019 we met with Township and T&M staff to discuss several items related to
stormwater and erosion & sedimentation control. In some instances, staff and T&M agreed to make
modifications such as but not limited to:
 Move infiltration notes from the legend and notes sheet to the Construction Sequence on the
E&SC plan
 Review notes that are directives and replace words such as should, may, etc. with shall, must, etc.
where appropriate
 Revise outlets into infiltration basins to minimize erosion and sedimentation, e.g. revise
alignment of inflow so that it is not a 90 degree approach to the temporary GrowSoxx®
Township staff will determine if any additional changes need to be made to the plans.
A “letter of adequacy” from the Chester County Conservation District for the E&S Plan as well as an
NPDES Permit will be required, Sections 270-17.A(1)(a) and Section 270-17.A(1)(b), respectively.
The Township may want to consider planting meadow mix in some areas to help reduce runoff.

GENERAL COMMENTS
18.
19.

The Township should obtain approval from Sunoco for all work proposed within their easement.
It is our understanding that the Township is not proposing any dumpsters on site and will be placing
trash receptacles where deemed necessary, at a future date.

Please contact me if you have any questions.
Sincerely,
Spotts, Stevens and McCoy
Kent D. Morey, P.E.
Senior Engineer
kent.morey@ssmgroup.com
cc:

Mark Stabolepszy, P.E.

S TUBBE C ONSULTING LLC
Phone: 610 972-9803
FAX: 610 326-1402

1438 Shaner Drive
Pottstown, PA 19465

August 14, 2019

• IEEE
stubbeconsultingllc@gmail.com

Mr. Ed. Theurkauf, ASLA
1350 Elbow Lane
Chester Springs, PA 19425
Subject: Exton Park Land Development, West Whiteland Twp.
Review of Revised Proposed Site Exterior Lighting
Dear Ed:
On August 7, West Whiteland Township Planning Office transmitted a plan set, Rev. 1
dated 08/07/19, for the Exton Park Land Development Application, and requested review
of the submitted proposed exterior lighting. Also transmitted was a T&M Associates
08/07/19 letter to Township, P. 6 of which contained responses to this office's 06/18/19
review letter.
Proposed exterior lighting, on Sheet 8, Photometric Plan, and Sheet 21, Lighting Details,
consists of 16 64-watt, 3000K luminaires pole-mounted, 2 per pole, at nominally 20' AFG
on 30" AFG high concrete bases.
The following concerns, repeated from the previous review, followed by Applicant's
response and this office's subsequent comment, are listed and recommendations offered
for Township consideration, based on the requirements contained in S/LDO Section 28148. [Amended 12-8-1998 by Ord. No 277] and reasonable and customary engineering
practices:
1. Section 281-48.C.(3)(c) requires that information with respect to lighting control be
included on Plan. It is recommended Applicant be requested to document on Lighting
Plan the hours of operation of the exterior lighting, which luminaires, if any, are to
remain on all night for site safety/security, at what time site lighting is to be
extinguished nightly, and the device or devices to be used to effect lighting control
Applicant's Response - Notes have been added to the Lighting Plan. "Lighting will be
controlled by automated switches/time clocks. Hours of operation will be determined
by the Township as required."
It is recommended Lighting Plan be required to provide direction as to the details
of the on/off control device(s), e.g., astronomic dial timer with capacitor or
battery memory for storage of time settings, clock on/off settings, and where the
device is to be located.
2. Section 281-48.D. requires that all proposed exterior lighting be submitted for
Township review and approval. Only area lighting information has been submitted for
review and approval. It is recommended Applicant be requested to submit with this
land development application, all proposed ancillary exterior lighting, including but not
limited to, landscape, facade, sign, flag and under-canopy lighting.
Applicant's Response - Landscape, sign and facade lighting are not proposed as part
of this project. Security lighting has been included on plans for the proposed
pavilions. the pre-engineered restroom will include its own pre-installed security

lighting. Plans and specifications for such will be submitted and reviewed by
Township prior to installation.
Issue judged to have been resolved.
3. Correlated Color Temperature - The specified luminaires are rated to have a correlated
color temperature of 4000K. In the interest of glare control and site-visitor visual
comfort, it is recommended Applicant be requested to specify luminaires with a
correlated color temperature rating that does not exceed 3000K.
Applicant's Response - The plans have been revised to specify lights with a 3000K
color temperature.
Issue judged to have been resolved.
4. Landscaping Conflicts - there are several locations, where at tree maturity or before,
there will be potential blockage of Ordinance mandated lighting levels. It is
recommended Applicant be requested to plot luminaire locations on landscaping plan,
and Applicant's lighting and landscape disciplines review potential luminaire distribution
blockage with respect to tree locations, and take appropriate remedial action as
necessary.
Applicant's Response - Light locations have been included on the Landscape Plans.
If luminaire pole locations were included on Landscape Plans, they were not
readily visible to this reviewer. 2 locations were found were excessive foliage
blockage at or before tree maturity, could block intended light distribution and
reduce intensities below Ordinance-required minimums. It is recommended
landscaping and lighting disciplines review this matter for possible remedial
action.
5. Additional Required Plan Information
a. Lighting of Site Entrance from Swedesford Rd. It is recommended Applicant be
requested provide suitable justification for lighting of site entrance from Swedesford
Rd. not being included with this Application.
Applicant's Response - It is not the policy of the Township to light its park
entrances. Lighting has been excluded from this area to prevent light spill onto the
dark Swedesford Road corridor and to minimize visual disturbance to the
residences across the street from the park entrance.
This office defers to Township on this issue.
b. Calculation Basis - It is recommended Applicant be requested to document on
Lighting Plan the names of the .ies photometric files used to calculate the plotted
illuminance values.
Applicant's Response - The name of .ies file has been added to the Lighting Plan
Issue judged to have been resolved.
c. Poles Supporting Luminaires - It is recommended Applicant be requested to
specify the catalog number of the poles rather than leaving the decision up to the
manufacturer.
Applicant's Response - Light pole specifications have been added.
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Issue judged to have been resolved.
d. Catalog Cuts - There is a catalog cut of a wall-mounted luminaire on Lighting
Details plan. This luminaire could not be found on Luminaire Schedule. It is
recommended Applicant be requested to explain the presence wall sconce cut on
Sheet 21.
Applicant's Response - The wall sconce has been replaced with a ceiling mounted
area light which is intended for installation inside the pavilions for nighttime
security lighting.
Catalog cut of specified luminaires added to plan. Issue judged to have been
resolved.
e. Plan Notes - Section 281-48.E. requires the placement of certain notes on lighting
plan:
"Township reserves the right to conduct one or more post-installation nighttime
inspections to verify compliance with Ordinance requirements and approved lighting
plan commitments, and if remediation is deemed necessary, it shall be
accomplished at no expense to Township."
"Post approval alterations to lighting plans, or intended substitutions for approved
lighting equipment on plan, shall be submitted to Township for review and approval
prior to installation."
Applicant's Response - The notes have been added to the plans. It should be
noted the Township will be the owner of the lighting.
Issue judged to have been resolved.
If there are questions or concerns with the contents of this review and its
recommendations, please advise.
Sincerely,
Stubbe Consulting LLC
C. Stanley Stubbe
Copy: Justin Smiley, Township Planner
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MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Weller, AICP, West Whiteland Township Director of Planning and Zoning
Justin Smiley, Township Planner
Christopher W. Jensen, P.E., T & M Associates
Gregory B. Rishel, RLA, T & M Associates

FROM:

Edward A. Theurkauf, RLA, ASLA, APA
Kelsey P. Stanton, ASLA

DATE:

August 19, 2019

SUBJECT:

REVIEW COMMENTS – EXTON PARK – SWEDESFORD RECREATION AREA
PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAN DATED 8-7-19

Please note our review comments pertaining to the following documents that we received on 8-8-19
and to a site visit on 6-13-19:
•
•

Preliminary/Final Plan consisting of 24 sheets; and
Response Letter from T & M Associates dated 8-7-19.

Issues that have been addressed are so noted. New issues are in bold.

1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com

REVIEW COMMENTS – EXTON PARK – SWEDESFORD RECREATION AREA
PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAN DATED 8-7-19

Page |2

August 19, 2019
1.

Pedestrian Circulation – Section 325-37.A.7.a.1 of the zoning ordinance (ZO) requires pathways
to logically continue, link, or expand existing pedestrian facilities consistent with the Township
Comprehensive Plan. The Township Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan amendment to the
Comprehensive Plan proposes a multi-use trail that connects to the Chester Valley Trail (CVT) via
an existing multi-use trail on Chester County’s Exton Park site.
The plan shall be revised to address the following issues:
a. CVT Connection – The plan proposes a paved multi-use trail that ends 30 feet from the
south property line, and relies on an existing grass trail to connect to the CVT. No future
extension of the paved trail to the CVT is indicated. Grass trails are unsuitable for bicycle
accessibility. Further, the plan proposes a connection to the CVT through the Church Farm
School property, instead of through the County park in accordance with the Township plan.
Thus the proposal is not consistent with the Township’s vision for a multi-use trail
connection to the CVT.
The project landscape architect states that the multi-use trail would utilize an existing
stream crossing to avoid additional wetland disturbance, and indicates that a paved trail
extension to the CVT will be implemented in partnership with Church Farm School in the
future. The plan shall be revised to extend the paved multi-use trail to the southern park
boundary, and shall include a note indicating that the trail will be continued per
arrangements between the Township and adjacent landowner.
b. Existing Onsite Trail Connection – The plan proposes a paved trail that passes within 50 feet
of an existing pond loop trail without a connection. The project landscape architect notes
that the Township will evaluate trail connections post-construction, and will adjust grass
trail routes to accommodate changes in pedestrian circulation. We consider this issue
resolved.
c. Playground Trail Spur – The plan has been revised to connect the paved playground loop
trail with an existing grass trail via a proposed grass trail spur. This issue is resolved.
d. Sidewalks – Section 281-31.A of the subdivision and land development ordinance (SLDO)
requires paved sidewalks for all developments.
The grass perimeter paths are consistent with the Township Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan.
In addition, a multi-use trail connection to the CVT consistent with the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plan would accommodate pedestrian traffic through the site and fulfill
Township sidewalk requirements. If the plan were revised per comment 1a, we would
consider this issue resolved.
1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com
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REVIEW COMMENTS – EXTON PARK – SWEDESFORD RECREATION AREA
PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAN DATED 8-7-19
August 19, 2019
2.

Screen Buffer – Section 281-35.D (SLDO) requires 50-foot-wide vegetated screen buffers as
follows:
Buffer/Length

Plant Type

Required Qty.

Proposed Qty.

Lovallo property
West/227 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

5
9
23

5
9
23

Lovallo property
South/233 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

5
9
23

*
0
*

East tract boundary/
1,300 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

26
52
130

*
0
*

* Requirement exceeded by existing vegetation to remain
Both the Lovallo south property line and east park boundary are buffered by extensive existing
vegetation that would completely screen proposed improvements. Therefore, we would support
waivers from screen buffer requirements as requested.
3.

Athletic Fields Screen Buffer – In accordance with section 281-35.D (SLDO), screening buffers
shall be used where a high level of visual buffering is desirable as determined by the Township.
The proposed athletic fields would require a screen buffer to shield views from Ship Road and
residences to the west as follows:
Buffer/Length

Plant Type

Athletic fields/
800 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

Required Qty.
16
32
80

Proposed Qty.
16
38
88

The plan has been revised to include a note indicating that buffer planting locations will be
adjusted in the field to ensure adequate screening. We consider this issue resolved.
4.

Perimeter Buffer – Section 281-35.E (SLDO) requires 25-foot-wide perimeter buffers as follows:
Buffer/Length

Plant Type

Swedesford Rd/
1,951 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

Required Qty.
20
39
98

Proposed Qty.
25*
39
98

1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com
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REVIEW COMMENTS – EXTON PARK – SWEDESFORD RECREATION AREA
PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAN DATED 8-7-19
August 19, 2019
Buffer/Length (cont’d) Plant Type

Required Qty.

Proposed Qty.

Basin A/960 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

10
19
48

10
19
48

Basin B/880 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

9
18
44

9
18
44

South boundary with
CFS property/810 LF

Shade Tree
Evergreen Tree
Large Shrub

8
16
41

0
0
0

* Includes credit for existing trees to remain.
a. The plan indicates the required buffer landscaping around the stormwater basins, but does
not provide the required 25-foot perimeter buffer. A waiver from the buffer width
requirement is requested on the basis of proposed landscaping. The plan indicates
required buffer plantings and 100% native meadow vegetation on the basin floors and
slopes. The basins would thus provide considerable stormwater, habitat, and aesthetic
benefits, so we would not object to a waiver from the basin buffer width requirement.
b. Per section 281-35.A (SLDO), a perimeter buffer would be required along the south
boundary between the Township park and the adjacent County park. However, existing
woodland on site forms a buffer that far exceeds Township standards. Thus no additional
buffer plantings are required along the property’s south boundary with the County park.
c. A waiver from the buffer requirement along the south boundary with the Church Farm
School property is requested. Proposed trails and agricultural areas represent a
continuation of existing uses there. Furthermore, required buffer vegetation would disrupt
continued agriculture in the property’s southwest corner. Therefore, we would support a
waiver from the buffer requirement along the south property line with the Church Farm
School property.
5.

Parking Lot Screen – Section 281-35.G.1.a (SLDO) requires low vegetated screens for parking lots
and similar vehicular circulation proposed within 200 feet of a right-of-way line. Per sections
281-35.G.3.a and 281-35.H.1 (SLDO), these shall form a continuous hedge at least 3 feet high
after two years. Screens may be located within required buffer areas, and may be eliminated
when the buffer effectively screens views of the element in accordance with section 281-35.G
(SLDO).
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REVIEW COMMENTS – EXTON PARK – SWEDESFORD RECREATION AREA
PRELIMINARY/FINAL PLAN DATED 8-7-19
August 19, 2019

The plan indicates plantings that do not completely screen proposed parking and drop-off from
view of Swedesford Road. The plan includes a note indicating that plantings will be adjusted in
the field to ensure adequate screening.
The plan indicates a 255-space parking lot directly across from a residential/commercial site
on the National Register of Historic Places, with plantings that do not form a continuous
screen per sections 281-35.G.3.a and 281-35.H.1 (SLDO). Contractors would build in
accordance with the plan if a meeting could not be coordinated per the note when they are
ready to plant. Therefore the plan shall be revised to indicate a continuous vegetated screen
between the parking lot and Swedesford Road.
6.

Street Trees – In accordance with section 281-36 (SLDO), one street tree is required for each 50
feet of road frontage, to be located within the right-of-way as follows:
Frontage/Length

Required Trees

Swedesford Road/1,951 LF
Ship Road/1,450 LF

39
29

Proposed Trees
47*
31*

* Existing ornamental trees to remain
Existing trees along Ship Road are outside of the right-of-way. Slopes and utilities in the ROW
and traffic conditions on Ship Road constrain planting trees there. Further, overhead wires along
both road frontages prevent the use of large street trees. Therefore, in accordance with section
281-36.E (SLDO) we would support a waiver to permit existing ornamental trees to fulfill the
street tree requirement.
7.

Lighting Conflicts – The Township lighting consultant has noted that two Honey Locust trees
east of the drop-off area could conflict with proposed lighting. The tree separating the dropoff area from the parking lot drive aisle is not required by Township landscaping standards,
and removal of this tree would resolve the conflict.

8.

Parking Lot Landscaping – Section 281-37.B (SLDO) requires each 9 foot x 18 foot planting island
to contain one shade tree.
A waiver to permit nine parking lot islands without required trees is requested. No
justification is provided for a waiver from requirements that would apply on any other site.
Therefore the plan shall be revised to indicate all required parking lot island shade trees. One
shade tree shall be provided adjacent to an island near the proposed restrooms due to a
sidewalk conflict, in which case we would support a partial waiver from the island tree
location requirement.
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9.

Tree Preservation – Section 281-34.A (SLDO) requires that every effort be made to preserve
existing mature trees and other significant vegetation. A tree shall be considered preserved if
there is no disturbance within the critical root zone.
a. Red Oak – A trail proposed along Ship Road in the northwest property corner will require
the removal of a 12-inch Oak tree not labeled on the plan. Proposed plantings exceed the
compensatory tree requirement.
The project landscape architect states that the Oak tree is to remain, and so the plan shall
indicate fencing in accordance with comment 1b.
b. Tree Protection Fencing – Section 281-34.D.4.a (SLDO) requires fencing outside the critical
root zone for all trees to be preserved. Fencing shall be indicated on the E&S Plan.
The plan shall be revised to address the following:
•
•
•
•
•

Protective fencing conflicts with grading north of basin A.
Protective fencing conflicts with grading adjacent to both parking lot entrance
drives.
No protective fencing is provided for existing vegetation to remain adjacent to
proposed trail construction near the south property line.
No protective fencing is provided for a Red Oak proposed to remain along Ship
Road.
The plan does not indicate a protective fencing detail in accordance with section
281-34.D.4.a (SLDO).

c. Trees within Grass Parking Lot – The plan indicates six existing trees within a proposed grass
parking lot. The plan does not indicate how the tree would be protected from soil
compaction by parked vehicles. The plan indicates that the parking lot will be maintained
as mown grass with no other improvements. Since the trees are part of the perimeter
buffer requirement, the trees should be protected during events that would require use of
the grass lot.
10.

Shrub Size Requirements – Section 281-33.D.4 (SLDO) requires large shrubs to be at least 36
inches high at installation. The plan indicates large shrubs that are under-sized at 30 inches. A
waiver is requested to permit the under-sized shrubs. No justification for this request has
been provided.

11.

Native Species Requirements – Section 281-33.D.4.b (SLDO) states that at least 50% of small
shrubs shall be native. 100% of small shrubs are non-native Knockout Rose.
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We note that 97% of all shrubs are native. Therefore, we would support a waiver from the small
shrub native species requirement.
12.

Plant Cultural Requirements – This issue has been resolved.

13.

Plan Errors – The noted plan errors have been resolved.

14.

Landscaping Guarantee – This issue has been resolved.

15.

Landscaping Standards – This issue has been resolved.

16.

Cost Estimate – A landscape cost estimate shall be provided upon final plan approval in
accordance with section 281-33.C.6.i (SLDO).

17.

Conclusion – The above issues shall be addressed prior to approval.

Please contact this office with any questions.
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TRAFFIC PLANNING AND DESIGN, INC
-

WWW.TRAFFICPD.COM

August 21, 2019

Ms. Mimi Gleason, Township Manager
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area
Preliminary/Final Land Development Plan Review
West Whiteland Township, Chester County
TPD# WWT-00189

Dear Mimi:
In our role as Township Traffic Engineer, Traffic Planning and Design, Inc. (TPD) has reviewed the
following items:
•

Preliminary/Final Land Development Plans prepared by T & M Associates, dated June 10,
2019, last revised August 7, 2019;

•

Response letter prepared by T & M Associates, dated August 7, 2019.

Based on our review, we offer the following comments using the same numbering system as our
June 26, 2019 review letter for those comment not yet addressed. Comments that have been
addressed are not shown below.
Previous Plan Comments

2. As requested in all land development applications, sight line profiles should be provided for
our review to ensure the proposed grading along Swedesford Road is sufficient to provide
the required sight distance. Therefore, required and available sight distances should be
clearly labeled. Contrary to what is stated by T & M in their response letter, adequate sight
distance does not exist at the site today. The response letter also states that sight distance
will be verified during construction. However, there is an embankment along the site frontage
on Swedesford Road which will require regrading to provide sufficient sight distance for
drivers exiting the proposed driveways. Therefore, the sight line profiles are requested to
ensure that sufficient regrading is provided and to determine if there will be impacts to
utilities, trails, sidewalk, etc.

2500 East High Street, Suite 650
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August 21, 2019
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3. The Township should determine if sidewalk is requ ired along the site frontage on Swedesford
Road and Ship Road. TPD will defer to the Board of Supervisors regarding the need for
sidewalk along the site frontage.
4. The crosswalks on the proposed driveways should be located closer to Swedesford Road and
the stop bars should be a minimum of four (4) feet in advance of the crosswalks to comply
with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) which applies to Township
roads. As currently designed, the crosswalks are set back approximately 30 feet from the
edge of the travel lane on Swedesford Road. The setback in conjunction with t he
embankment along the site frontage will limit t he visibility of pedestrians in the crosswalk.
In addition, handicap ramps should be provided on both sides of all crosswalks. The response
letter indicates that curb ramps are unnecessary because the trail is unpaved and thus not
ADA accessible. However, the publication "Pennsylvania Trail Design and Development
Principles", prepared by the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources, states "The approach should provide a smooth and accessible transition between
the trail and the roadway... On unpaved trails, the design of a trail-road intersection should
include paved aprons that extend a minimum of 20 feet from the paved road surfaces."
Furthermore, while the trail will not be ADA accessible, it is important to note th at accessible
design is intended to accommodate all users and is not only concerned with wheelchai r
access. In other words, while the trail may not be conducive to use by wheelchairs, there will
be other users with disabilities, such as those with visual impairments, who will use the frail
and would benefit from ramps at the crosswa lks. Additionally, the ramps will provide a level
surface for trail users which will help to prevent slipping on wet grass, rutting due to erosion,
etc. at the crossing. The plans should clearly indicate the type of each handicap ramp. All
applicable details should be provided in accordance with PennDOT Standards for Roadway
Construction, Publication 72M, RC-67M.
5. The following comments pertain to the lane widths for the full access driveway:
a. The proposed ingress lane is 12 feet wide with curbing on both sides. Studies show
the effective width of a lane is reduced by two feet when curbed on one side and four
feet when curbed on both sides. Therefore, the ingress lane should be a minimum of
14 feet wide or as needed to accommodate a fire truck as would be requested in any
land development application. The response letter indicates that the 12 foot wide
ingress lane can accommodate the fire truck. Contrary to what is stated by T & M in
their Response Letter, the truck turning plans on Sheet 24 show the fire truck driving
over the curb when entering the site.
b. Contrary to what is stated in the T & M Response Letter, the proposed egress lanes
are both shown at a 12 foot width on the T & M plans. The egress lanes shou ld be 13
feet wide for the right turn lane and 11 feet wide for the left turn lane as stated in the
T & M Response Letter.
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6. The following comments pertain to the proposed traffic control signs:
d. The lane use control signs on the full access driveway should be revised to Lane Use
Control (Two Lanes) signs (R3-8A-L- R), sized 30" x 30" to comply with the MUTCD.
The signs should be placed in the required location on the right side of the approach
at the beginning of the turn lanes and close to the intersection with Swedesford Road
to comply with the MUTCD. The response letter indicates that the recommended sign
layout is not warranted for the conditions. However, the signs proposed on the T &
M plans are for overhead lane control usage per the MUTCD and not for ground
mounted signs.
e.

While the previously recommended "Do Not Enter" signs (RS-1) for the one-way dropoff loop are typically used in conjunction with "One-Way" signs, the MUTCD indicates
that "Do Not Enter" enter signs are optional. In our opinion, eliminating these signs
is acceptable unless the Township wants them for this internal drop-off area located
within a parking lot.

f.

This comment previously requested a "Keep Right" (R4-7) sign, sized 24" x 30", and
"Object Marker" (OMl-3) sign, sized 18" x 18", on the south and west ends of the
median on the right-in/right-out access driveway. The requested sig ns have been
provided on the southern end of median and the response letter indicates that the
signs on the west end of the median are redundant and add unnecessary additional
signs in the clear sight lines. TPD concurs that the "Ke·ep Right" signs shou ld not be
provided in this situation. However, in our opinion, the "Object Marker" is required
on the western side of the median to warn drivers heading eastbound on Swedesford
Road of the presence of the median.

g. In our opinion, "No Left Turn" signs (R3-2), sized 24" x 24", should be provided on the
north side of Swedesford Road facing traffic exiting the right-in/right out driveway,
on the median facing westbound Swedesford Road traffic, and on the north side of
Swedesford Road facing westbound traffic. The median alone is not sufficient to
restrict left turn movements. The response letter states the signs have not been
provided per the direction of the Townsh ip. However, the signs are required in order
to legally restrict left turning movements entering and exiting the driveway. Without
such signage, drivers will make both left turn movements and enforcement is not
possible because nothing legally restricts the left turn movements. In addition,
Penn DOT Publication 236M indicates that the signs should be placed at the nea r righthand corner and at the far left-hand corner.
8. The following existing conditions were observed during the site visit for this review.
Consideration should be given to addressing these existing conditions:
a.

There are no edge lines along Swedesford Road . The pavement width is
approximately 21 f eet and the ADT is approximately 8,850 vehicles per day. According
to the FHWA Publication, "Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices" (MUTCD), edge
---- -----
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line markings should be provided on collector roads with a traveled way of 20 feet or
more in width and an ADT of 3,000 vehicles per day or greater. Therefore,
consideration should be given to providing white edge lines o n Swedesford Road.
b. There is a horizontal curve on Swedesford Road near the eastern end of the park in
the vicinity of the stream crossing on Swedesford Road. The curve has an advisory
speed of 20 mph in the westbound direction and a 35 mph regulatory speed limit sign
in advance of the curve in the eastbound direction with no advisory speed posted. It
is recommended that the curve be evaluated to determine the appropriate advisory
speeds to ensure the curve is signed appropriately.
10. Curbing should be provided for the radii on the right-in/right-out driveway. In addition, the
lane widths should be a minimum of 14 feet since curbing is provided on both sides of the
lane as discussed previously in Comment Sa. The T & M Response Letter indicates that
curbing is not warranted. Contrary to this statement by T & M, curbing is required for parking
areas and access driveways per Section 281-45.B of the West Whiteland Township Subdivision
and Land Development Ordinance. Therefore, a waiver will need to be requested if curbing
is not provided for the right-in/right-out driveway.
11. Truck tracking templates should be provided demonstrating that West Whiteland Township's
largest fire truck can be accommodated. The truck turning templates on Sheet 24 show the
fire truck driving over curb at both access driveways. The driveways should be revised to
accommodate the fire truck.
In addition, our previous review letter indicated the dumpster location should be shown along
with truck templates demonstrating how the trash truck will be accommodated as done in all
of our land development application reviews. The T & M Response Letter indicates t hat
because a dumpster is not part of this project, there is no need to present truck templates for
trash trucks. In our opinion, if trash trucks will be entering the park to remove t rash, truck
templates should be provided demonstrating these movements can be completed.
Furthermore, if a dumpster is provided as a later phase of this project, truck tracking
templates will be required at that time and any obstacles to their route reconstructed.
12. The sign post detail on Sheet 12 should be revised in accordan ce with PennDOT Publication
111, TC-87028 .
13. The driveway centerline profiles indicate that the cross slope for the proposed crosswalks will
be 5%. While the trail itself is not being designed to be ADA compliant, the crosswalk should
be ADA compliant for the reasons discussed in in Comment 4.
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New Plan Comments

14. A four inch double yellow line should be provided on the right-in/right-out driveway in lieu
of a four inch single yellow line to comply with MUTCD standards.
15. "Right Clearance Markers" (OM-3R), sized 12" x 36", should be provided at the ends of the
widening on Swedesford Road for both driveways. In addition, if 4 inch white edge lines are
not provided along Swedesford Road per Comment 8.a, it is our opinion that painted edge
lines should be provided along the widened areas in the vicinity of the proposed driveways
to guide drivers through the intersections.
16. In our opinion, the pedestrian warning signs can be removed from the proposed driveways
at the relocated crosswalk locations presented in Comment 4 because the warning signs are
not intended to be used on stop-controlled approaches to intersections.
17. The "Only" legends should be shown on the plans for the left and right turn lanes on the full
access driveway in accordance with the pavement marking details on Sheet 12.

We reserve the right to make additional comments upon receipt of subsequent submissions.
Sincerely,

Kevin L. Johnson, P.E.

President
Cc:

John Weller, AICP
Justin Smiley, AICP
Ted Otteni, P.E.
Jerry Baker, P.E.
Eric Hammond, TPD
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West Whiteland
Police Department

101 Commerce Drive
Exton, Pennsylvania 19341

Tel: (610) 363-0200
Fax: (610) 363-6671
www.westwhiteland.org

MEMORANDUM
To:

Justin Smiley, Township Planner

From: Chief Joseph M. Catov, Jr.
Date: June 26, 2019
Re:

Exton Park Land Development Plans (First Review)

I have reviewed the Exton Park Land Development Plans. I would like some consideration to
be given to installing emergency phones at strategic locations throughout the park. These phones
would connect a caller to the 911 center in West Chester. At the very least, I believe an
emergency phone should be placed in the designated parking lot. I have no other
recommendations concerning this project.

Chief of Police

THE COUNTY OF CHESTER
COMMISSIONERS
Michelle Kichline
Kathi Cozzone
Terence Fan-ell
Btian N . O'Leary, AICP
Executive Director

PLANNING COMMISSION
Government Services Center, Suite 270
601 Westtown Road
P. 0 . Box 2747
West Chester, PA 19380-0990
(610) 344-6285
Fax (610) 344-6515

July 11, 2019
John R. Weller, AICP, Director of Planning & Zoning
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
Re:
#

Final Land Development - Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area
West Whiteland Township – LD-06-19-15949

Dear Mr. Weller:
A Final Land Development Plan entitled "Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area", prepared by T&M
Associates, and dated June 10, 2019, was received by this office on June 11, 2019. This plan is reviewed
by the Chester County Planning Commission in accord with the provisions of Section 502 of the
Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code. We offer the following comments on the proposed land
development for your consideration.
PROJECT SUMMARY:
Location:

the southeast corner of North Ship Road and East Swedesford
Road
Site Acreage:
173.37
Lots/Units:
1 Lot
Proposed Land Use:
Park
New Parking Spaces:
255
Municipal Land Use Plan Designation: OS Open Space
UPI#:
41-2-84.11-E
PROPOSAL:
The applicant proposes the development of the Exton Park Swedesford Recreation Area, and 255 parking
spaces. We note that the proposed facilities include a dog park, playground, pavilion, and walking trails.
The project site, which will be served by public water and public sewer, is located in the R-1 Residential
and Unified Overlay zoning districts. We acknowledge that the June 11, 2019 cover letter states that this
park is being developed in accordance with the Exton Park Master Site Plan adopted by the Township in
May 2017.

RECOMMENDATION: The County Planning Commission endorses the Township’s efforts in the
development of the Exton Park Swedesford Recreation Area. The County Planning Commission
recommends that the issues raised in this letter should be addressed and all Township issues should be
resolved before action is taken on this land development plan.

Email: ccplanning@chesco.org

●

website: www.chescoplanning.org
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COUNTY POLICY:
LANDSCAPES:
1.

The project site is located within the Suburban Landscape and Natural Landscape
designations of Landscapes3, the 2018 County Comprehensive Plan. The vision for the
Suburban Landscape is predominantly residential communities with locally-oriented
commercial uses and facilities, accommodating growth at a medium density that retains a focus
on residential neighborhoods, with enhancements in housing diversity and affordability.
Additionally, roads, sidewalks and paths with convenient access to parks and community
facilities should be provided. As an overlay of all other landscapes, the county’s Natural
Landscapes consist of a network of streams, wetlands, floodplains, and forests that are protected
by regulations or should be subject to limited disturbance. Conservation practices should protect
and restore these natural resources. The proposed land development is consistent with the
objectives of the Suburban Landscape. The County Planning Commission endorses the
Township’s efforts in its development of these facilities. “Preserve” Recommendation 4 of
Landscapes3 is to create additional recreational properties such as parks, playgrounds, sports fields,
and trails.

WATERSHEDS:
2.

Watersheds, the water resources component of Landscapes3, indicates the proposed development
is located within the Valley Creek (West) subbasin of the Brandywine Creek watershed.
Watersheds’ highest priority land use objectives within this watershed are: reduce stormwater
runoff, restore water quality of “impaired” streams, and protect vegetated riparian corridors.
Watersheds can be accessed at www.chesco.org/water.

--==--=•---llllllliic:====:iii----2•.si~.1
Parcel Info: Parcel(s) : 41-2-84.11-E
(Main) Address : 900 E Sweclesford Rd .
Municipality: VVest Wiiteland TINp.

Image Info: Date Taken: 2014
Source: CCPC, 2017

Map Features :

•
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Other Parcels
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Note : The CCPC makes every e1'for1 to ensure
th is map is free of errors but does not guarantee
lhe map or its features 10 be spatially or temporally

accurate.
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I

Site Plan Detail, Sheet 5: Final Land Development - Exton Park - Swedesford Recreation Area
PRIMARY ISSUES:
3.

The project site adjoins a Chester Valley Trail parking lot to the south (UPI# 41-2-84.9-E). The
proposed 10 foot wide macadam trail through the proposed park development will complete a
portion of the planned Circuit Trail alignment of the Uwchlan Trail connection to the Chester
Valley Trail (CVT). The Township’s 2017 Exton Park Master Plan shows a 10 foot wide
macadam trail crossing the stream/wetlands south of the pond at the northwest corner of the
County park property. This would provide a trail connection to the CVT by way of the existing
paved trails within the County’s Exton Park property.
The plan shows the 10 foot wide trail crossing an existing stream culvert and terminating to the
west where the Township’s Exton Park Site property meets the Church Farm School property
(UP# 41-5-341). From this point an existing mown path provides access to the Chester Valley
Trail (CVT). It is recommended that the Township consider completing a paved, multi-use trail
connection to the CVT either as shown on the park master plan, or by paving the existing mown
path on the Church Farm School property which presumably would require the establishment of a
trail easement.
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4.

The Township should verify that the design of the proposed outdoor lighting plan (Sheet 8) conforms
to Township ordinance requirements. The illumination should be directed inward from the periphery
of the site and be oriented to reduce glare and visual impact on the adjoining roadways and land uses.

5.

The site plan indicates that a parcel on the north side of Swedesford Road (UPI# 41-2-84.5) directly
across the street from the proposed facilities contains a Class 1 Historic Resource. Additionally, the
site plan indicates that two adjoining along the south side of Swedesford Road contain a Class 2
Historic Resource and a Class 1 historic resource (UPI# 41-2-87, and 41-3-6-E, respectively). The
Township should reserve granting final plan approval until the proposal has been reviewed by the
Township’s Historical Commission. “Appreciate” Objective A of Landscapes3, the 2018 County
Comprehensive Plan, is to preserve historic resources in their context while supporting
appropriate reuse as a vital part of our community infrastructure and character. Additional
information on this issue is available online at: www.chescoplanning.org/Landscapes3/1cAppreciate.cfm.

6.

The site plan depicts the location of a Sunoco Pipeline L.P. high pressure petroleum pipeline
along the Swedesford Road corridor, and a 75 foot wide Texas Eastern Pipeline easement
traversing the eastern portion of the project site. The Township should be aware that the actual
location of the pipeline may not always be within the center of the easement or right-of-way. To
minimize risks before and during construction, the project designer should contact the
Pennsylvania One Call Center at 811 or http://www.pa1call.org/pa811, consistent with the
provisions of Section 4(2) of Act 287 (Underground Utility Protection Act), prior to finalizing the
design. The PA One Call Center should also be contacted at least 3 business days, but not more
than 10 days, prior to any excavation. More information about pipeline safety can be found at the
Chester County Pipeline Information Center at:
http://www.chescoplanning.org/pic/introduction.cfm.

7.

The site plan depicts the location of two areas that will remain in agricultural use (“continued
farming area”). The Township should identify how access for farm vehicles will be provided to
these areas.

8.

The site is underlain by carbonate geology in which the presence or potential may exist for
formation and/or expansion of solution channels, sinkholes and other karst features. These
features can present risk of collapse and groundwater contamination that often can be overcome
and avoided with careful stormwater management design. The location, type, and design of
stormwater facilities and best management practices (BMPs) should be based on a site evaluation
conducted by a qualified licensed professional that ascertains the conditions relevant to formation
of karst features, and the PA BMP Manual or other design guidance acceptable to the Municipal
Engineer. We also suggest that, if one has not already been completed, a subsurface geotechnical
study should be completed to ensure that the project site is not prone to sinkhole formation.

9.

The site contains land within the 100 year flood plain. Although it does not appear that any
development activity will encroach into the floodplain, we note that the County Planning
Commission does not support development in the floodplain, and the Federal Emergency
Management Agency and Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection regulate filling
or development in the floodplain. Development within a floodplain can increase the magnitude
and frequency of normally minor floods, and present health and safety problems.
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10.

The site contains delineated wetlands. Although it does not appear that any development activity
will encroach into the delineated wetland area, the applicant should be aware that placement of fill
in wetlands is regulated by the Corps of Engineers in accordance with Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (1977) and the Department of Environmental Protection under Chapter 105 Rules and
Regulations for the Bureau of Dams and Waterway Management.

ADMINISTRATIVE ISSUES:
11.

Land disturbance and land development activities that occur within Chester County must comply
with the County-wide Act 167 Stormwater Management Plan for Chester County, PA (July
2013) and the associated Act 167 stormwater management ordinance standards adopted by each
municipality. We also acknowledge, and endorse, that the Seed Mixes table on Sheet 7B (Post
Construction Stormwater Management and Erosion and Sediment Control Landscape Plan-B)
indicates that native species will be utilized for the stormwater management basin floor and basin
side slopes. We recommend that the Township consider incorporating learning opportunities,
such as interpretive signage, with the stormwater infiltration basin areas to demonstrate their
capacity to reduce runoff using passive techniques.

12.

The applicant is requesting 10 waivers from the provisions of the Township Subdivision and
Land Development Ordinance, and one waiver from Chapter 270-Stormwater Management of the
Township Code. Waiver requests should only be granted following the determination that the
proposed project either meets the purpose of these requirements or does not create the impacts
that these provisions are intended to manage.

13.

The applicant should contact the office of the Chester County Conservation District (CCCD) for
information and clarification on erosion control measures. The provisions of the Commonwealth
Erosion Control Regulations may apply to the project and may require an Earth Disturbance
Permit or a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit for discharge of stormwater
from construction activities.

14.

A minimum of four (4) copies of the plan should be presented at the Chester County Planning
Commission for endorsement to permit recording of the final plan in accord with the procedures of
Act 247, the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, and to meet the requirements of the
Recorder of Deeds and the Assessment Office.

This report does not review the plan for compliance to all aspects of your ordinance, as this is more
appropriately done by agents of West Whiteland Township. However, we appreciate the opportunity to
review and comment on this plan. The staff of the Chester County Planning Commission is available to you
to discuss this and other matters in more detail.
Sincerely,

Paul Farkas
Senior Review Planner
cc:

T&M Associates
Chester County Conservation District
David Stauffer, Chester County Department of Facilities and Parks
Robert J. Kagel, County Administrator, County of Chester
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ACCOUNTS PAYABLE WARRANT REPORT
CHECK # 61848 TO 61897

DATE 08/28/2019

WARRANT 08282019

GENERAL FUND
SEWER FUND
SOLID WASTE FUND
LIQUID FUELS FUND
POST RETIREMENT MEDICAL FUND
PUBLIC SERVICE FUND
TECHNOLOGY FUND
SUBTOTAL

37,864.79
243,732.69
334.57
2,152.86
996.33
9,339.78
10,876.63
305,297.65

TOTAL

305,297.65

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE

THERESA SANTALUCIA

MICHELE MOLL

ELIZABETH JONES

West Whiteland
.. •~
···

-

West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
1621 - A-1 MULCH

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

61848

0101072575

014300 3668

PW SUPPLIES

$180.00 180.00

7/29/2019

61848

0102054212

014300 3668

PW SUPPLIES

$240.00 240.00

6/27/2019

61848

0102052533

014300 3668

PW SUPPLIES

$148.00 148.00

7/31/2019

61849

RL5995C

014300 3455

FLEET MAINT

VENDOR TOTAL
3128 - BILLOWS
ELECTRIC SUPPLY

YTD AMOUNT

7/29/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
798 - BERGEY'S

INV AMOUNT

$568.00

$2,072.00

$570.30 570.30

$570.30

$6,206.21

8/13/2019

61850

4491547-00

024290 3374

SEWER SUPPLIES

$196.00 196.00

8/13/2019

61850

4492135-00

024290 3374

SEWER SUPPLIES

$55.40 55.40

5014 - CAMPBELL
8/5/2019
DURRANT BEATTY
PALOMBO & MILLER P.C.

61851

579 - CODY SYSTEMS

61852

8/1/2019

66595

014100 3314

VENDOR TOTAL

$251.40

SPECIAL LABOR
COUNSEL

$5,822.24 5822.24

VENDOR TOTAL
8631

706800 3708

2019/20 SOFTWARE
SUPPORT

VENDOR TOTAL
61853

94878

$5,822.24 $116,409.03
$10,876.63 10876.63

$10,876.63

$21,611.62

5068 - COLONY POOL
SERVICE OF DELAWARE
INC

7/31/2019

4415 - DEARBORN
NATIONAL

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014010 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$57.02 57.02

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014050 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$82.38 82.38

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014100 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$811.80 811.80

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014130 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$73.63 73.63

024290 3245

HYPOCHLORITE ODOR
CONTROL

$251.40

VENDOR TOTAL

Page 1

$356.78 356.78

$356.78

$2,715.48

West Whiteland
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
4415 - DEARBORN
NATIONAL

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

61854

F0126981SEP19

014140 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$59.09 59.09

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014300 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$173.48 173.48

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

014520 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$56.25 56.25

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

024290 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$270.49 270.49

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

124310 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$12.01 12.01

8/16/2019

61854

F0126981SEP19

404500 3158

LIFE INSURANCE
PREMIUM/SEP 2019

$203.51 203.51

8/13/2019

61855

1114584

024290 3420

WASTEWATER
OPERATOR
CERTIFICATION
RENEWAL

VENDOR TOTAL
5444 - DISTEFANO
LANDSCAPE SERVICES,
INC.

8/13/2019

81 - DOWNINGTOWN
AREA REGIONAL
AUTHORITY

8/7/2019

2058 - DRUGSCAN INC

7/31/2019

604 - EAST GOSHEN
TOWNSHIP

YTD AMOUNT

8/16/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
3818 - DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

INV AMOUNT

61856

61857

12039

2019Q4

014520 3245

024290 3458

PARKS SUPPLIES

8/15/2019

61859

INV004549

011474

014100 3245

014010 3450

$60.00 60.00

$60.00

$60.00

$1,505.00 1505.00

$1,505.00

DARA EXPENSE/Q4 2019

$241,112.00 241112.00

TOXICOLOGY
SCREENINGS

$2,695.00

$241,112.00 $601,458.00
$672.00 672.00

VENDOR TOTAL

$672.00

RENEWABLE ENERGY
PROJECT

$3,703.96 3703.96

VENDOR TOTAL

Page 2

$14,494.54

VENDOR TOTAL

VENDOR TOTAL
61858

$1,799.66

$3,703.96

$3,360.00

$4,226.03

West Whiteland
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
255 - FEEDING FRENZY

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

YTD AMOUNT

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014140 3422

TRAINING

$31.17 31.17

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014100 3422

TRAINING

$44.68 44.68

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014130 3422

TRAINING

$44.68 44.68

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014010 3422

TRAINING

$58.07 58.07

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014050 3422

TRAINING

$75.94 75.94

8/13/2019

61861

89166

024290 3422

TRAINING

$89.36 89.36

8/13/2019

61861

89166

014300 3422

TRAINING

$102.88 102.88

VENDOR TOTAL
2399 - FISHER & SON CO 8/12/2019
INC

61862

0000200113IN

014520 3245

PARKS SUPPLIES

8/15/2019

61862

0000200245IN

014092 3245

MUNICIPAL BLDG MAINT

VENDOR TOTAL
103 - GAWTHROP
GREENWOOD, PC

INV AMOUNT

$446.78

$446.78

$166.20 166.20
$57.76 57.76

$223.96

$753.64

8/9/2019

61863

213883

014140 3314

1413 FULL CRY CT

$40.00 40.00

8/9/2019

61863

213884

014140 3314

1298 COUNTRY LN

$1,360.00 1360.00

VENDOR TOTAL
504 - GOVERNMENT
FINANCE OFFICERS
ASSOC

7/29/2019

4545 - GRAPHIC
IMPRESSIONS OF
AMERICA, INC.

7/29/2019

43 - HA THOMSON
COMPANY

8/15/2019

61864

0177269 2019 014050 3420

2019 MEMBERSHIP
RENEWAL

VENDOR TOTAL
61865

19-11828C

014100 3216

POLICE SUPPLIES

VENDOR TOTAL
61866

349230

014300 3351

AUTO INSURANCE/2019
FORD
#5004,#5003,#5005

VENDOR TOTAL

Page 3

$1,400.00

$14,122.50

$190.00 190.00

$190.00

$190.00

$216.20 216.20

$216.20

$415.08

$677.00 677.00

$677.00

$15,069.00

West Whiteland
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR

INV DATE

63 - HANSON
7/26/2019
AGGREGATES PENNA INC

5187 - HHF LAWN CARE,
LLC

7/29/2019

CHECK #
61867

61868

INV #
3563411

1255

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

354390 3679

014520 3450

INV DESCRIPTION
OVERLAY
PROJECT/WHITFORD
HILLS

$318.40 318.40

$318.40

LAWN MOWING/JUL
2019

$7,480.00 7480.00

$7,480.00

$3,227.73

$21,230.00

7/25/2019

61869

131770

354390 3679

ROAD
REPAIR/WHITFORD
HILLS RD

8/5/2019

61869

133291

014300 3680

PW SUPPLIES

$318.19 318.19

7/29/2019

61869

132148

354390 3679

ROAD REPAIRS/SAMUEL
RD

$226.92 226.92

8/8/2019

61869

134139

014300 3680

PW SUPPLIES

$366.63 366.63

7/22/2019

61869

130840

354390 3679

ROAD REPAIRS/SAMUEL
RD

$51.24 51.24

8/7/2019

61869

133739

014300 3680

PW SUPPLIES

$96.53 96.53

7/23/2019

61869

131499

354390 3679

ROAD REPAIRS/SAMUEL
RD

VENDOR TOTAL
581 - HOME DEPOT
CREDIT SERVICES

YTD AMOUNT

VENDOR TOTAL

VENDOR TOTAL
147 - HIGHWAY
MATERIALS INC

INV AMOUNT

$1,142.84 1142.84

$103.46 103.46

$2,305.81

$21,468.01

7/15/2019

61870

7084024

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

7/18/2019

61870

4021110

014300 3245

PW SUPPLIES

7/30/2019

61870

2080255

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

$41.66 41.66

8/5/2019

61870

6080956

024290 3374

CMPS SUPPLIES

$43.76 43.76

7/12/2019

61870

40448

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

$50.61 50.61

7/18/2019

61870

4041412

014520 3245

PARKS SUPPLIES

$73.56 73.56
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$32.68 32.68
$160.17 160.17
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR

INV DATE

CHECK #
61870

INV #
8020662

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

YTD AMOUNT

581 - HOME DEPOT
CREDIT SERVICES

7/24/2019

4747 - INCARCERATE
INC.

8/14/2019

61871

081419

014100 3245

CONSTABLE SERVICES

$297.44 297.44

7/24/2019

61871

072419

014100 3245

CONSTABLE SERVICES

$129.58 129.58

8/4/2019

61871

080419

014100 3245

CONSTABLE SERVICES

$235.64 235.64

7/31/2019

61871

073119

014100 3245

CONSTABLE SERVICES

$129.58 129.58

024290 3245

CMPS SUPPLIES

INV AMOUNT

VENDOR TOTAL

VENDOR TOTAL
2271 - INDEPENDENCE
BLUE CROSS

6/11/2019

61872

6925000SEPO 404500 3156
CT19

POST RETIREMENT
MEDICAL/SEP & OCT
2019

VENDOR TOTAL
5422 - JAMES CHIN

8/15/2019

61860

081419

014100 3191

UNIFORM CLEANING

VENDOR TOTAL
2601 - JAMES WYATT

8/6/2019

61873

080619

014300 3191

REIMBURSEMENT

VENDOR TOTAL
4441 - KONDURU SUNIL
& SUNITHA

$444.90

$792.24

$4,748.19

$5,630.16

$705.50 705.50

$705.50

$2,822.00

$654.00 654.00

$654.00

$8,510.45

$70.36 70.36

$70.36

$270.84

8/19/2019

61874

3763319856

021450 1450

REFUND/SEWER
OVERPAYMENT 6195359

$172.57 172.57

8/19/2019

61874

3763319856

121450 1450

REFUND/SEWER
OVERPAYMENT 6195359

$172.56 172.56

VENDOR TOTAL
190 - MAIN LINE
CONCRETE & SUPPLY

$42.46 42.46

$345.13

$345.13

8/8/2019

61875

447341

014300 3680

PW SUPPLIES

$465.00 465.00

7/17/2019

61875

445784

014300 3668

PW SUPPLIES

$258.30 258.30

7/31/2019

61875

446743

014300 3245

PW SUPPLIES

$140.00 140.00

VENDOR TOTAL
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$863.30

$3,082.30
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
2339 - MCMAHON
ASSOCIATES INC

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

61876

165897

655650 3313

RT 100 CONGESTION
MITIGATION STUDY

$9,302.28 9302.28

6/24/2019

61876

165789

014140 3450

LINCOLN HWY/SHIP RD
ROAD DEVELOPMENT

$5,135.00 5135.00

8/5/2019

61877

2650

014100 3196

ADVERTISEMENT

VENDOR TOTAL

764 - PA DEPT OF LABOR 7/30/2019
& INDUSTRY-E

61878

1119992

014092 3450

MUNICIPAL BLDG
BOILER CERT FEE

VENDOR TOTAL
3962 - PAMELA GURALBEAR

$14,437.28

$41,918.09

$100.00 100.00

$100.00

$8,100.00

$89.94 89.94

$89.94

$163.52

8/13/2019

61879

081319

014010 3119

REIMBURSEMENT

$34.46 34.46

8/13/2019

61879

081319

014010 3340

REIMBURSEMENT

$93.61 93.61

8/13/2019

61879

081319

014010 3424

REIMBURSEMENT

$25.00 25.00

8/13/2019

61879

081319

014010 3210

REIMBURSEMENT

$5.22 5.22

8/13/2019

61879

081319

014010 3420

REIMBURSEMENT

$102.20 102.20

VENDOR TOTAL
3411 - PAY FLEX
SYSTEMS USA INC

YTD AMOUNT

6/21/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
360 - PA CHIEFS OF
POLICE ASSN

INV AMOUNT

$260.49

$544.58

7/10/2019

61880

1140611315862

014100 3156

HRA FEE/JUL 2019

$111.59 111.59

8/10/2019

61880

1140611326926

014100 3156

HRA FEE/AUG 2019

$111.59 111.59

7/10/2019

61880

1140611315862

014130 3156

HRA FEE/JUL 2019

$4.85 4.85

8/10/2019

61880

1140611326926

014130 3156

HRA FEE/AUG 2019

$4.85 4.85

7/10/2019

61880

1140611315862

024290 3156

HRA FEE/JUL 2019

$4.85 4.85

8/10/2019

61880

1140611326926

024290 3156

HRA FEE/AUG 2019

$4.85 4.85

Page 6
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
3411 - PAY FLEX
SYSTEMS USA INC

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

61880

1140611326926

404500 3156

HRA FEE/AUG 2019

$43.66 43.66

7/10/2019

61880

1140611315862

404500 3156

HRA FEE/JUL 2019

$43.66 43.66

$3,294.70

61881

161510819

014520 3361

ELECTRIC/PENNYPACKER
2ND FLR/AUG 2019

$9.97 9.97

8/15/2019

61882

880130819

014520 3361

ELECTRIC/PENNYPACKER
1ST FLR/AUG 2019

$16.19 16.19

$26.16

$42,636.44

8/8/2019

61883

306954-02

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

$34.80 34.80

8/1/2019

61883

306954-01

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

$52.79 52.79

7/29/2019

61883

306954

024290 3245

SEWER SUPPLIES

$74.86 74.86

VENDOR TOTAL
30 - PETTY CASH

$329.90

8/14/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
3453 - PENDERGAST
SAFETY EQUIPMENT CO

YTD AMOUNT

8/10/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
3301 - PECO ENERGY PAYMENT PROCESSING

INV AMOUNT

$162.45

$5,606.14

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3245

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$4.24 4.24

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3245

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$22.00 22.00

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3245

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$3.48 3.48

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3191

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$20.00 20.00

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014140 3340

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$43.50 43.50

Page 7
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West Whiteland Township Paid Warrant Report - #08282019

VENDOR
30 - PETTY CASH

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

YTD AMOUNT

8/19/2019

61884

081919

024290 3245

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$15.00 15.00

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3191

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$21.20 21.20

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014100 3191

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$46.25 46.25

8/19/2019

61884

081919

024290 3245

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$13.40 13.40

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014140 3340

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$28.05 28.05

8/19/2019

61884

081919

014050 3210

PETTY CASH
REPLENISHMENT/AUG
2019

$0.50 0.50

VENDOR TOTAL
980 - PROFESSIONAL
RECYCLERS OF PA

8/2/2019

37 - SIGNAL SERVICE
INC

7/31/2019

61885

4440

124310 3420

2019 MEMBERSHIP

VENDOR TOTAL
61886

32844

354380 3456

TRAFFIC SIGNAL
MAINT/RT 30 & SHIP RD

VENDOR TOTAL
5498 - T.A. OF THE MAIN 8/19/2019
LINE, LLC

61887

081919

021450 1450

REFUND/SEWER
OVERPAYMENT/702
BRANDYWINE RD

VENDOR TOTAL
258 - TERRE HILL
CONCRETE PRODUCTS

INV AMOUNT

8/16/2019

61888

994363643

014300 3668

PW SUPPLIES

VENDOR TOTAL

Page 8

$217.62

$595.36

$150.00 150.00

$150.00

$150.00

$310.00 310.00

$310.00

$31,231.25

$111.34 111.34

$111.34

$111.34

$788.75 788.75

$788.75

$8,828.95
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VENDOR
3991 - THEURKAUF

INV DATE

CHECK #

INV #

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

INV DESCRIPTION

61889

0719-17

011000 1451 Y

CSH

$875.00 875.00

8/1/2019

61889

0719-19

011000 1451 Y

WHOLE FOODS

$181.25 181.25

8/1/2019

61889

0719-11

011000 1451 Y

DANTE'S RUN

$292.85 292.85

8/1/2019

61889

0719-21

655650 3313

EXTON TWP PARK

8/1/2019

61889

0719-16

011000 1451 Y

PARKVIEW

$143.75 143.75

8/1/2019

61889

0719-14

011000 1451 Y

REEDMAN

$181.25 181.25

8/1/2019

61889

0719-04

011000 1451 Y

JOHNSON MATTHEY

$574.38 574.38

8/1/2019

61889

0719-12

011000 1451 Y

DKR4

$106.25 106.25

8/1/2019

61889

0719-08

011000 1451 Y

KING INDUSTRIAL

$250.00 250.00

$2,642.23

$25,922.14

61890

8928

024290 3340

COMMERCIAL SEWER
BILLS/AUG 2019

$181.49 181.49

8/14/2019

61890

8928

024290 3340

COMMERCIAL SEWER
BILLS/AUG 2019

$200.00 200.00

$381.49

$6,893.78

8/9/2019

61894

0001870819

024290 3361

GMPS FIOS/AUG 2019

$129.09 129.09

8/9/2019

61892

0001580819

024290 3361

WWPS FIOS/AUG 2019

$129.09 129.09

8/9/2019

61891

0001350819

024290 3361

CMPS FIOS/AUG 2019

$128.27 128.27

8/9/2019

61893

0001990819

024290 3361

MVPS FIOS/AUG 2019

$129.09 129.09

VENDOR TOTAL
3746 - VERIZON
COMMUNICATIONS

$37.50 37.50

8/14/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
5 - VERIZON

YTD AMOUNT

8/1/2019

VENDOR TOTAL
4583 - TOUCHPOINT
CUSTOMER
COMMUNICATIONS

INV AMOUNT

7/15/2019

61896

0001540919

014520 3361

BARN DSL/SEP 2019

7/19/2019

61895

0001580919

014092 3361

TV BOX/SEP 2019

VENDOR TOTAL
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$515.54

$4,108.36

$52.99 52.99
$8.92 8.92

$61.91

$3,231.41
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VENDOR
70 - WHITE GLOVE OF
EXTON, INC.

INV DATE
8/7/2019

CHECK #
61897

INV #
WWP819

GL ACCOUNT

REIMB

014100 3453

INV DESCRIPTION
CAR WASHES/JUL 19

VENDOR TOTAL

Total

WARRANT TOTAL

Page 10

INV AMOUNT

YTD AMOUNT

$281.00 281.00

$281.00
$305,297.65

$665.00

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
RESOLUTION NO. 2019 - ___
WHEREAS, by virtue of Resolution 2009-09 adopted April 8, 2009, the Board of Supervisors of
Whiteland Township declared its intent to follow the schedules and procedures for the disposition of records as
set forth in the Municipal Records Manual approved on December 16, 2009, and,
WHEREAS, in accordance with Act 428 of 1968, each individual act of disposition shall be approved by
resolution of the governing body of the municipality;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Supervisors of the Township of West
Whiteland, Chester County, Pennsylvania, in accordance with the above-cited Municipal Records Manual,
hereby authorizes reformatting of the following public records:

OFFICE

RECORD TITLE

DATES

MEDIA

Administration

Board of Supervisors

July 24, 2019

118626 KB of data

Planning

Historical Commission
Planning Commission

July 8, 2019
July 16, 2019

83056 KB of data
96585 KB of data

ADOPTED this 28th day of August, 2019.

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

______________________________
Theresa Santalucia, Chairman
ATTEST:

__________________________________
Mimi Gleason, Township Manager

______________________________
Elizabeth Jones, Member

MEMORANDUM
DATE:

August 21, 2019

TO:

Board of Supervisors
Mimi Gleason, Township Manager

FROM:

Theodore D. Otteni, P.E.
Director of Public Works

West Whiteland
-

-

• ~M\1/H:O~>--- -

SUBJECT: SCADA Implementation Project
Award Recommendation
Recommended Motion:
To award the SCADA Implementation Project contract to the low bidder, WBA Automation/Ai
Control System in the amount of $103,071.24.
Background:
The SCADA (Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition) system provides remote monitoring and
communication with the pump station control equipment to report any alarm, emergency or
equipment failure directly to Public Works personnel via a web-based interface. The system will
also allow for proactive monitoring of station components such a flow meters and pump status.
On August 21, 2019, bids were opened through PennBid for the SCADA Implementation Project
for pump stations and meter pits. The work consists of furnishing and installing the SCADA
system at the Township’s five pump stations and three metering stations, and providing record
drawings, start-up, testing, and training. Two bids were received as follows:
WBA Automation/Ai Control System
Optimum Controls Corporation

$103,071.24
$107,498.00

The project will be paid for through a PA Small Water and Sewer Program Grant ($43,312.50)
and the remaining funds ($59,758.74) from the Sewer Construction Fund (Fund 03).
The grant application was based upon implementing SCADA at the five pump stations. During
design development, subsequent to grant approval, it was determined (recommended) that the
SCADA be installed at the three metering pits to provide a more comprehensive “view” of the
Township’s sewer system. The cost for the three additional locations resulted in an additional
$30,000 above the anticipated project cost allocated for grant funds. Additionally, competitive
market conditions also contributed to the bid amounts that are higher than the engineer’s
estimate.
The SCADA system will replace the outdated system currently in place which does not allow for
system monitoring or remote trouble shooting capabilities. Currently, a sewer operator usually
must drive to a pump station whenever an alarm is triggered to assess what might otherwise be
a false alarm or simple anomaly.
If you have any questions or would like to discuss this in more detail, please do not hesitate to
contact me.
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Monthly Financial Package
Year-to-date July 2019
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General Fund Revenue
YTD July 2019
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•,\,:-..- -

- ---<~M\1M:041

Commentary
GENERAL FUND REVENUE*
% vs 2018
YTD Actual

2019 YTD
Revised
Budget

% vs 2019
YTD Rev Bud

$ 5,935,000 $ 3,357,881 $ 3,243,361

4%

$ 3,323,600

1%

Local Services Tax

$

464,726

11%

$

461,550

12%

Real Estate Taxes

$ 1,232,176 $ 1,165,174 $ 1,168,800

0%

$ 1,215,796

-4%

Real Estate Transfer Tax

$

461,659

37%

$

585,000

8%

$ 8,972,176 $ 5,672,923 $ 5,338,546

6%

$ 5,585,946

2%

2019 Revised
Budget
Taxes
Earned Income Tax

Taxes Total
Fees, Fines, Grants, Interest
Entitlements / Grants

905,000 $

900,000 $

YTD 2019
Actual

515,165 $

634,703 $

YTD 2018
Actual

$ 1,090,160 $

612,281 $

589,319

4%

$

589,648

4%

Licenses & Permits

$

884,800 $

601,105 $

724,379

-17%

$

349,609

72%

Franchise Fees

$

400,000 $

210,896 $

219,186

-4%

$

204,000

3%

Other Revenue

$

657,553 $

564,058 $

325,512

73%

$

380,702

48%

Fees, Fines, Grants, Interest Total

$ 3,032,513 $ 1,988,341 $ 1,858,395

7%

$ 1,523,959

30%

Transfer in from Other Funds

$

$

70,000

0%

Revenue Total

$ 12,144,689 $ 7,731,264 $ 7,305,446

$ 7,179,905

8%

140,000 $

70,000 $

108,506

-35%
6%

*Includes Funds 1, 16 Historical Fund and 35 Liquid Fuels Fund which are all General Fund Revenues

•

Revenue is running slightly
favorable to last year and our
estimated monthly budget due
to strong permit revenue and
timing.

•

EIT, LST & Real Estate Taxes:
Timing

•

Real Estate Transfer Tax favorable
due to sale of several commercial
properties.

•

Grants: Reimbursement of
Pottstown Pike study received and
Liquid Fuels $14K higher

•

Building permits are starting
strong primarily driven by Main
Street Phase II

•

Other Revenue favorability driven
by conclusion of bag litigation,
insurance proceeds, reimbursable
OT from Dec work and higher
interest earnings.
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General Fund Revenue
West Whiteland
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YTD July 2019

Licenses & Permits
$601,105
8%

Other Revenue
$564,058
7%

Transfer in from Other Funds
$70,000
1%

Real Estate Taxes
$1,165,174
15%

Franchise Fees
$210,896
3%
Entitlements / Grants
$612,281
8%

Real Estate Transfer Tax
$634,703
8%

Local Services Tax
$515,165
7%

Earned Income Tax
$3,357,881
43%
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General Fund Expenses by Type
YTD July 2019

West Whiteland
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•

Salaries vs 2018 are
slightly lower driven by
the 2018 sick-time
payment mostly offset by
timing (Aug 1 pay booked
in July) and annual
increases.

•

Maintenance &
Operations vs 2018 high
due to timing of 3rd party
inspections and increased
constable services but
partially offset by timing
of diesel fuel and fleet
maintenance recorded
expenses.

•

Liquid fuels expenses vary
greatly due to timing of
projects. Paving
underway. During budget
conversations will
determine if we expect to
be favorable FY.

•

Contracted/Professional
Services actuals include
costs for solicitors and
engineering.

•

Debt Service & transfer to
another fund differences
due to timing of semiannual transfers for debt
payments.

2019YTD
EXPENSES BY TYPE

2019 Revised

YTD 2019

YTD 2018

% vs 2018 YTD

Revised

% vs 2019

Budget

Actual

Actual

Actual

Budget

YTD Rev Bud

±J Salary & Benefits

$ 7,491,929

$4,203,948

$4,223,799

0%

$

4,231,260

-1%

±J Maintenance & Operations

$

962,600

$ 388,067

$ 327,740

18%

$

385,914

1%

±J Liquid Fuels Expenses

$

602,952

$ 161,927

$ 282,778

-43%

$

163,589

-1%

±J Contracted/Professional Se rv

$

595,000

$ 365,480

$ 275,731

33%

$

307,684

19%

±J Other Expenditures

$

512,503

$ 338,984

$ 324,455

4%

$

335,900

1%

±J Transfer to another fund

$

750,000

$ 350,000

$ 403,094

-13%

$

350,000

0%

±J Debt Service

$ 1,150,000

$1,150,000

$ 640,200

80%

$

1,150,000

0%

Expense Total

$ 12,064,985

$6,477,796

7%

$

6,924,347

0%

II

.

.

$6,958,405

*Includes Fund 01 General Fund and Liquid Fuels grant
+ Includes maintenance and operational expenses for township buildings, parks, roads, traffic signals and public safety, including gas,
electric, supplies, small equipment & tools, ammunition, uniforms and hiring costs.
++ Other Expenditures includes expenses for insurance, bonds, training, office supplies, postage, newsletter, advertising, banking fees, dues
and telephone.
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General Fund Expenses by Type
West Whiteland
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YTD July 2019
Transfer to another fund
$350,000
5%

Contracted/Professional
Serv
$365,480
5%
Debt Service
$1,150,000
17%

Liquid Fuels Expenses
$161,927
2%
Maintenance & Operations
$388,067
6%

Salary & Benefits
$4,203,948
60%

Other Expenditures
$338,984
5%

5

Sewer Operating Fund
YTD July 2019

West Whiteland
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Commentary

2019

•

Revenue exceeds YTD 2018 due
to favorable investment income
along with incremental sewer
fees from new properties.

•

Transfer in from other funds
variance to 2018 is caused by
timing of 2018 semi annual
transfers.

-10%

•

Clover Mill Reimbursement vs.
2018 due to timing.

2019YTD

Revised

YTD2019

YTD2018

%vs 2018

Revised

%v2019YTD

Budget

Actual

Actual

YTDActual

Budget

Rev Bud

ffi Fees, Fines, Grants, Interest

$3,204,800

$2,428,958

$2,377,419

2%

$ 2,419,098

0%

ffi Transfer in from Other Funds

$2,550,000

$1,275,000

$ 671,500

90%

$ 1,275,000

0%

ii
.=.I Revenue

-

$ 184,000

$

93,238

$ 117,871

-21%

$

103,040

$5,938,800

$3,797,196

$3,166,790

20%

$

3,797,138

0%

•

Salary vs 2018 includes employee
previously allocated to Roads

ffi Salary & Benefits

$ 950,948

$ 591,441

$ 530,195

12%

$

561,890

5%

•

ffi Treatment Services

$3,770,000

$1,401,621

$ 693,579

102%

$ 1,447,500

-3%

ffi Maintenance & Operations

$ 379,050

$ 149,588

$ 134,103

12%

$

191,099

-22%

Treatment services: large
variance vs. 2018 is due to West
Goshen capital payments in
2019. For FY, DARA will be
$11.5K (only 1.5%) over budget.

•

ffi Contracted/Professional Serv

$ 111,500

$

18,447

$

43,577

-58%

$

38,780

-52%

ffi Other Expenditures

$ 104,030

$

63,127

$

56,679

11%

$

78,615

-20%

ffi Transfer to another fund

$

83,000

$

41,500

$

48,198

-14%

$

41,500

0%

Maintenance & Operations
variance due to timing of diesel
fuel allocation and lower
equipment and general supplies
costs partially offset by higher
uniform and equipment repair
costs.

ffi Debt Service

$

95,000

$

47,500

$

47,500

0%

$

47,500

0%

•

Contracted/Professional Services
variance includes less expense in
engineering, solicitors, and
contracted services.

ffi Clover Mill Reimbursement
Revenue Total
=1 Expense

-

-------------------------------Expense Total

$5,493,528

$2,313,224

$1,553,831

49%

$

2,406,883

-4%

NET SURPLUS(DEFICIT)

$

445,272

$1,483,972

$1,612,959

-8%

$

1,390,255

7%
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Sewer Construction Fund
YTD July 2019
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Commentary

2019YTD
2019 Revised

YTD2019

YTD2018

%vs 2018

Revised

%v2019YTD

Budget

Actual

Actual

YTDActual

Budget

Rev Bud

$1,070,001

-42%

$

569,660

9%

$

18,000

-17%

$

15,000

0%

$1,088,001

-42%

$

584,660

8%

-63%

$

78,400

-76%

$

764,373

-91%

544

-11%

Ii

•

Timing is highly variable &
project-based for the
Sewer Construction Fund.
Several large projects are
now underway.

•

Revenue exceeds YTD
budget due to favorable
investment returns.

•

Revenue trails YTD 2018
due to one-time capacity
catch-up payment from
Uwchlan in 2018 and
lower tapping fees

•

Transfers to another fund
includes semi-annual
transfers to the sewer
fund for West Goshen and
DARA Captial Expenses
along with our equipment
replacement fund

.=.I Revenue

f±l Fees, Fines, Grants, Interest

$ 1,833,200 $

618,968

f±l Transfer in from Other Funds

$

30,000

$

15,000

$

1,863,200

$

633,968

f±.l Contracted/Professional Serv

$

140,000

$

18,666

$

f±l Capital Improvements

$ 1,091,962 $

59,555

$

f±l Other Expenditures

$

$

485

$

f±l Transfer to another fund

$ 2,571,500

Revenue Total
.::l Expense

850

$1,285,750

50,738

489

-1%

$

$ 701,500

83%

$ 1,285,750

Expense Total
NET SURPLUS(DEFICIT)

-36%
-318%

-53%
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Solid Waste Fund
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Commentary

YTD July 2019
2019

i;i

2019 YTD

% v 2019

YTD 2019

YTD 2018

% vs 2018

Revised

YTD Rev

Budget

Actual

Actual

YTD Actual

Budget

Bud

•

Sales of Bags is highly variable due
to timing.

•

Other Revenue is driven by the sale
of recycling bins, which has
quadrupled since previous year and
has already exceeded FY budget.

•

Solid Waste Grant, unexpectedly,
includes receipts for recycling
volume from 2016 and 2017.

$ 213,800 $

213,013

$ 193,139

10%

$ 209,880

1%

ffi Sale of Bags

$ 490,000 $

304,275

$ 311,140

-2%

$ 294,000

3%

ffi Entitlements / Grants

$

76,000

ffi Other Revenue

$

3,500

$

52,000

Revenue Total

Service Fee variance vs. 2018
includes a modest number of new
houses but largely due to a
reconciling adjustment artificially
pulling down 2018.

Revised

ffi Service Fees

ffi Transfer in from Other Funds

•

$ 177,168 $

95,592

85%

$

76,000

133%

$

2,260

161%

$

2,450

141%

$

5,898

$ 200,000

$

$ 835,300 $ 700,354 $ 802,131

-100%

$

0%

-13%

$ 582,330

20%

• The grant is always on a lag but no
receipts in 2017 pushed it to 3-year
lag.
• Two years of receipts in 2019
catches back up to 2 year lag.
• Our DEP contact believes they will
be able to maintain the 2-year gap,
so should receive 2018’s award in
2020.
• The $70K receipt for 2016 was
disappointing but the $104K for
2017 was surprisingly high.

=.! Expense
ffi Salary & Benefits

$

$

19,286

tt:1 Hauler Contracts

$ 587,100 $

219,823

ffi Tipping Fees

$ 179,000 $

ffi Other Expenditures

$

6,525

$

ffi Refuse Bags

$

26,200

$

Expense Total

NET SURPLUS{DEFICIT)

35,656

$

17,410

11%

$

20,546

-6%

$ 179,052

23%

$ 252,453

-13%

90,266

$

81,144

11%

$

80,550

12%

3,089

$

9,718

-68%

$

3,522

-12%

0%

$

12,838

-100%

$

$ 834,481 $ 332,464 $ 287,324

16%

-10%

$ 367,890 $ 514,807

-29%

73%

819

•

Hauler variance vs 2018 is due to
known recycling increase. Variance
vs budget is just timing.

•

Tipping fees partially timing
through July, however still running
5% higher through today.
Potentially FY $10K over budget.

•

All other variances are timing.
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Expenses by Department – All Funds
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YTD July 2019

2019 Revised

YTD 2019

YTD 2018

% vs 2018 YTD

2019YTD
Revised

Budget

Actual

Actual

Actual

Budget

EXPENSES BY DEPARTMCj

Commentary
% v 2019 YTD
Rev Bud

Works

$ 7,736,193 $ 3,264,650 $ 2,702,066

21%

$

3,014,729

8%

8 Sewer Operating

$ 5,493,528 $ 2,313,224 $ 1,553,831

49%

$

2,016,883

15%

~1 Roads

$

985,681

$

503,427

$

588,604

-14%

$

541,321

-7"

Rec

$

464,531

$

215,553

$

192,935

12%

$

205,555

5%

8 Liquid Fuels

$

602,952

$

161,927

$

282,778

-43"

$

163,589

-1%

B Municipal Building

$

189,500 $

70,520

$

83,918

-16"

$

87,380

-19%

±1 Police

$ 5,985,134 $ 3,323,485 $ 3,383,671

-2%

$

3,348,979

-1%

=I Finance

$ 1,655,623 $ 1,457,974 $

916,649

59%

$

1,458,629

0%

8 Debt Service

$ 1,150,000 $ 1,150,000 $

640,200

80%

$

1,150,000

0%

8 Finance

$

399,370

$

238,464

$

205,202

16"

$

238,908

0%

$

106,253

$

69,509

$

71,247

-2%

$

69,722

0%

$

834,481

$

332,464

$

287,293

16%

$

369,909

-10%

±I Codes

$

723,237

$

428,141

$

336,128

27%

$

395,624

8%

±I Administration

$

619,713

$

366,291

$

285,354

28%

$

316,048

16%

±1 Fire

$

511,684

$

225,821

$

220,710

2%

$

217,318

4%

$

326,929

$

205,268

$

187,079

10%

$

189,904

8%

$ 18,392,995 $ 9,604,093 $ 8,318,951

15%

$

9,311,139

3%

=.l Public

~1 Parks &

±I Solid

Waste

±I Planning &

Historical

Expenses Total

•

Roads: 2018 included a fleet
equipment transfer; also 1
employee was reclassed to sewer.

•

Building: 2018 included higher
HVAC repair

•

Police: Expenses vs 2018 are
slightly lower driven by sick-time
payout in July of 2018 mostly
offset by timing (Aug 1 pay booked
in July) and annual increases.

•

Codes: 3rd Party Inspection fees
running high but offset by permit
revenue. Remaining items are
timing.

•

Fire: Unfavorable variance driven
by insurance cost associated with
new vehicles

•

Salary vs. 2018 is artificially high
given Aug 1 pay booked in July.

•

Legal expenses are driving Admin
and Police higher than expected as
well as Codes and Planning, to a
lesser extent.

Remaining variances are primarily
driven by timing.
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Expenses by Department
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YTD July 2019
Administration Fire
Planning & Historical
$366,291 $225,821
$205,268
4%
2%
2%
Codes

Public Works Sewer
Operating
$2,313,224
24%

Solid Waste $428,141
4%
$332,464
3%
Finance Tax
$69,509
1%
Finance Finance
$238,464
3%

Finance Debt Service
$1,150,000
12%

Public Works Roads
$503,427
5%
Public Works Parks &
Rec
$215,553
2%
Public Works Municipal
Building
$70,520
1%
Public Works Liquid
Fuels
$161,927
2%

/

/
Total
Police
$3,323,485
35%
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West Whiteland Township Fund Balances
July 2019* (In ‘000s)
West Whiteland
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2014

2015

2016

2017

2018

2019 YTD
Change

2019*

OPERATING FUNDS:
GENERAL+
LIQUID FUELS
SEWER++
SOLID WASTE

Total Operating Fund Balance

$
$
$
$
$

10,984
417
2,288
173
13,862

$
$
$
$
$

11,654
390
2,785
180
15,008

$
$
$
$
$

12,627
392
2,973
213
16,204

$
$
$
$
$

13,217
606
3,248
2
17,072

$
$
$
$
$

14,335
487
3,618
310
18,750

$
$
$
$
$

15,833
925
5,266
648
22,671

$
$
$
$
$

1,497
438
1,647
338
3,921

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,760
1,571
2,507
1,069
822
370
190
13,289

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,789
2,010
2,530
1,134
781
687
194
14,124

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,347
2,020
2,696
1,101
829
771
260
14,023

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,644
2,850
2,765
1,160
1,083
1,145
367
16,014

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

10,473
2,666
3,599
1,699
987
1,302
295
21,021

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

9,743
2,423
3,702
1,721
793
898
281
19,561

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

(730)
(243)
103
22
(194)
(405)
(14)
(1,460)

$
$
$
$

6,458
13,478
1,017
20,952

$
$
$
$

6,397
13,378
1,071
20,846

$
$
$
$

6,910
14,418
1,604
22,933

$
$
$
$

7,890
16,675
2,000
26,565

$
$
$
$

7,427
15,868
2,059
25,354

$
$
$
$

8,283
17,285
2,181
27,749

$
$
$
$

856
1,417
122
2,395

CAPITAL - GOVERNMENTAL FUND:

SEWER CONSTRUCTION
PUBLIC SERVICE
TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
OPEN SPACE
EQUIPMENT REPLACE
FIRE CO. EQUIPMENT REPLACE
TECHNOLOGY

Total Capital Fund Balance

FIDUCIARY FUNDS:

NON-UNIFORM PENSION
POLICE PENSION
OPEB

Total Fiduciary Fund Balance

AGENCY FUNDS:

'-------------'------------'-----------'----_______.___________.___________._________,I D
CRIME PREVENTION

TOTAL FUND BALANCE

$

15 $

$ 48,118

14 $

$ 49,993

15 $

$ 53,175

16 $

$ 59,667

17 $

$ 65,142

18

$ 69,998

$

0.4

$ 4,856

*The month is not closed yet but is materially complete. Small adjustments could still be made.
+

"General" includes the primary General Fund (01), Sinking Fund (08), Township Pass-through Checking Account (10), Historical Fund (16 ) and, for 2017 and prior,
the Fleet Fund (66 ).
++

Unrestricted; does not include net investment in capital assets:
$

7,728

$

7,931

$

7,631

$

7,462

$

7,462

$

7,186

$

(276)
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