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AGENDA
EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Tuesday, September 15, 2015
7:00 PM

Paoli Pike Trail Open House — 6:30 PM in Upstairs Lobby

Call to Order
Pledge of Allegiance
Moment of Silence — Supervisor Carmen Battavio
Ask if anyone is recording the meeting
Chairman’s Report
a. Natasha Manbeck, P.E. of McMahon Assoc. will update the Board on the progress of the
trail plan and present the trail alignment recommendation. (Documents on website)
b. Announce Special BOS meeting on Tuesday, October 13th at 7pm to present the 2016
proposed budget. The public is encouraged to attend!
Public Hearings
a. Dog Ordinance Public Hearing continued to October 6 2015
b. Board of Supervisors will conduct a public hearing to consider approval to use the
existing stand alone building located at 1504 Paoli Pike, West Chester, PA 19380 in the
Goshen Village Shopping Center as a beverage café, specifically a Dunkin Donuts with
a drive through which is permitted by conditional use of the Board of Supervisors pursuant to
Section 240-15.C(9) of the East Goshen Township Zoning Ordinance.
Police Report — Chief Brenda Bernot - August 2015
Malvern Fire Co — August 2015
Fire Marshal — September 4, 2015
Goshen Fire Co. - none
Financial Report — August 2015
Old Business
a. Consider recommendation for 1641 Manley Road.
b. Consider house lateral inspections
New Business
a. Consider Goshen Village Shopping Center’s application to the Zoning Hearing Board
requesting amendments to the ZHB Decision from 1988 to permit freestanding signs
Any Other Matter - none
Approval of Minutes
a. September 1, 2015
Treasurer’s Report
a. September 10, 2015
Correspondence, Reports of Interest
a. Acknowledge Malvern Fire Co’s Informational Release
b. Acknowledge Milltown Dam - 2015 Annual Dam Inspection - SEE WEBSITE
c. Acknowledge Rebecca Greenhow’s letter and Rick Smith’s response
Public Comment — Hearing of Residents
Adjournment
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The Chairperson, in his or her sole discretion, shall have the authority to rearrange the agenda
in order to accommodate the needs of other board members, the public or an applicant.

Dates of Importance

Sept 15, 2015 Trail Open House 6:30 pm
Sept 15, 2015 Board of Supervisors 7:00 pm
Trail Plan & Alignment Update
Sept 16, 2015 Futurist Committee 7:00 pm
Sept 17, 2015 Commerce Commission 7:00 pm
Sept 29, 2015 Zoning Hearing Board 7:30 pm
Oct 03, 2015 Park Commission 7:00 pm
Oct 06, 2015 Board of Supervisors 7:00 pm
Oct 07, 2015 Planning Commission 7:00 pm
Oct 08, 2015 Historical Commission 7:00 pm
Oct 08, 2015 Local Traffic Advisory Committee 7:00 pm
Special Meeting
Hershey Mill Estates
Oct 12, 2015 Municipal Authority 7:00 pm
Oct 13, 2015 Paoli Pike Trail Meeting #3 7:00 pm

Work on Final Draft

Newsletter Deadlines for 2015:

Winter: October 30
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
ORDINANCE NO. __ -2015

AN ORDINANCE OF EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
REGULATING DOGS IN THE TOWNSHIP.

WHEREAS, the Board of Supervisors of the Township of East Goshen has
deemed it to be in the best interest and general welfare of the residents of the Township
to regulate dogs.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT ENACTED AND ORDAINED, and it is hereby enacted
and ordained by the authority of the Board of Supervisors of the Township of East
Goshen (the “Board”) as follows:

SECTION 1. Definitions. When used in this Chapter, the following words, terms and
phrases shall have the following meanings, unless expressly stated otherwise or unless
the context clearly indicates otherwise:

DOG - A highly variable domestic mammal (Canis familiaris) closely related to
the gray wolf.

NOISE DISTURBANCE- any sound which endangers or injures the safety or
health of humans or animals; annoys or disturbs a reasonable person of normal
sensitivities; or endangers or injures personal or real property.

OWNER - Includes every person having a right of proprietorship or ownership in
a dog and every person who keeps or harbors a dog or has it in his care and any
person who permits a dog to remain on or about any premises occupied by him.

RUNNING AT LARGE - shall be defined as being upon any 1) public highway,
street, alley, park or other public land; or 2) private property not owned or
controlled by the dog owner; or 3) private property for which the dog owner does
not have permission to be on;, and not being on a leash and accompanied by or
under the control of the owner or any other person having custody of said dog.

SECTION 2. Restrictions on dogs.

A. Confinement and control. It shall be unlawful for the owner or keeper of
any dog to fail to keep at all times the dog in any of the following manners:

(1)  confined within the premises of the owner;



(2)  firmly secured by means of a collar and chain or other device so
that it cannot stray beyond the premises on which it is secured; or

(3)  under the reasonable control of some person, or when engaged in
lawful hunting exhibition, performance events or field training.

B. Housing. It shall be unlawful for the owner or keeper of a dog to house the
dog for any period of time in a drum, barrel, refrigerator or freezer regardless of the
material of which the drum, barrel, refrigerator or freezer is constructed.

C. All owners and people having custody of a dog shall immediately clean up
and properly dispose of dog feces which are deposited on public property or private
property which is not owned by the owner of the dog or person having custody of the
dog.

SECTION 3. Running at large.

It shall be unlawful for the owner or keeper of any dog to permit such dog to run
at large in East Goshen Township. Any such dog found to be running at large, whether
licensed or unlicensed, shall be subject to seizure, detention and disposition by the
Police Department or agency employed by the Township to carry out such seizure,
detention or disposition in accordance with the provisions of the Pennsylvania Dog Law,
as amended from time to time.

SECTION 4. Noise disturbances prohibited.

No person shall own, possess, harbor or control any dog which howls or barks
continuously and/or incessantly such that it creates a noise disturbance as defined
herein.

SECTION 5. Issuance of warnings.

Upon notification that a person is violating Section 4 of this Chapter, the Police
Department, Township Zoning Officer, and/or or agency employed by the Township to
enforce the applicable provisions of the Pennsylvania Dog Law may issue a warning to
the owner of the dog. The warning shall be hand-delivered or sent by certified mail,
return receipt requested, and shall include a copy of Section 4 and a notice that a fine
will be imposed for the second and all subsequent violations in accordance with Section
6.C of this Chapter.

SECTION 6. Violations and penalties.

A. Any person who violates or permits the violation of any provision of this
chapter, except Section 4, shall, upon being found liable therefor in a civil enforcement
proceeding commenced by the Township before a District Justice, pay a fine for each
such violation in an amount not less than $50 and not more than $200, plus all court



costs, including reasonable attorney fees, incurred by the Township. No judgment shall
be imposed until the date of the determination of a violation by the District Justice. If the
defendant neither pays nor timely appeals the judgment, the Township may enforce the
judgment pursuant to the applicable rules of Pennsylvania Civil Procedure.

B. Any person who is found liable for any second or subsequent offense for a
violation of any provision of this chapter, except Section 4, shall, upon being found liable
therefor in a civil enforcement proceeding commenced by the Township before a District
Justice, pay a fine for each such violation in an amount not less than $200 and not more
than $600, plus all court costs, including reasonable attorney fees, incurred by the
Township. No judgment shall be imposed until the date of the determination of a
violation by the District Justice. If the defendant neither pays nor timely appeals the
judgment, the Township may enforce the judgment pursuant to the applicable rules of
Pennsylvania Civil Procedure.

C. Violation of Section 4

1. Any person who violates or permits the violation of Section 4 of this
chapter shall, upon being found liable therefor in a civil enforcement
proceeding commenced by the Township before a District Justice,
pay a fine in the following amounts, plus all court costs, including
reasonable attorneys fees, incurred by the Township:

(@)  First violation: Warning issued.
(b)  Second violation in any calendar year: fine of $100.
(¢)  Third violation in any calendar year: fine of $200.

(d)  Fourth and subsequent violations in any calendar year: fine
of no less than $300 and no more than $600.

2. No judgment shall be imposed until the date of the determination of
a violation by the District Justice. If the defendant neither pays nor
timely appeals the judgment, the Township may enforce the
judgment pursuant to the applicable rules of Pennsylvania Civil
Procedure.

SECTION 7. Severability. If any sentence, clause, section or part of this Ordinance is
for any reason found to be unconstitutional, illegal or invalid, such unconstitutionality,
illegality or invalidity shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions,
sentences, clauses, sections, or parts hereof. It is hereby declared as the intent of the
Board of Supervisors that this Ordinance would have been adopted had such
unconstitutional, illegal or invalid sentence, clause, section or part thereof not been
included herein.




SECTION 8. Repealer. All ordinances or parts of ordinances conflicting with any
provision of this Ordinance are hereby repealed insofar as the same affects this

Ordinance.

SECTION 9. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective in five (5) days
from the date of adoption.

ENACTED AND ORDAINED this day of , 2015.
ATTEST: EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Louis F. Smith, Secretary E. Martin Shane, Chairman

Senya D. Isayeff, Vice-Chairman

Carmen Battavio, Member

Charles W. Proctor, 1ll, Esquire, Member

Janet L. Emanuel, Member
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The East Goshen Township Board of Supervisors will conduct a public hearing on
September 15, 2015 at 7:00 p.m. at the East Goshen Township Administration Building, located
at 1580 Paoli Pike, West Chester, PA 19380 to consider the conditional use application filed by
Abjibapa Enterprises, LLC (“Applicant”). Applicant seeks approval to use the existing stand alone
building located at 1504 Paoli Pike West Chester Pa, 19380 in the Goshen Village Shopping
Center as a beverage café, specifically a Dunkin Donuts with drive through which is permitted by
conditional use of the Board of Supervisors pursuant to Section 240-15.C(9) of the East Goshen
Township Zoning Ordinance.

If any person who wishes to attend the hearing has a disability and/or requires an
auxiliary aid service or other accommodation to observe or participate in the hearing, he or she
should contact the Township at 610-692-7171 to discuss how those needs may be
accommodated.

Please advertise the hearing on September 1, 2015 and September 8, 2015

C:\Users\rick\AppData\L.ocal\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\8G70K4P7\378566.doc



Rick Smith

L . .

From: Kristin Camp <kcamp@buckleylip.com>

Sent: Monday, August 17, 2015 7:16 AM

To: 'legals@dailylocal.com’

Cc: ‘Rick Smith’; ‘Colleen Pimer'; Ali Fidanza; 'Mark Gordon'; 'Patrick M. McKenna'
Subject: East Goshen Township Legal Notice for September 15, 2015 hearing
Attachments: 378566.doc

Please publish the attached legal notice on September 1, 2015 and September 8, 2015.
The invoice and proof of publication can be sent to Rick Smith.
Thank you.






9. The applicant agrees to add effective traffic calming measures within the shopping center if
determined necessary by the Township.

10. Add low landscape plantings around the menu board base.

11. The applicant agrees to add wheel stops for the 10 parking spaces adjacent to the drive thru
lane.

12. The Employee parking area is to remain unstriped and unmarked.

13. The new parking lot exit and associated signage shown on the plan shall be installed prior to
issuance of a building permit for the beverage café.

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-4\53-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Beverage Cafe Conditional Use (Dunkin) 2015\Memo to
BOS 09092015 vsn 2.doc




AREA CODE 610
692-7171

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
PLANNING COMMISSION

1580 PAOLI PIKE, WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6195

September 9, 2015

East Goshen Township
Board of Supervisors
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, Pa. 19380

Re: Beverage Café / Conditional Use Application
Dunkin Donuts / 1500 Paoli Pike
53-4-77

Dear Board Members:

At their meeting on September 2, 2015 the Planning Commission voted unanimously in favor of the
following motion: :

Mr. Chairman, | move that the Planning Commission recommend approval of the
Conditional Use application of Abjibapa Enterprises, LLC., to operate a Beverage Café at 1500
Paoli Pike as outlined in the Zoning Ordinance with the following conditions:

1. The applicant shall provide the Township with a draft parking agreement which
addresses the 5 parking spaces eliminated for the drive thru in the event the Township
determines in the future that they are needed.

2. The Drive Thru menu board shall automatically turn off when the store is closed.

The trash enclosure shall be closed at all times except when being serviced.

4. The use kitchen shall include a serviceable grease trap for food waste sewage if
determined necessary by the Township upon building:plan review.

5. The drive thru landscape screening shall be installed as described in the Conservancy

Board Review letter dated August 13, 2015.

6. All new rooftop structures shall be painted to be aesthetically compatible with the roof
facade.

7. There shall be no outside storage of any kind, not including the arrangement of outdoor
seating.

8. Astop sign and stop bar is added at the drive thru exit.

9. The applicant agrees to add effective traffic calming measures within the shopping center if
determined necessary by the Township.

10. Add low landscape plantings around the menu board base. v

11. The applicant agrees to add wheel stops for the 10 parking spaces adjacent to the drive thru
fane.

w

Sincerely,j
puei

Mark A. Gordon
Township Zoning Officer

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\63-4\563-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Beverage Cafe Conditional Use (Dunkin)
2015\PC Rec to BOS 09092015.doc



EAST GOSHEN
CONSERVANCY

August 13, 2015

East Goshen Township
Planning Commission
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, Pa. 19380

Re: Beverage Café / Conditional Use Plan for Dunkin Donu
Landscape Screening Recommendation

Dear Commission Members:

f
At their meeting on August 12, 2014 the Conservancy Board unanimotsly approved the
following motion:

Mr. Chairman, | move that we recommend that the Planning Commission accept the
Landscape screening proposed on the Goshen Village plans for the new Dunkin Donuts
location proposed with the following conditions: .

1. Eastern white pines shall not be used as a landscape screening species for
this project.

2. Arborvitae is acceptable for the drive thru screening so long as a deer
resistant variety such as the Green Giant is used.

3. The evergreen screening for the garbage dumpster enclosure shall be
consistent with the Township Tree Resolution and not include species
identified as invasive plants in the east Goshen Township code. These
evergreen plantings shall be diversified.

Sincerely,

Mark A. Gordon
Zoning Officer

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-4\53-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Beverage Cafe Conditional Use (Dunkin)
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Orth-Rodgers & Associates, Inc.
TRANSPORTATION ENGINEERS AND PLANNERS

Mr. Louis F. Smith, Jr.; Township Manager
East Goshen Township

1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380-6199

August 29, 2014

RE: Dunkin Donuts Review

Dear Rick:

I 'am in receipt of McMahon Associates Transportation Impact Study dated August 2014
regarding the 3,000 square-foot eatery with a drive-through lane’s impact to local traffic in the
vicinity of the above referenced site located in the Goshen Village Shopping Center at Paoli
Pike and Boot Road in the Township. The site entails the redevelopment of the existing vacant
bank facility with access to both Paoli Pike and Boot Road via existing driveways to each via
signalized access at Paoli Pike and stop control at Boot Road.

The following constitutes my review of the impact study:

1.

ORA concurs in general with the introduction and the existing conditions reported for both
Paoli Pike and Boot Road in the vicinity of the site. It should be noted that the intersection
of Paoli and Boot has channelized right turn lanes in the eastbound and southbound that
typically only effect the southbound and westbound directions of Boot and Paoli,
respectively (noted in Appendix A photographs).

ORA concurs with the existing traffic count periods and the various peak hours found (7:30
AM, 4:45 PM and 11:45 AM Saturday) for Paoli & Boot, (8:00 AM, 5:00 PM and 11:30 AM
Saturday) for Paoli & Site Access, and (7:30 AM, 4:45 PM and 11:45 AM Saturday) for Boot
& Site Access. The peak hours are within the general timeframe that may only see minor
differential volumes between the adjacent intersections.

It was specifically noted that due to school not being in session, an additional count would
need to be done after school has been in session for at least one week. The applicant has
agreed to have the count performed to determine if the data presented with a ‘growth’ of 2%
indicated in the report to account for the reduced summertime traffic.

An additional note, the study does not include the channelized right turn volumes at either
terminus of Paoli Pike or Boot Road channelized right turns. Through discussions with the
applicant’s traffic consultant, it was determined that the new count conducted in September
will at least get the eastbound to southbound channelized right, since this node is near the
Boot Road Site Access point.

A review of the existing traffic conditions at the intersection of Paoli Pike & Boot Road
indicates that current levels of service are between ‘A’s and 'D’s for all three peak periods
with a level of service ‘E’ for the westbound Boot Road through movement during the AM
peak. The signalized access on Paoli Pike operates with driveway levels of service ‘D's
during all peaks while the Boot Road access only shows a ‘D’ for the drive during the PM
peak. ORA concurs with these as reported.

301 Lindenwood Drive | Suite 130 | Malvern, PA 19355 | www.orth-rodgers.com | Phone 610.407.9700 | Fax 610.407.9600




Mr. Rick Smith, East Goshen Twp.
Dunkin Donuts Review
Page 2 of 3— August 29, 2014

4. Site traffic was investigated for the proposed 3,000 square-foot facility. Based on the ITE
Trip Generation Manual, the calculated trips are acceptable. Two comments we have
regarding this investigation:

a. The comparison generations between the previous bank use and the new Dunkin
Donuts makes sense as part of the overall usage of the facility and its general
comparison of generated trips. After discussions with McMahon regarding this, it was
determined that the ‘bank’ trips are being reincorporated as background growth traffic.
Though this should be clearly identified within the text, additional description should be
provided as to where the bank traffic is being incorporated.

Our concern with this approach stems from the fact that the reduction of bank traffic
from the Dunkin Donuts traffic provides the developer with traffic ‘credits’ for his
proposed site. The “with-out development” traffic is artificially higher with the added
bank traffic which did not exist at all during the traffic counts conducted at the beginning
of August 2014.

b. Regarding the AM vs. PM vs. Saturday trip generation rates for the Dunkin Donuts
facility, we are in concurrence with the use of the ITE rates by square-footage which are
conservatively higher than the number of seats rate.

5. Trip distribution of the site traffic was based on current traffic patterns of Paoli Pike, Boot
Road and the shopping center access patterns. ORA concurs with this distribution.

6. Future assessments of the three key intersections indicate that leveis of service will still be
acceptable during the peak hours with a growth factor of 1.91%. Proposed site traffic
attributes approximately 10.2% of the AM peak hour Paoli & Access volumes, 13.5% of the
AM peak hour Boot & Access volumes and 3.1% of the AM peak hour Paoli & Boot
intersection volumes in the future and does not look to impact the two signalized
intersection operations after minor timing adjustments. The afternoon peak hour at the Boot
& Access drive is identified with a 13 second degradation (D to E for exiting movements,
existing compared to with-out development volumes), but only an additional 4 second delay
with the additional site traffic. (Again, would ‘with-out’ development traffic be that significant
and ‘with’ development traffic be that small based on our comments made in #4a above?)

7. In general, ORA also concurs that the queue analysis performed at the intersections
indicates insufficient eastbound left turn storage for the Boot Road left turn lane at Paoli
Pike occurring today. All other turn movement lanes are currently sufficient and even with
the growth and build out of the site, lane storage will should suffice. This is encouraging to
note that the Boot & Access left turn in and exits appear to not be significantly impacted by
the increased volumes associated with the redeveloped site. :

8. Regarding internal site circulation, the site plan provided indicates a potential operation for
the drive-thru lane that removes existing parking spaces while increasing the stacking
available for drive-thru customers in the adjacent drive aisle. Our only concern is the
potential for numerous customers to want to visit the facility in the AM period making the
stacking longer than the available eight vehicles represented. We assume the developer
hasn’t provided any significant input to this concept to date so we will only comment to the
concept's suspect layout at this time. As with many small restaurants/eateries with drive



Mr. Rick Smith, East Goshen Twp.
Dunkin Donuts Review
Page 3 of 3— August 29, 2014

throughs, the typical layout ‘wraps’ around the building to limit the footprint that stacking
vehicles use away from the building. This site lends itself to just that operation as well.

So overall, ORA concurs with the bulk of study as presented. As requested, new AM and PM
peak hour traffic counts are required to determine if the West Chester Area School District
traffic effects the current study intersections significantly. Additional explanation of bank vs.
new facility trip generation should address the concern about reduced new site traffic from the
‘with development’ scenario.

| can be reached at (610) 407-9700 or dkaiser@orth-rodgers.com if you have any questions or
comments regarding this review.

Sincerely:
ORTH-RODGERS & ASSOCIATES, INC.

A -

DEAN ZKAISER, P.E., PTOE
Director of Traffic Signal Operations

F:\2014_059_EGT Dunkin\Documents\C orrespondence\Letters\2014_08-29 DunkinDonuts Review.doc




YL Oer - CodgAS (T ® MAFAC g 3

TFHE

LIAS ACRUILAD %7f'6~afz~s § Lou®,

THEB“IHS GROUR

ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION
August 27, 2015

Mr. Mark Gordon, Township Zoning Officer
East Goshen Township

1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380-6199

RE: Dunkin Donuts Review 2

Dear Mark:

I am in receipt of McMahon Associates August 6, 2015 Response Letter regarding
the Transportation Impact Study dated August 2014 for the 3,000 square-foot eatery
with a drive-through lane. Additionally, an August 4, 2015 Transportation Impact
Study Supplement was issued for the above referenced site located in the Goshen
Village Shopping Center at Paoli Pike and Boot Road in the Township. The site
entails the redevelopment of the existing vacant bank facility with access to both Paoli
Pike and Boot Road via existing driveways to each via signalized access at Paoli Pike
and stop control at Boot Road. ‘

The following constitutes my review of the provided material:

1. An additional AM peak period turning movement count was performed as
requested due to the 2014 summer count taken. Upon review, it is noted that AM
peak volume is higher while school is in session. All but Paoli's northbound left,
southbound left and Boot's westbound left and thru movements were higher in
September versus the August volumes. Overall, traffic was approximately 11%
higher when school is in session.

2. McMahon also complied with our request to provide turning movement count data
for the channelized northbound Paoli Pike right turn lane understanding that this
volume will impact the shopping center’'s Boot Road driveway. One concern we
have with the provided supplemental information is that the provided count data
sheet for Paoli and Boot identifies the direction of travel opposite of the Figure 1
graphic. Please ensure that the data is correctly represented.

3. Upon review of the site generated vehicular trips, their turning movement
assignments and the background growth of existing traffic, we concur with the
new AM peak hour volumes and operational analyses. Note that the supplement
Figure 2 legend should identify ‘TA] 2015 WITH DEVELOPMENT PM PEAK
HOUR'’ to “AM".

4 The critical center driveway on Boot Road shows acceptable levels of service,
specifically during the critical AM peak. McMahon provided a gap analysis of the
current conditions at the driveway and have identified that for outbound left turn
traffic, 90 true (nonfactored) gaps over 8 seconds in duration exist on Boot Road
near the access. The left turn critical gap time of 7.1 seconds needs to be
exceeded, and the number of gaps greater than 7.1 seconds exceeds the number
of AM and PM peak left turn motorists.

Burns Engineering, Inc. 301 Lindenwood Drive, Suite 130, Malvern, PA 10320 phone: (610) 407-g700 fax: (215) £05-2450



Myr. Mark Gordon, East Goshen Twp.
Dunkin Donuts Review
Page 2 of 2 — August 27, 2015

Additionally, McMahon factored out the longer duration gaps to help identify the ‘additional’ gaps
that would be used by additional motorists in the left turn queue. They identified 188 gaps that
the left turn motorists from the driveway would have to make their maneuver onto Boot Road
which well exceeds the amount of left turn motorists during those peak periods.

Right turning motorists have minimally 120 gaps to over 400 gaps to work with, and we feel that
the minimal delay associated with the new site traffic will not impede this access.

The revised site plan provided within the supplement as well as independently illustrates a new
drive thru alignment approaching the facility. All eight existing parking spaces to the west side
of the parking stalls are to be removed to potentially allow for extended queuing for the drive
thru. Upwards of 10 vehicles could be queued in the approach while not impacting any potential
thru vehicles in the adjacent drive aisle. This is better that the previously proposed scheme.

As a result of the intended use of the building, it is also identified that a right exit only access be

incorporated near the Boot Road access as well. We feel this is prudent to get those drive thru

customers out efficiently. It's location at the corner of the two existing aisles works well. There

will be a net loss of 10 parking spaces that the Township will have to agree to if not
~ accommodated for elsewhere.

Based on the provided response letter, supplemental report and revised site plan, we concur

with the updated traffic assessment for the revitalized site .

coO

CC.

| can be reached at (810) 407-9700 or dkaiser@burns-group.com if you have any questions or
mments regarding this review.

Sincerely,

T BURNS?OUP
@«n O

DEAMJ. KAISER, P.E., PTOE
Prificipal Traffic Engineer

Rick Smith — East Goshen

F:\2014_059_EG T_Dunkin\Dacuments\Correspandence\Letters\zo1 5 _08-27_DunkinDonutsReview2.doc



EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
ORDINANCE NO._ 129-F-2015

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE EAST GOSHEN
TOWNSHIP ZONING ORDINANCE OF 1997, AS
AMENDED, SECTION 240-6 TO ADD A DEFINITION FOR
BEVERAGE CAFE AND SHOPPING CENTER; SECTION
240-15.Cc TO ADD A NEW SUBPARAGRAPH (9) TO
ALLOW A BEVERAGE CAFE IN A SHOPPING CENTER
BY CONDITIONAL USE; SECTION 240-22H TO
ESTABLISH REGULATIONS FOR MENU BOARDS, BILLS
OF FARE AND PRICE LISTS; SECTION 240-22.P TO
AMEND THE SIGN REGULATIONS FOR SIGNS
ERECTED IN THE COMMERCIAL DISTRICT; SECTION
240-31.C(3)(cc) TO ADD CONDITIONAL USE
REGULATIONS FOR A BEVERAGE CAFE; AND TO
DELETE SECTION 240-20.G(3).

BE IT ENACTED AND ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of East Goshen
Township, that the East Goshen Township Zoning Ordinance of 1997, as amended,
which is codified in Chapter 240 of the East Goshen Township Code, titled, “Zoning”;
shall be amended as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 240-8, titled, “Definitions”, shall be amended to include the
following definitions:

Beverage Café — a building measuring not more than 3,500 square feet of gross
floor area where beverages and light fare normally and customarily associated
with coffee shops or tea rooms are served for on-site or off-site consumption.
Beverage café may also offer for sale coffee beans, tea, containers, mugs, coffee
or tea brewing equipment and other related products. A beverage café shall not
be considered a fast food restaurant and may have a drive-through lane,

Shopping Center- The multiple use of a single property for a group of
nonresidential uses, such as, but not limited to, retail stores, restaurants and
personal services, that are owned and maintained by a common entity. The
shopping center shall be planned and designed as an integrated unit with
cormmon vehicular and pedestrian access, parking, utilities and stormwater
management facilities.

SECTION 2. Section 240-15.C shall be amended to add a new subparagraph (9) as
follows:




-'{9) Beverage café with or without drive-through service in a shopping center.”

SECTION 3. Section 240-22.H shall be amended as follows:

“§240-22.H. Menu Boards, bills of fare or price lists.

™

Notwithstanding anything in this Ordinance to the contrary, menu boards
for restaurants shall be permitted provided that all of the following
conditions are met:

(a)  the menu board is 3 square feet or less in area;

(b)  the letters and numbers on the menu board are a maximum of 3
inches in height; and

(c) the sign is located on the building next to the entrance of the
establishment or in the window next to the enirance to the
establishment.

Notwithstanding anything to the contrary in this Ordinance, menu boards
associated with a beverage cafe with drive-through service in a shopping
center permitted pursuant to Section 240-15.C(9) shall be permitted
provided that all of the following conditions are met:

(@)  the menu board shall not exceed eight feet in height, including the
base, as measured from the elevation of the vehicle drive-through;

()  the menu board shall not exceed fifty square feet in area;

" (6}  ifthe menu board is illuminated it shall only be internally illuminated

and may only be illuminated during normal business hours;

(d)y the mend board shall be located so as not to obstruct traffic or sight
lines of vehicles in a shopping center; and

(¢)  landscaping shall be planted to minimize the visibility of the menu
board from any public street.”

SECTION 4. Section 240-22.P shall be amended as follows:

“P, Signs permitted in commercial districts. Only. the following types of signs are
permitted in a commercial district:

(1)

Exempt signs as provided in Subsection J.

(2) Temporary signs as provided in Subsection .

2



(3)

(4)

Signs relating to the principal use on a lof, with a maximum of one
commercial establishment in accordance with the following regulations:

(a)

(b)

(©)

Wall sign. One wall sign shall be permitted for the commercial
establishment. Such sign shall not exceed two square feet in area
for each linear foot of wall-signable area, but not exceed 60 square
feet.

A freestanding sign not to exceed 10 square feet in area. No mare
than one freestanding sign shall be permitted on each street
frontage.

A window sign not to exceed 20% of window area to which it is
attached.

Signs relating to the principal use on a lot, including more than one
commercial establishment are permitted in accordance with the following
regulations:

(a)

Wall sign. One wall sign shall be permitted for each commercial
establishment. Such sign shall not exceed two feet in height or be
longer than 75% of the finear length of the individual commercial
establishment, with a maximum size of 32 square feet. Two wall
signs shall be permitted if the commercial establishment is in a
stand-alone building in a shopping center.

1]  All newly placed wall signs attached to the same building:

[a] Shall be generally consistent in proportion  with
existing signs.

[b]  Shall not be box-type signs if at least 75% of the
existing signs are not hox-type signs.

[c] Shall maintain common vertical and horizontal lines
with other signs in a manner consistent with the
_ architecture of the building.

[d]  Should be generally consistent in materials, font style
and type size with other signs attached to the same
building.

[2] An applicant for construction of a new principal building
intended to include more than one establishment is strongly
encouraged to submit a proposed set of standards that the




(b)

(c)

(d)

(3]

4

building owner intends to use to controf the types and colors
of sighs to ensure compatibility among the signs.

See Subsection K which prohibits certain types of signs,
such as flashing and above-the-roofline signs.

Wall sign alternative. In lieu of the wall sign referred to in
Subsection P4)(a), each commercial establishment in the
structure shall be permitted to erect one freestanding sign in
accordance with the following requirements:

[a] Each freestanding sign shall have a maximum size of
10 square feet and a maximum height of 10 feet.

[o] - Each freestanding sign shall be located immediately
in front of its respective establishment.

[c] Al portions of the freestanding sign shall be located
no more than 10 feet from the respective
establishment.

[d]  The freestanding signs shall comply with all front, rear
and side yard requirements and- they shall comply
with the setback requirements for the zoning district.

Freestanding signs.

(1)

[2]

A shopping center use in the C-2 District or within a PRD
may have a freestanding sign with a maximum area of 120
square feet and a maximum height of 14 feet on each street
frontage. No more than one freestanding sign shall be
permitted on each street frontage.

All other freestanding signs shall not exceed 10 square feet
in area nor five feet in height. No more than one freestanding
sign shall be permitted on each street frontage.

Window signs. The cumulative size of window signs is not-fo
exceed 20% of the window area to which it or they are attached.
Such signs may contain the names or businesses of the occupants
of the facilities.

All signs on the structure shall be of the same design and lit in a
similar manner and shall be architecturally compatible with the
structure.



(6)  Sign bonus. Each permitted 10 square feet maximum freestanding sign in
a commercial district may be increased in size to a maximum of 20 square
feet if the sign is not internally illuminated and is constructed of relief-cut
wood (other than plywood).

(6) Any sign (as defined in § 240-8, which includes but is not limited to
graphics and logos) attached to or incorporated into functional elements of
a building or development (including but not limited to awnings, canopies
or murals) that serve an advertising or use identification purpose shall be
considered to be a sign, and specifically shall be regulated by all
provisions of this section for the applicablé zoning district.”

SECTION 5. Section 240-31.C(8)(cc) shall be amended as follows:
“(cc) Restaurant and beverage café.

[1]  Any restaurant or beverage café with a drive-through shall be designed to
allow safe pedestrian movement on the property and with sufficient
stacking capacity to prevent backups of traffic onto a street.

[2]  All outdoor trash dumpsters shall be totally screened as required by § 240-
27C(4).”

SECTION 6. Section 240-20.G(3) shall be deleted.

SECTION 7. Severability. If any sentence, clause, section or part of this Ordinance is
for any reason found to be unconstitutional, illegal or invalid, such unconstitutionality,
ilegality or invalidity shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions,
sentences, clauses, sections, or parts hereof. lt is hereby declared as the intent of the
Board of Supervisors that this Ordinance would have been adopted had such
unconstitutional, illegal or invalid sentence, clause, section or part thereof not been
included herein. '

SECTION 8. Repealer. All ordinances or parts of ordinances conflicting with any
provision of this Ordinance are hereby repealed insofar as the same affects this
Ordinance.

SECTION 9. Effective Date. This Ordinance shall become effective in five (5) days
from the date of adoption.
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610-692-7171

www.eastgoshen.org BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

CHESTER COUNTY
1580 PAOLI PIKE, WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199

August 12, 2015
Dear Property Owner:

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that Abjibapa Enterprises LLC (The
Applicant) has submitted a Conditional Use application for a Beverage Café use within
the Goshen Village Shopping Center. The Applicant proposes to locate the Beverage
Café Use within the former Citadel Bank Branch Building within the Goshen Village
Shopping Center at 1504 Paoli Pike, West Chester, PA 19380 which is located in the C-2
zoning district, Local Convenience Commercial. The Applicant proposes no changes to
the exterior of the existing building other than signage. The applicant proposes a drive
thru service lane to service their customers and an enclosed garbage dumpster area
adjacent to the building location. A Beverage Café use is permitted use in the C-2 zoning
district. The full application is available for review at the Township building.

Pursuant to Township policy, property owners within 1000 feet of the subject
property are notified of Conditional Use applications. The meeting dates for this
matter are listed below and subject to change without further written notice:

September 2, 2015 — Planning Commission {7:00 PM)
September 15, 2015 — Board of Supervisors (7:00 PM — Conditional Use Hearing)

All meetings are held at the Township Building and are open to the public. The
Zoning Hearing Board Application is available for review at the Township building during
normal business hours. If any person who wishes to attend the hearing has a disability
and/or requires an auxiliary aid, service or other accommodation to observe or
participate in the proceedings, he or she should contact East Goshen Township at 610-
692-7171 to discuss how those needs may be accommodated.

Please give me a call if you have any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely, j

Mark A. Gordon
Township Zoning Officer

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-4\563-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Beverage Cafe Conditional Use (Dunkin)
2015\1000 foot letter CU 08122015.doc




Malvern Fire Company EMS
2015 Statistics

2015 Jan | Feb | Mar| Apr | May| Jun| Jul | Aug| Sep| Oct | Nov | Dec Totals
Calls 238 | 212 | 234 | 237 | 222 | 243 | 225 | 210 1821
Emer. Transfer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
[Event Standby olofofjo]Jof[o] o] s 3
JFire 6 9 | 11|14 22|13} 17 ] 10 102
[Medical 2211196 ] 2111217190 218 ] 200 | 187 1640
MVA 11 6 | 12| 6 9 |12 ] 8 9 73
Relocate 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Routine 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 2
. Strike 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ALS/BLS ALS 178 158 | 188 | 173 | 149] 169 | 141 ] 143 1279
BLS 60 | 54 | 66 | 64 | 73 | 74 | 84 | 67 542
Municipalities Charlestown Twp. 6 8 | 11 1 3 7 6 8 50
E. Goshen Twp. 59 | 40 | 41 | 49| 39| 49 | 47 | 39 363
E. Whiteland Twp. 28 | 26 | 33 | 33| 40| 35 ] 26| 25 246
Easttown Twp. 3 1 3 2 3 1 2 3 18
Honey Brook Twp. 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Malvern Boro. 201191 27121118 | 24 ] 21 | 18 168
Out of County 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Tredyffrin Twp. 301 15[ 13 {19 ] 21 ) 17 | 12| 16 143
W. Goshen Twp. 3 4 1 1 1 0 0 1 11
W. Pikeland Twp. 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 2
W. Whiteland Twp. 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 2
Westtown Twp. 7 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 11
Willistown Twp. 80 | 94 1104|110] 96 | 109 109 99 801
Hospital - Al 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 2
Outcome BMH 4 2 2 0 3 1 1 1 14
BMRH 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
CCH 9 | 11| 10}]15] 7 | 11|13 | 14 90
Care Transferred 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
Extended Care Fac. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Event Standby 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
Fire Standby 5 110 | 1114117113117 [ 9 96
Heli 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
HUP 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Lift Assist 2 6 7 0 2 1 2 3 23
No Services 12 {13 ] 9 12 | 14 | 13 9 5 87
PMH 158 | 133 | 167 [ 163 [ 145] 166 | 147 | 133 1212
PVH 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
Public Service 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2
Recalled 3925120} 27 ] 20| 261 30| 33 220
Refusals 5 5 4 2 9 7 3 7 42
Released to BLS 0 2 0 2 1 2 1 0 8
RH 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Tx/No Transport 4 2 2 0 0 3 1 0 12
Berwyn 5 1 2 3 6 0 3 1 21
Elverson 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
E. Whiteland 32 125 34| 24 ) 33| 37} 26| 31 242
GFAC 4 2 0 0 1 1 2 0 10
Goshen 54 | 39 ] 42 | 49 | 34 | 44 | 43 | 31 336
Kimberton 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
Medic 91 2 2 0 0 1 0 3 1 9
Newtown Square 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 3




Malvern Fire Company EMS
2015 Statistics

Qut of Area 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Paoli 45 1 24 | 24 | 36| 25| 30| 22 | 27 233
Washington Hose 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2
Uwchlan 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 3




Malvern Fire Company
Main 610-647-0693

424 East King Street
Malvern, PA 19355

Fax

www.malvernfireco.com

610-647-0249

Calls for Month: 23

Monthly Fire Operations Report - August 2015

Year Total: 238

Call Type Malvern Willistown East Goshen Other
Automatic Fire Alarm 4 8 0 0
EMS Assist 0 3 0 0
Fire Police 0 1 0 0
Gas Leak - Outside 0 1 0 0
Investigation - Outside 0 1 0 0
Motor Vehicle Accident 1 0 0 0
Structure Fire 1 0 0 1
Trash 0 1 0 0
Vehicle 0 1 0 0
MONTH TOTAL 6 16 0 1
YEAR TOTAL 65 131 7 35
Mutual Aid Given Received Month Total Year Total
Berwyn Fire Co. 0 2 2 11
CCH Medic 91 0 0 0 1
East Whiteland Fire Co. 1 1 2 28
Fame Fire Co. 0 0 0 1
Goshen Fire Co. 0 2 2 19
Goodwill Fire Co. 0 0 0 2
Kimberton Fire Co. 0 0 0 1
Lionville Fire Co. 0 0 0 3
Newtown Sq. Fire Co. 2 0 2 4
Paoli Fire Co. 0 2 2 11
Radnor Fire Co. 0 0 0 4
Uwchlan EMS 0 0 0 1
West Whiteland Fire Co. 0 0 0 1
Total Value of Property & Contents Total Month Loss | Total Year Loss Total Saved
$2,575,000 $0 $476,200 $2,098,800
Number of Personnel Attending Calls Year Total Hours in Service Year Total
146 1,778 71 1,128.10
Number of Training Sessions Year Total Hours in Service Year Total
4 37 136 1038.75




Number of Special Assignments Year Total Hours in Service Year Total

5 31 300 1,336.5

Total Hours in Service (Month) Total Hours in Service (Year)

507 3,503.35




BoARD OF SUPERVISORS

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY
1580 PAOLI PIKE, WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199
610-692-7171 Fax 610-692-8950
www.eastgoshen.org

Date: September 4, 2015
To:  Board of Supervisors/Codes

From: Carmen Battavio
Re: 1579 Colonial Drive

- Dispatch from 911 on large uncontrolled burning at this address

- Upon arrival owner knew of report and was starting to put fire out. 550 gallon oil tank was used as a
burn receptor.

- Advised owner of code requirements.

Event timing

18:40-19:32

C:\Users\nscheiderman\AppData\Local\Microsoft\Windows\Temporary Internet Files\Content.Outlook\GB5SU6QVN\1579 Colonial.doc



‘Memo

To:  Board of Supervisors

From: -Jon Altshul :

Re: August 2015 Financial Report
Date: September5, 2015

Net of pass-through accounts, the general fund had revenues of $7,507,397 and expenses of
$6,292,672, for a year-to-date surplus of $1,214,725 through the end of August. Compared to the YTD
budget, revenues were $446,188 over budget and expenses were $57,177 over budget, for a positive
budget variance of $389,011. As of August 31% the general fund balance was $5,526,389.

Net of core revenues, Public Works is over-budget by $202,686, or $109,648 lower than last month due
to the timing of resurfacing-related invoices. The remaining four operating departments were all under-

budget.

All non-core revenue categories are over-budget through August.

Other funds
Other funds continue to be in a strong position.

e The State Liquid Fuels Fund had $431,009 in revenues and no expenses. The fund balance is

$431,213.

e The Sinking Fund had $20,737 in revenues and $300,496 in expenses. The fund balance is
$5,957,676.

e The Transportation Fund had $2,803 in revenues and $2,372 in expenses. The fund balance is
$1,068,283.

e The Sewer Operating Fund had $2,225,393 in revenues and $2,117,909 in expenses. The fund

balance is $701,024.
e The Refuse Fund had $680,153 in revenues and $675,799 in expenses. The fund balance is

$753,252.

e The Sewer Sinking Fund had $1,812 in revenues and $17,838 in expenses. The fund balance is
$1,934,287. .

e The Operating Reserve Fund had $2,092 in revenues and no expenses. The fund balance is
$2,477,704.

e The Events Fund had $5 in revenues and no expenses. The fund balance is $30,012.

2015 Year-End Projections

| am now projecting that the general fund finishes the year with a budget surplus of S243,171and a
positive budget variance of $542,839. This is an improvement of $253,635 over what | reported last
month and is due primarily to two factors: 1) the cost of engineering for the East Boot Road Bridge
repair is expected to cost $46,000, compared to $150,000 in the budget and 2) Real Estate Transfer Tax
projections can safely be increased by $150,000.

Year-end projections for other funds remain unchanged at this time. -




Budget Update
We are scheduled to discuss the preliminary proposed 2016 budget for all funds at the October 20" BOS

meeting. | am anticipating a deficit of approximately $350,000, to be paid with unreserved general fund
balance. :




EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
AUGUST 2015 FINANCIAL RESULTS
August 31, 2015

, ‘ _Annual Y-TD _Y-T-D Budget-Actual |

Account Title ‘ ' ; Budget Budget __Actual Variance
GENERAL FUND

EMERGENCY SERVICES EXPENSES 4,152,253 3,158,539 3,101,838 (56,701)
PUBLIC WORKS EXPENSES 2,497,796 1,259,966 1,463,714 203,748
ADMINISTRATION EXPENSES 1,805,260 1,003,663 965,496 (38,167)
ZONING/PERMITS/CODES EXPENSES 523,728 344,162 336,543 (7,619)
PARK AND RECREATION EXPENSES 582,149 354,173 309,921 (44,252)
TOTAL CORE FUNCTION EXPENSES 9,561,186 6,120,503 6,177,512 57,009
EMERGENCY SERVICES REVENUES 85,977 67,376 53,881 (13,495)
PUBLIC WORKS REVENUES 892,534 196,395 197,457 1,062
ADMINISTRATION REVENUES 301,179 146,091 178,443 32,352
ZONING/PERMITS/CODES REVENUES 291,300 173,460 249,167 75,707
PARK AND RECREATION REVENUES 132,987 104,685 83,443 (21,242)
TOTAL CORE FUNCTION REVENUES 1,703,977 688,007 762,391 74,384
NET EMERGENCY SERVICES EXPENSES 4,066,276 3,091,163 3,047,957 (43,206)
NET PUBLIC WORKS EXPENSES 1,605,262 1,063,571 1,266,257 202,686
NET ADMINISTRATION EXPENSES 1,504,081 857,572 787,053 (70,519)
NET ZONING/PERMITS/CODES EXPENSES 232,428 170,702 87,376 (83,326)
NET PARK AND RECREATION EXPENSES 449,162 249,488 226,478 (23,010)
[CORE FUNCTION NET SUBTOTAL 7,857,209 5,432,496 5,415,121 (17,375)|
DEBT - PRINCIPAL ‘ 476,000 0 0 0
DEBT - INTEREST 170,418 114,992 115,160 168
[TOTAL DEBT 646,418 114,992 115,160 168
Fl'OTAL CORE FUNCTION NET ‘ 8,503,627 5,547,488 5,530,281 (17,207)
NON-CORE FUNCTION REVENUE

EARNED INCOME TAX 4,775,000 3,337,725 3,406,424 68,699
REAL ESTATE PROPERTY TAX 1,994,211 1,964,458 1,969,327 4,869
REAL ESTATE TRANSFER TAX 640,000 498,184 760,339 262,155
CABLE TV FRANCHISE TAX 455,616 341,712 347,414 5,702
LOCAL SERVICES TAX 310,000 216,690 244,091 27,401
OTHER INCOME 29,132 14,433 17,411 2,978
‘ﬁTAL NON CORE FUNCTION REVENUE 8,203,959 6,373,202 6,745,006 371,804
ﬁ\IET RESULT ‘ ' ~ (299,668) 825,714 1,214,725 389,011

U:\JAltshul\Quarterly reports\2015 Q3\8-31-15 General Fund Summary.xls 8/4/15
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August 31 2015

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

GENERAL FUND
EMERGENCY SERVICES EXPENSES 4,152,253 4,094,989 (57,264)
PUBLIC WORKS EXPENSES 2,497,796 2,636,395 138,599
ADMINISTRATION EXPENSES 1,805,260 1,660,834 (144,426)
ZONING/PERMITS/CODES EXPENSES 523,728 527,209 3,481
PARK AND RECREATION EXPENSES 582,149 569,626 (12,523)
TOTAL CORE FUNCTION EXPENSES 9,561,186 9,489,054 (72,132)
EMERGENCY SERVICES REVENUES 85,977 69,311 (16,666)
PUBLIC WORKS REVENUES 892,534 895,750 3,216
ADMINISTRATION REVENUES 301,179 331,048 29,869
ZONING/PERMITS/CODES REVENUES 291,300 350,675 59,375
PARK AND RECREATION REVENUES 132,987 135,394 2,407
TOTAL CORE FUNCTION REVENUES 1,703,977 1,782,177 78,200
NET EMERGENCY SERVICES EXPENSES 4,066,276 4,025,678 (40,598)
NET PUBLIC WORKS EXPENSES 1,605,262 1,740,646 135,384
NET ADMINISTRATION EXPENSES 1,504,081 1,329,786 (174,295)
NET ZONING/PERMITS/CODES EXPENSES 232,428 176,534 (55,894)
NET PARK AND RECREATION EXPENSES 449,162 434,232 (14,930)
[CORE FUNCTION NET SUBTOTAL 7,857,209 7,706,877 (150,332)]
DEBT - PRINCIPAL 476,000 476,000 0
DEBT - INTEREST 170,418 170,418 0
[TOTAL DEBT 646,418 646,418 0

NON-CORE FUNCTION REVENUE

EARNED INCOME TAX 4,775,000 4,825,000 50,000
REAL ESTATE PROPERTY TAX 1,994,211 1,994,218 7
REAL ESTATE TRANSFER TAX 640,000 965,000 325,000
CABLE TV FRANCHISE TAX 455,616 463,116 7,500
LOCAL SERVICES TAX 310,000 320,000 10,000
OTHER INCOME 29,132 29,132 0
['FOTAL NON CORE FUNCTION REVENUE 8,203,959 392,507

8,596,466
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Memo

East Goshen Township

Date: September 10, 2015

To: Board of Supervisors

From: Rick Smith, Township Manager
Re: 1641 Manley Road

At your meeting on September 1, 2015 | was asked to determine how many trees Bill Mullray would
have to replace if his property was developed under the ordinance adopted in April 2015. (attached)

Old Ordinance - 85 trees over 12 inches are depicted on the plan. The trees on the plan are listed as oak,
maple, pine and beech. In order to develop the property he had to remove 26 trees. The ordinance
permits him to remove 17 trees (20%) which meant he had to replace 9 trees on an inch for inch basis.
The plan calls for him to replace four 12 inch trees (48 inches) and five 15 inch trees (75 inches) for a
total tree replacement of 123 inches or 62 two inch trees.

New Ordinance — Does not count invasive trees (attached) when determining the number of trees.
However, the size of trees that are counted was reduced from twelve inches to six inches. The plan does
not depict the trees over six inches so | cannot determine how many additional trees there would have
been under the new ordinance. In addition | cannot determine if any of the 24 maple trees on the plan
are Norway Maple or Sycamore Maple both of which are designated as invasive trees. The invasive list
does not include any invasive, pine, oak or beech trees.

Finding — The plan does not contain the information required to determine how many trees he would be
required to plant under the new ordinance.

Recommendation - | previously recommended that the Board require Mullray to plant 20 trees on the
Last’s property in order to restore the screening that Muliray removed and that the Conservancy Board
and Park & Recreation Commission each be given 21 trees to be planted at locations of their choosing.

The Conservancy Board intends to plant their trees in the Open Space on East Boot Road. The Park & Rec
Commission intends to plant their trees in Applebrook Park.

Bill Mullray has $31,355.77 remaining in the escrow account for this project. He would like to close out
this project. The only outstanding items are confirmation that the sight distance is in compliance with
the approved plan and planting the replacement trees.

Suggested Motion: | move that we authorize Bill Mullray to plant 20 trees on the Last property, 21 trees
in the Open Space on East Boot Road as recommended by the Conservancy Board and 21 trees in
Applebrook Park as recommended by the Park & Recreation Commission. And furthermore, that we
authorize the release of the balance of funds on the escrow account once the trees have been planted,
staked and initially watered; and the Code Department confirms that the sight distance is in compliance.

Cc: Ed Last
Bill Mullray

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-6\53-6-129.1A (1641 Manley Rd.)\Memo re trees 091015.docx




EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
ORDINANCE NO. 129-E-2015

- AN ORDINANCE OF EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP,
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, ANMENDING
CHAPTER 240 OF THE EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
CODE, TITLED, “ZONING”, TO AMEND THE DESIGN
AND LANDSCAPING CONTROLS FOR THE I-1 LIGHT
INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT IN SECTION 240-19.F; TO ADD
DESIGN AND SCREENING REQUIREMENTS FOR THE I-2
PLANNED BUSINESS, RESEARCH AND LIMITED
INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT IN A NEW SECTION 240-20.H; TO
AMEND THE DESIGN AND LANDSCAPING CONTROLS
IN THE BP BUSINESS PARK DISTRICT IN SECTION 240-
21.F AND TO AMEND CHAPTER 205 OF THE EAST
GOSHEN TOWNSHIP CODE, TITLED, “SUBDIVISION
AND LAND- DEVELOPMENT"”, SECTION 205-7, TITLED,
“DEFINITIONS” TO ADD DEFINITIONS FOR “INVASIVE
TREE”, “NON-INVASIVE TREE” AND “WOODED LOT”.

BE IT ENACTED AND ORDAINED by the Board of Supervisors of East Goshen
Township, as follows:

SECTION 1. Chapter 240 of the East Goshen Township Code, titted, “Zoning”,
shall be amended as follows:

A The design and landscaping controls for the I-1 Light Industrial District
found in Section 240-19.F shall be revised to state as follows:

“F. Design and landscaping controls. The following shall apply within
the I-1 District: '

(1)  All applicable controls in § 240-27C and E.

(2) New structures built after April 7, 2015 shall incorporate a
complete visual screen for all rooftop structures (except roof
mounted solar panels), including but not limited to heat
pumps, cooling towers and other mechanical equipment. All
rooftop structures (except roof mounted solar panels) shall
be screened from view by a single piece of the building
structure which is aesthetically compatible in design,
materials and color with the building facade and which is at




least equal in height to the highest rooftop structure. (See
examples in Sketch D in the Appendix.)

For structures built prior to April 7, 2015, an existing rooftop
structure may be replaced with a new rooftop structure of the
same (or smaller) size in the same location. If the
replacement rooftop structure is larger than the existing
rooftop structure or is placed in a new location on the roof, or
if a new rooftop structure (except rooftop solar panels) is
proposed to be installed, the rooftop structure shall be
painted to be aesthetically compatible in color with the
majority of the other rooftop structures and the building
facade. If the rooftop structure cannot be painted for any
reason, it shall be screened as required by Section F.2 of
this section.”

Section 240-20 shall be revised to add a new subparagraph H to add
design and screening requirements for the [-2 Planned Business,
Research and Limited Industrial District which states as follows:

“H.  Design and screening.

(1)

New structures built after April 7, 2015 shall incorporate a
complete visual screen for all rooftop structures (except roof
mounted solar panels), including but not limited to, heat
pumps, cooling towers and other mechanical equipment. All
rooftop structures (except roof mounted solar panels) shall
be screened from view by a single piece of the building
structure which is aesthetically compatible in design,
materials and color with the building facade and which is at
least equal in height to the highest rooftop structure. (See
examples in Sketch D in the Appendix.)

For structures built prior to April 7, 2015, an existing rooftop
structure may be replaced with a new rooftop structure of the
same (or smaller) size in the same location. If the
replacement rooftop structure is larger than the existing
rooftop structure or is placed in a new location on the roof, or
if a new rooftop structure (except rooftop solar panels) is
proposed to be installed, the rooftop structure shall be
painted to be aesthetically compatible in color with the
majority of the other rooftop structures and the building
facade. If the rooftop structure cannot be painted for any
reason, it shall be screened as required by Section F.2 of
this section.”



C. The design and landscaping controls for the BP Business Park District
found in Section 240-21.F shall be revised to state as follows:

“F. Design and landscaping controls. The following shall be applicable
for all uses in the BP District:

(1)  All applicable controls in § 240-27C and E.

(2)  New structures built after April 7, 2015 shall incorporate a
complete visual screen for all rooftop structures (except roof
mounted solar panels), including but not limited to heat
pumps, cooling towers and other mechanical equipment. All
rooftop structures (except roof mounted solar panels) shall
be screened from view by a single piece of the building
structure which is aesthetically compatible in design,
materials and color with the building facade and which is at
least equal in height to the highest rooftop structure. (See
examples in Sketch D in the Appendix.)

(3)  For structures built prior to April 7, 2015, an existing rooftop
structure may be replaced with a new rooftop structure of the
same (or smaller) size in the same location. If the
replacement rooftop structure is larger than the existing
rooftop structure or is placed in a new location on the roof, or
if a new rooftop structure (except rooftop solar panels) is
proposed to be installed, the rooftop structure shall be
painted to be aesthetically compatible in color with the
majority of the other rooftop structures and the building
facade. If the rooftop structure cannot be painted for any
reason, it shall be screened as required by Section F.2 of
this section.”

(4) Businesses are strongly encouraged to provide informal
outdoor eating areas for employees, such as picnic tables
with landscaping and trash receptacles.”

SECTION 2. Chapter 205 of the East Goshen Township Code, titled, “Subdivision and
Land Development”, shall be amended as follows:

A. Section 205-7 titled, Definitions” shall be amended to add the following
definitions:

INVASIVE TREES- trees designated by the Pennsylvania
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources as being
invasive trees.



NON-INVASIVE TREES-all trees that are not defined as invasive
trees.

WOODED LOT- any lot having two or more viable, non-invasive
trees, six inches or greater in dbh, per every 1,500 square feet of
gross lot area, exclusive of street right of way. :

SECTION 3. Severability. If any sentence, clause, section, or part of this Ordinance is
for any reason found to be unconstitutional, illegal or invalid, such unconstitutionality,
illegality or invalidity shall not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions,
sentences, clauses, sections, or parts hereof. It is hereby declared as the intent of the
Board of Supervisors that this Ordinance would have been adopted had such
unconstitutional, illegal or invalid sentence, clause, section or part thereof not been

included herein.

SECTION 4. Repealer. All ordinances or parts of ordinances conflicting with any
provision of this Ordinance are hereby repealed insofar as the same affects this

Ordinance.

SECTION 5. Effective Date, This Ordinance shall become effective in five days from
the date of adoption.

~1h
ENACTED AND ORDAINED this _/ dayof /AL L 2015,

ATTEST: EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

= e

Louis F. Smith, Secretary E. Martin Shang/ Chairman

Senya-Hsdy&fi] \kice—Chairman
W

@men Battavio, Q\ember

Charles W. Proctor [, Esqulre Member

et P )

Janet L. Emanuel, Member
















Memorandum

East Goshen Township
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, PA 19380
Voice: 610-692-7171

Fax: 610-692-8950

E-mail: mgordon@eastgoshen.org

Date: 9/9/2015

To: Board of Supervisors M (Z

From: Mark Gordon, Township Zoning Officer

Re: ZHB Application / 1988 ZHB Decision Amendment/ Goshen Village freestanding signs

Board Members,
As you may know the GVSC is prohibited from having freestanding “Monument” or

freestanding on the property due to a Zoning Hearing Board Decision from 1988 when the
owner at the time agreed to that condition in return for zoning relief allowing for two signs on
the supermarket and a second wall sign on the corner stores within the shopping center.

The ordinance permits freestanding “monument” signs on all road frontages for
shopping centers within the C-2 Zoning District.

Staff is of the opinion that the freestanding signs would pose little impact to the
surrounding residential neighborhoods do to the heavy landscape screening that exists today

which buffers these neighborhoods.
I have drafted a motion for your review and consideration.

Draft Motion:

Mr. Chairman, | move we support the applicant and their application to the Zoning
Hearing Board requesting amendments to the ZHB Decision from 1988, to permit freestanding
signs on the Goshen Village Shopping Center property as permitted in the zoning ordinance,
with the following conditions: .

1. The property owner agrees to meet with the Township and it's consultants in order to
orient the sign locations so as to best accommodate the alignment of the proposed Paoli

Pike Trail.

2. Remove Condition F of the 1988 Zoning Hearing Board decision and replace it with the

Goshen Village Shopping Center sign standards and incorporate them as an exhibit to

the amended decision.

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-4\53-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Sign Variance 2015\Memo to BOS 09092015.doc




AREA CODE 610

- 692-717%

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
PLANNING COMMISSION

1580 PAOLI PIKE, WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199

September 9, 2015

East Goshen Township
Board of Supervisors
1580 Paoli Pike

West Chester, Pa. 19380

Re: Zoning Hearing Board Application / Amend 1988 ZHB Decision on signs
Goshen Village Shopping Center / 53-4-77

Dear Board Members:

At their meeting on September 2, 2015 the Planning Commission voted unanimously in favor of the
following motion:

Mr. Chairman, I move that the Planning Commission recommend that the Board of
Supervisors support the Zoning Hearing Board Application to amend the ZHB Decision from 1988
to permit freestanding signs on the Goshen Village Shopping Center property as permitted in
the ordinance, with the following conditions: .
1. The property owner agrees to meet with the Township and it’s consultants in arder ta
orient the sign locations so as to best accommodate the alignment of the proposed Paoli
Pike Trail.

2. Remove Condition F of the 1988 Zoning Hearing Board decision and replace it with the
Goshen Village Shopping Center sign standards and incorporate them as an exhibit to
the amended decision.

Sincerely, : f

Mark A. Gordon
Township Zoning Officer

F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Management\53-4\53-4-77 (Goshen Village)\Sign Variance 2015\PC Rec to BOS
09092015.doc




FEAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
ZONING HEARING BOARD APPLICATION

1580 PAOLI PIKE WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199
PHONE (610)-692-7171 FAX (610)-692-8950

Name of Applicant: Goshen Equities, LLC, by its managing member John P. Silvestri
Applicant Address: c/o Ryan Turner, Interstate Commercial Real Estate

14000 Horizon Way, Suite 100, Mount Laurel, N] 08054

Telephone Number: 856-439-9200 Fax Number: 856-439-0404
Email Address: turner@ic-re.com
Property Address: Goshen Village Shopping Center

Paoli Pike and Boot Road, East Goshen Township, PA

Tax Parcel Number:  53-4-77 Zoning District:  C-2 Acreage: 11.03 acres

Purpose of Application (check one)
Variance (Type:[ ] Use Variance [ ] Dimensional Variance)
[ ] Special Exception
[ 1 Appeal determination of the ZoningOfficer
[IOther

Sections of Zoning Ordinance in which relief is sought:
See attached narrative.

Description of the Zoning Relief requested and the future use of the property:
See attached narrative.

We hereby acknowledge that we have read this application and state that the above is
correct and agree toc comply with all provisions of the East Goshen Township Zonin

Ordinance applicable to this project and property.
AobysT b
)aﬁ/u , 2015

Signature of Applicant Date
Tonw [P SzuvestRT

*Please review the formal application and review procedures on pagde three.

F:\Data\Shared Data\Code Dept\Application & Forms\Current Forms and Applications\Zoning Hearing App 080409.doc -1-




EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
ZONING HEARING BOARD APPLICATION

1580 PAOLI PIKE WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199
PHONE (610)-692-7171  FAX (610)-692-8950

This checklist outlines the steps and items needed to insure completeness of the application and to
insure the application follows the process and conforms to the timeframe outlined by the state of
Pennsylvania and East Goshen Township. This checklist is broken into two parts, the Application
process and the Review Process. The application process must be completed in its entirety prior to
the applications advancement into the Review Process.

Applicant Name: Goshen Equities, LLC, by its managing member John P. Silvestri

Application Process Checklist (Administration use only):

Item Date Complete
1. Completed Township Application Form: ....................c...
2. All related materials submitted: . .
3. Township application and review fees pald

Application accepted on by

Official Signhature Title

Review Process Checklist

O
Y]
=
o

ltem

Start date: .

Date of first formal Plannlng Commlssmn Meetmg fo[lowmg
complete application: .

Date sent to CCPC: . e e e e
Date sent to Townshtp Engmeer
Date presented to Planning Comm|SSIon:
Date sentto CB: ..o
Date sent TO MA: ... e
Date sentfo HC: .

Date sent to PRB

10 Date sent to TAB: .

11. Date by which the PC must act .

12. Date by which Board of Superwsors must act

13.Drop Dead Date; (Day 60):..
14.Zoning Hearing Date: .......cocoo i e
15. Dates of public advertisement:........................... &

I

N —

©ENO O AW

\HIHHIHH
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
ZONING HEARING BOARD APPLICATION

1580 PAOLI PIKE WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199
PHONE (610)-692-7171  FAX (610)-692-8950

Procedures for the processing and review of Subdivision, Land Development, Conditional
Use, Variance, and Special Exception Applications

August 19, 2002
2" Revision: March 2, 2006

1.

In order for any application to be considered by the Planning Commission it must be submitted to the
Township with all required documentation as per the Township Code and with all applicable fees paid.
The Township will use a checklist to verify all required documentation has been submitted. Until the
application is complete the application will not be considered “filed” by the Township staff. The Planning
Commission will acknowledge receipt of the application at their next regularly scheduled meeting.

All materials to be considered at the next regular meeting of the Planning Commission must be
submitted with at least eleven (11) copies to the Township Staff by not later than close of business the
previous Tuesday. Any materials submitted after that time will be held for the following meeting and not
provided to the Commission at the upcoming meeting.

The application review cycle for Subdivision and Land Development Applications shall begin with the
next regular meeting of the Commission after the complete application is filed. The application review
cycle for Conditional Use, Variance, and Special Exception Applications shall begin the day a complete
application is filed with the Township.

Applicants should not distribute material to the Commission during a meeting unless it is directly related
to the initial presentation of the application. All materials for the Planning Commission, including any
material to be used at a meeting, must be delivered to the Township Staff not later than close of
business the previous Tuesday.

The burden of supplying necessary materials to the Planning Commission in a timely manner is on the
applicant. Late delivery of material may require an extension on the part of the applicant or a
recommendation for denial of the application by the Planning Commission.

Formal application presentations to the Planning Commission will only be made at the regular meeting
after the complete application is submitted and accepted by the Township staff.

The application will remain on the Planning Commission’s agenda until such time as the Commission
has made its recommendation to the Board of Supervisors and or Zoning Hearing Board.

Applicants are encouraged to attend each Planning Commission meeting in order to answer questions
or address issues concerning their application.

Applications will be voted on only during the regular Planning Commission meetings.

The Chairman, in his sole discretion, may waive or modify any of this procedure.

Zoning Hearing Board Procedural Rule for Hearing Continuances: ADOPTED: May 13, 2009

1.

3.

The Zoning Hearing Board may grant one application for hearing continuance. Subject to the
limited circumstances referenced in paragraph 2 below, the rescheduled hearing shall be held
unless the applicant withdraws the application.

The continuance after the first one shall only be granted in an extraordinary circumstance.
The Zoning Hearing board has the sole discretion whether to grant any continuance.

F:\Data\Shared Data\Code Dept\Application & Forms\Current Forms and Applications\Zoning Hearing App 080409.doc -3-




EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP ZONING HEARING BOARD
PROJECT NARRATIVE
Application for Amended Zoning Relief

Applicant/Owner’

Goshen Equities, LLC, by its managing member John P. Silvestri
c/o Ryan Tutner

Interstate Commetrcial Real Estate

14000 Hotizon Way, Suite 100

Mount Laurel, NJ 08054

Property Location & Size
UPI #53-4-77, notth east corner of Paoli Pike and Boot Road

Approximately 11.03 acres comprising Goshen Village Shopping Center

The propetty is situated in the C-2 Local Convenience Commercial District of the Township and is
known as the Goshen Village Shopping Centet, which received conditional use approval by the East
Goshen Township Board of Supetvisots via a Decision and Order dated August 29, 1986.

The subject property also received vatiance relief pursuant to a Decision and Ordet of the Fast
Goshen Township Zoning Heating Board dated March 30, 1988 (“Variance Decision”) on the
application of Hough/Loew Associates, Inc. In that matter, the then applicant sought and received

three vatiances for signage as follows:

1. Variance from §501.14 of the Zoning Ordinance to permit a sixteen (16) foot high sign
instead of a fourteen (14) foot sign on the front of a proposed Genuardi’s Super Matket;

2. Vatiance from §501.16(2)(3)(Q) of the Zoning Ordinance to permit two wall-mounted
signs instead of one wall sign and one free-standing sign.

3. Vatiance from §501.16(2)(4)() of the Zoning Ordinance to permit two wall signs at
cettain commetcial establishments in a structute containing more than one
establishment.

Among other reasons, the Township supported the application for the vatiance so long as the
Shopping Center was forever prohibited from erecting a free-standing sign on the property and so
long as the signs facing Boot Road were not illuminated. Indeed, the then applicant offered as a
condition of approval of the vatiance request to permit two wall-mounted signs instead of one wall-
mounted sign and one free-standing sign to forever prohibit the Shopping Center from having free-
standing signs. The Zoning Heating Board agreed and imposed this condition in its March 1988

Decision.




Thereafter, the Township amended its zoning ordinance on September 25, 2012, at Otd. No.
129-G-2012, to permit free-standing signs in Shopping Centers in the C-2 District totaling no mote
than 120 total square feet in area, and no mote than fourteen (14) feet in height, with one free-
standing sign permitted on each street frontage. Ptior to the amendment, free-standing sighs were
limited to a total of thirty-two (32) square feet. Here, the applicant seeks to amend the Variance
Decision to permit two free-standing pylon signs, one each along the street frontage of Paoli Pike
and Boot Road, totaling 120 square feet in area and no mote than 14 feet in height. Since the time
of the Vartance Decision, the screening on the subject property and within the surrounding
residential area has fully matuted, thereby mitigating any impacts to such areas from the installation
of the pylon signs, and the Shopping Centet is now owned by a new entity than that which received
zoning approval in March 1988. .
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| .~ BOARD ‘OF SUPERVISORS """ wr wommen v
B ' EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP RS <o : '
. CHESTER COUNTY . )
1580 PAOLI FIKE, WEST CHESTER, FA. 10380

August 29, 1986

_ Boot Road Associates
c¢/o Hough/Loew Associates, Inc.
734 East Lancaster Avenue
Exton, PA 19341

Atten: Mr. Jack Loew
Dear Mr. Loew:

This letter is to advise you that on August 19, 1986 the East Goshen Township
" Board of Supervisors approved the application of Boot Road Associates for condi—
‘tional use approval, under Section 302.3.a'oﬁ the East Goshen Township Zoniag
Ordinance, to construct a retail shopping center containing more than one commercial
establishment upon premises located at the southeast corner of Boot Road and Paoli
Pike. The Board concluded that this application is in compliance with the general
and specific standards-relating to conditional use contained in Section 510.3 of =
the Zoning Ordinance. . ) 3 - ’

The'BoArd's approval is, however,-éonditibned upon the following:

1. The structure to be constructed in the center shall not ‘include more
than thirty (30) separate businesses and shall be limited to those
uses permitted under Sectiom 302.1 of the Zoning Ordinance.

2, ¢The"approval shall be subject to the'conditiéns~£ontained in the
letter from East Goshen Township Planning Commission to the Board
ofgSuperviso;s;ndgteﬁ August. 19, 1986 (Exhibit B-7).

3. The use and development of fﬁe sﬁbjgct premises shall conform in
all respects with the testimony of the applicant and the evidence
submitted to the Board at the hearing, .

4. - The approval is subject to the review and approval of a final land
-. development plan by the East Goshen'TOWnship_Planning Commission

-and Board of Supervisors for the site. . . '
5. The grant of this conditional use sHall not be construed to be a

) waiver of any provision of the ‘Zoning Ordinance of East Goshen

Townshlp or any other Township ordinance ‘or requirement, it bedng

the intention of the Board that the proposed use shall comply with
.all:applicable Township ordinances and requirements. oL

" EAST GOSHEN

*Thomas J, Bmifh, Jr.
Township 1ger

TJS:jpm ) )
attachment: Exhibit B-7
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August 19, 1986

Board of Supervisors

East Goshen Township

1580 Paold Pike : - .

West Chester, PA 19380 Re: Boot Road Associlates

' - ' Albrecht Commercial

SE Corner Paoli Pike
Boot Road

Geﬁtlemen:

. At the regularly scheduled Planning Commisgsion meetlng held on
August 18, 1986, the Commission unanimously recommended that the
Conditional Use request for the Albrecht Retail Center be gramted.
This.would permit multiple commercial establishments in a single
building. The permitted uses would be the Uses By Right for the C-2
District listed in the East Goshen Township Zoning Ordinance.

Mr. Jack Loew of Boot Read Associates, the developer, agreed to the
following conditions at the meeting.

1. Traffic: The traffic plan for the development will follow the
plan outlined in the analysis by Joseph McMahon Associates with
whatever modifications. may be added by East Goshen Township and
the Pennsylvania Department'of Transportation. Note that the
McMahon "report, has been modified to include two (2) entrances
on Boot Road. ' The developer will fund traffic lights at the main
entrance on Boot Road and the entrance on Paoll Pike if required.
The funding for other specific aspects of the road improvements
will bé addressed further along in the planning process since any
improvements will have to mash with the Township program for- the

" intersection of Boot Road and Paoli Pike.

2, Screening:. The fifty foot (50 ) buffer adjacent to New Kent
Apartments will be planted with a landscaped screen as required in.
the Township Zoning Ordinance, The buffer adjacent to the East'
Goshen School property is densely wooded. However, Mr. Loew will
walk the property with a representative of the Township to
determine where additional plantings -are needed. .The boundary
with the Township Building will be landscaped. ' .




i C .
N § ' ,Page 2 of'2 N f‘:ntfftiﬁ';ﬁ‘.% B - é{
-~ +7  Boot Road Associates ', - IR S s
" ..~ Albrecht Commércial - - " ' ST
i f,{i' : 3. Landseaping:: fhg buffer adjacent to Paoli Pike and Boot Road will

be level and grass covered to pexmlt safe pedestrian approaches.
In addition, they will be landscaped with trees and shrubs across
from residential areas. The western parking lot will be below the
grade of the buffer strip to effectively block headlights from
adjacent prdperties. The roadside buffer next to the eastern parking
lot will be graded to créate a low berm to block headlights.

4. gSignsiY Signs on'the.mﬁltiﬁle use building will be as shown in the
wendering.? Township approval will be obtailned before ‘any additional

signs are.placed on the property.. This includes both freestanding
Signs and signage on  the,supermarket. ' : ’

In additdion,

the applicant shall adhere to all applicable Township
Ordinances. = - L ' ’

'

Very truly yours,

NWEE S

- Janet L. Emanuel
Chairman

JLE/ skf .
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BEFORE THE ZONING HEARING

.

IN RE: THE APPLICATION OF
HOUGH/LOEW ASSOCIATES,
INC. ¢ BOARD OF EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

t+ CHESTER COUNTY

.

PENNSYLVANIA

DECISION
The Zoning Hearing Board of thé East Goshen Town-
ship, Chester County, Pennsylvania, after proper
advertisement, sat at approximately 7:30 p.m. on Wednesday,
February 17, 1988, to hear evidence on the case, Aﬁplicant
filed for the following variances:

a., From Section 501.14, to permit a 16 foot
high sign instead of a 14 foot sign on the front of the
proposed new Genuardi's Super Market.

b. From Section 501.16(a)(3) (i), to permit two
wall-mounted signs instead of one wall sign and one free
stanaing sign.

¢. From Section 501.16(a) (4) (i), to permit two
wall signs at certain commercial establishments in a structure
containing more than one establishment (i.e., strip stores).

In addition, applicant appealed from the interpreta-
tion of the Zoning Officer that a sign exténding around &
corner at a 45 degree angle is not one sign. Section
501.16(&)(4)(1). The property, which is the subject of the
requested variances, is located west of the Township Building,

east of Boot Road and north of Paoli Pike.
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Present at the hearing were Chairman Robert J.
Carnwath, Charles A. Dﬁnk and Robert H. Palmer. Robert Adams,
Esquire entered his appearance on behalf of East Goshen Town-
ship, and Dominick Pezzeti, 641 Marydell Drive, and Kenneth
Crossman, 69 Marydell Drive, West Chester, PA entered their
appearances as parties in the matter. Jack R. Loew, President
of Hough/Loew Associates, Inc., developer of Goshen Village
Shopping Center, the subject of the application, appearéd on
behalf of the applicant and was unrepresented by counsel.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The property is located east of the Township
Building, west of.Boot Road and north of Paoli Pike, and is
referred to as Goshen Village Shopping Center.

2. Applicant, Hough/Loew Associates, Inc. is the
developer of Goshen Village Shoppiﬁg Center.

3. Applicant is requesting three variances and is
appealing from the Zoning Officer's interpretation as
described in the above paragraph.

4, The following exhibits were presented at the
hearing:

B-1 = Proof of publication.

B-2 - Affidavit and notice with February 1,
1988 cover letter.

B~3 ~ Photograph showing posting of the
property.

B-4 - The February 8, 1988 East Goshen Township
Planning Commission review letter.

A-1 - Site layout plan for Goshen Village.

-2
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A=-2 - Floor and roof plans, and building
elevations for the bank facility in
Goshen Village,

A~3 - The plot plan for the strip stores at
Goshen Village. '

A-4 - Building elevations for the Genuardi
Super Market showing proposed sign
location,

A-5 - Building elevations for strip stores
showing the proposed sign locations.

A-7 - Rendering of Genuardi Super Market sign
on the front of the building (i.e.,
west~facing facade).

A-8 - Rendering of Genuardi Super Market sign
on the north side of the building.

A-3 - Rendering of the "Citadel Federal Credit
Union" sign on the bank building.

A-10- Rendering of the "Goshen Village" sign
proposed to be installed near the
intersection of Paoli Pike and Boot
Road.

T-1 ~ The February 17, 1988 correspondence to
the Zoning Hearing Board from the Board
of Supervisors of East Goshen Township.

5. Concerning the request for a 16 foot as opposed
to a 14 foot high sign on the front of Genuardi's, applicant
offered the following as justification For the request:

&. The proposed-area of the internally
illuminated sign will be only 96 square feet as opposed to the
369.7 square feet theoretically permitted pursuant to Section
501.16(a) (3) (1i).

b. Raising the sign the additional 2 feet is

necessary so that the proportions of the sign are in

proportion to a building of this size.

-3-




RAU/JFM:11f A07953 3/28/88

¢. The sign will be screened from the
residential properties to the west by the construction of the
intervening strip stores. There are not now existing
residential areas which would face the proposed sign other
than the aforementiéned residential district to the west.

6. Applicant offered the following in support of
his request to have two wall signs gﬁ the Genuardi's building:

a. The sign will not be internally illuminated
but will be lighted by spot lights on the lettering only.

b. So long as this sign is permitted, the
right to have a free-standing sign at the shopping center will
be relinquished by applicant.

7. In support of the application for variance to
permit more than one sign for the commercial establishment
located at the end of the strip centerx structure,.the
applicant offered the following:

&, ihe total signage for the two commercial
establishments at the ends of theistructure will be no greater
than the total permitted for each commercial establishment.

b. The signs at each corner at the ends of the
strip store are essentially one sign at each end that merely
wrap around the corners of the structure.

c. The signage on the Boot Road side of the
structure will not be illuminated in any way.

d. So long as the variance is permitted,

applicant will forego the right to have a free-standing sign
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other than as proposed at the corner of Boot Road and Paoli
Pike, as generally shown on Exhibit A-10.

8. 1In support of the variance for two signs on the
pbank, the applicant offered the following:

a. All signs will be directed inward toward
the strip stores aﬁd away from the neighboring residential
area.

b. The dual signs on the bank building will be
permissible only so long as the bank occupies the structure.

c. The corner signs are really one sign as the
case with the corner signs on the ends of the strip store
structure referred to above.

9. The Township supports the application for the
variances so long as applicant is forever prohibited from
erecting a free-standing sign on the property; the signs
facing Boot Road are not illuminated in ény way; the Genuardi
sign on the north wall be illuminated only 6n the letters by
spot lights; and the applicants be required to obfain the
review and approval of the Planning Commission prior to the
erection of the signs.

10. Township'disagrees with applicant's
interpretation of the Zoning Ordinance that signs on two faces
and at a corner of a building are one sign.

11. The proposed signs will be compatible with what

is currently on the land.
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12. The proposed signs will not be detrimental to
the health, safety and welfare of the community so long as the
conditions requested by the Township are imposed

13. Applicant shall comply with all other applica-~
ble zoning and subdivision standards.

14. The variances are the minimumﬂnecessary to
afford the reqguest to relief.

15. The granting of the requested va;iancés will be
in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the Zoning
Ordinance and will not be injurious to the neighborhood or
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare so long as the
conditions attached to the attached Order are met.

DISCUSSION

Section 804.2 of the East Goshen Toﬁnship Zoning
Ordinance empowers the Zoning Hearing Board to grant variances
from the terms of the Ordinance. The Zohing Hearing Board
also has the power, in granting any variance, to attach such
reasonable conditions and séfeguards as it may déem néceSSary
to implement the purposes of the Ordinance. ordinance,
Section 804.3. The Municipality Planning Code and the
existing case decisions provide that, in addition, a variance
from a Zoning Q;dinance may be granted owing to special
conditions of the property where the grant-of the variance is
not contrary to pubiic interest, and where the spirit of the
Zoning Ordinance will be observed and substantial justice

done. 53 P.S. §10101, et seqg., (Purdon Supp. 1986).

-G
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In the present,cése; applicant has requested several
variances from the sign regulations in commercial districts.
The Township is in favor of the proposed variances presumably
because the flexibility will enable the applicant to minimize
any adverse effect that may be occasioned by signs at the
site. More particularly, if the variances are granted, the
total area of signs at the site Qill be less than that
permitted if the applicant proceeded to install signs in
st;ict conformity with the ordinance. In addition, if the
proposed variances are granted, the signs which will be
erected should have less of an impact on surrounding residén-
tial properties than if signs were installed in strict
conformity with the ordinance. Therefore the Board concludes
that the spirit of the ordinance would be best observed and
substantial justice more adequately accomplished by granting
the requested relief.

The Board though is mindful of the conditions
requested by the Township, and finds that aesthetics and
preservation of property values are of particular concern in

the Township's exercise of its zoning power. Mont-Bux, Inc.

v. Township of Cheltenham, 36 Pa. Commw. 397; 388 A.2d 1106

(1978). Therefore, the Board shall impose, upon the granting
of the relief of this case, the conditions requested by the
Township. More particularly, applicant shall forever be
prohibited from erecting a free-standing sign on the property

other than a sign in the vicinity of the intersections of Boot




RAU/JFM:11f A07953 3/28/88

Road and Paoli Pike, as geherﬁlly shown on Exhibit A-10; the
signs facing Boot Road and the residental areas across
therefrom shall not be illuminated either directly or
indirectly; and the sign on the north wall of the Genuardi
Super Market shall be lighted by ground level spot lights
directed only toward the area of the lettering and all
applications for signs shall be reviewed and approved by the
Township Planning Commission prior to erection.

The Board is not impressed with the applicant's
position that the Zoning Officer improperly intexpreted the
sign provisions of the Zoning Ordinanée to treat signs at the
corners of buildings as one.sign. The Board believes that a
proper intefpretation of the Ordinance is that even if a sign
wraps around the corner of a building, that portion of the
sign on each of the building féces shall be treated as a
separate sign. In any event, in this case, after examination
of the exhibits presented, the acﬁual area of the proposed
“corner" signs does not actually wrap around the corﬂer of the
building since only the “"sign bandé wraps around and,
therefore, the proposed signs should clearly be treated as two
separate signs.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. The literal enforcement of the provisions of the
Ordinance will result in unnecessary hardship to the

applicant.
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2. Applicant's reqguest for variances from the
zoning requirements of the Zoning Ordinance referred to more
particularly herein shall not be injurious to the neighborhood
or otherwise detrimental to the public welfare, and will be in
harmony with the general purpose and interit of this Ordinance
so long as the conditions set forth in the following Oxrder are
complied with by applicant.

3. Applicant's reguest is for the minimum variances
necessary.

ORDER

AND NOW, -this % day of A2ezc4 . , 1988, the
applicant, Hough/Loew Associates, Inc. is granted a variance
from Section 501.14 of the Zoning Ordinance so that a 16 foot
high sign may be installed on the front (i.e., west side} of
Genuardi's; from 501.16(a)(3)(i) so that two wall signs may be
installed on the Génuardi building; and from Section
501.16 (a) (4) (i) so that two signs may be installed for each of
the two commercial establishments located at the ends of the
strip store building and on the bank, subject to the following
conditions: |

a. Compliance with the representations made by
applicant at thé hearing.
b. Compliance with all other zoning, subdivi-~
sion and land development requirements of the Township.
. ‘c. The wall sign, being permitted on the north
side of thé Genuardi Super Market, shall be illuminated only
in the area of the letters by ground level spotlights.

-9
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d. The signs erected on the west wall of the
strip stores, facing Boot Road, shall not be illuminated
either directly or indirectly.

e, There shall never be erected, on the site,
a free-standing sign other than at the location of the inter-
section of Paoli Pike and Boot Road, as shown and described,
generally, in Exhibit 2-10,

f. Prior to the erection of any sign on the
property, applicant shall receive the review and approval of
the Township Planning Commission.

The applicant's appeal from the interpretation of
the Zoning Ordinance that signs located at the corners of the
strip store and bank building shall be treated as one sign, is
denied.

ATTEST: TOWNSHIP OF EAST GOSHEN
ZONING HEARING BOARD

;757 129»47;%&9’é%1a4§ BY : £23ﬁ A; DB

Secretary - Rober¥ J. Carnwath

%&Q&Wé/

Charles A. Dunk

e OB 1\ @@Qm )

Robert H. Palmer

-10-
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
1580 PAOLI PIKE
SEPTEMBER 1, 2015 - 7:00 pm
DRAFT MINUTES

Present: Chairman Marty Shane, Vice-Chairman Senya D. Isayeff, and Supervisors Chuck
Proctor, Carmen Battavio, Janet Emanuel, Township Manager Rick Smith, Township Chief
Financial Officer Jon Altshul, Jason Lang (Director, Parks and Recreation), and ABC Member
Erich Meyer (Conservancy Board).

Call to order & Pledge of Allegiance:
Marty called the meeting to order at 7:05 pm and asked Chuck to lead the Pledge of Allegiance.

Moment of Silence:
Carmen called for a moment of silence to honor the troops who keep us safe.

Recording of Meeting:
No one indicated that they would be recording the meeting.

Chairman’s Report: Marty announced the 2016 Minimum Municipal Obligations for
following pension plans:

o Defined Benefit Firefighters Pension Plan: $48,617

e Township Non-Uniformed Defined Benefit Pension Plan: $0

e Township Non-Uniformed Defined Contribution Pension Plan: $79,748

e Police Commission Non-Uniformed Defined Contribution Pension Plan: $9,500

Old Business:

o Consider Park Master Plan Interview - Simone Collins: Peter Simone and Sarah
Leeper (proposed Project Manager) presented their Park Master Plan to the Board. Their
plan encompassed a “nature based” theme and planned to promote the Park as the center
of activity to bring more people together. Peter Simone feels that one of the biggest
needs of the Park is the reduction of road crossing areas as well as storm water concerns.
Sarah discussed their method of promoting public interest through a multi-stepped public
meeting plan incorporating press releases and handouts.

Joe Buonano, 1606 Herron Lane, asked how Simone Collins would integrate the area
open space into the Park plan. Peter Simone commented that this would be an excellent
opportunity to include the Paoli Park Trail Committee into their planning sessions.

Fire Marshall Report: Rick presented the Malvern Fire Marshall Report for July 2015.

Old Business (Cont’d):
e Consider Recommendation For 1641 Manley Road: Carmen motioned that the Board
authorize Bill Mullray to plant 20 trees on the Last property, 21 trees in the Open Space

9172015 September 1, 2015 BOS Minutes 1of5
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on East Boot Road as recommended by the Conservancy Board and 21 trees at locations
chosen by the Park & Recreation Commission, and that the Board authorize the release of
the balance of funds in the escrow account once the trees have been planted, staked and
initially watered, and the Code Department confirms that the sight distance is in
compliance. Chuck seconded.

Senya commented that requiring Mr. Mullray to plant 62 trees is too punitive and that
Mr. Mullray should be given relief, in light of Senya’s opinion that the Township
Ordinance’s definition of a “wooded lot” was flawed. Senya further commented that he
feels Mr. Mullray should only be asked to plant 20 trees on the Last property and 20 trees
in the Open Space.

Marty tabled the motion in order to get a better idea of what the property looked like
before the development and the appropriate number of trees that should be replanted.

Consider Park Master Plan Interview ~ Thomas Comitta Associates: Tom Comitta
and Erin Gross presented their Park Master Plan. They focused on a “viewing plateau”,
expansion within the Farmers Market footpath, a themed playground, grants through
shade structures, a Chess Plaza, unifying the playground with sitting areas, and public
contributions through a “Gifts Catalogue”, among other ideas. Tom Comitta commented
that some of the Parks most pressing needs are an upgraded playground area, and a
redesigned, safer main Park entrance with greater visibility.

Joe Buonano, 1606 Herron Lane, suggested that perhaps the Township could use some of
the Sunoco easements to incorporate more walking/biking trails in the Park.

New Business:

Consider Authorizing Chairman To Execute PennDot Master Casting Agreement
and Attachment “B”: Marty motioned that the Board adopt Resolution 2015-72 and
authorize the Chairman to execute the Master Casting Agreement and Attachment B with
Penn DOT. Janet seconded. Rick commented that the roadwork would begin in October
under one lane traffic conditions and that the scope of work only pertains to the manholes
and the road resurfacing. The Board voted unanimously in favor of this motion.

Consider Historical Commission’s Request To Design Plague To Honor Ben
Rohrbeck: Marty motioned to give permission to the Township to design and submit a
plaque for the Boards approval in honor of the late Ben Rohrbeck, and further that this
plaque be unveiled at the Township Historic Event on the first Saturday in June 2016.
Janet seconded. The Board voted unanimously in favor of this motion.

Consider Authorizing Local Traffic Advisory Committee (LTAC) To Conduct
Public Meeting To Present Traffic Study To Hershey Mill Estates Residents And
Distribute Ballots: Carmen motioned to authorize the LTAC to conduct a public
meeting to present its information to the residents of Hershey Mill Estates and distribute
ballots following the meeting regarding the results of its Traffic Calming Investigation
and the recommended installation of three speed humps. Chuck seconded.

9/172015 September 1, 2015 BOS Minutes 20f5
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Bob Sussky, 1537 Sleepy Hollow Lane, asked what the voting requirements are in this
situation. Rick said that 70 % of all homeowners in this neighborhood need to approve
the LTAC recommendation before it can move forward. Rick also commented that the
residents would have 30 days from the ballot mailing to return their ballot vote.

Chris Reardon, 1541 Tanglewood Drive, said that many homeowners are opposed to this
recommendation

The Board voted unanimously in favor of this motion.

Consider Removing Tennis Locks For The Remainder Of Calendar Year And
Revisit Their Need For 2016: Carmen motioned to remove the tennis court locks for
the remainder of the calendar year and revisit the issue in 2016. Janet seconded. The
motion passed with a 4-1 vote, with Senya opposed until he is presented with
documentation to support the recommendation, such as utilization rates with the courts
locked versus unlocked.

Consider Memo On Ponds: The Board discussed possible reasons for the persistent
algae growth and its resistance to treatment, as well as the buildup of silt in some of the
Township’s six ponds.

Carmen motioned to accept Rick’s recommendation of asking the Township’s pond
contractor to obtain the required PA DEP permits to treat Bow Tree I Wet Basin and
Hershey Mill Estates Wet Basin and to continue with the Township’s current course of
action, and expand it to include these ponds as necessary. Marty seconded. The Board
voted unanimously in favor of this recommendation.

Any Other Matter:

Consider CTDI Run: Marty motioned to authorize CTDI to restrict traffic on Enterprise
Drive on Sunday, September 20, 2015 as outlined in their letter of August 26, 2015.
Carmen seconded. The Board voted unanimously in favor of this motion.

Consider SWM Operation: Carmen motioned that the Board authorize the Chairman to
execute the storm water management, operation and maintenance agreement at 808 Trout
Run. Janet seconded. The Board voted unanimously in favor of this motion.

Consider Department of Recreation’s End of Summer Report: Jason presented a
Participation Report of the summers camps, special events and social media activity.
Jason noted an increased enrollment from 2014 for the Full Day Camps, but feels that this
enrollment could be significantly increased if these camps were to add extended hours
and access to an air-conditioned facility. Senya commented that the Township should
look into ways of providing extended hours into the Full Day Camps moving forward.

Correspondence, Reports of Interest: The Board acknowledged receipt of the following:

2013-2014 Liquid Fuels Audit Report

9/1/2015 ' September 1, 2015 BOS Minutes 3of5
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e A letter indicating the Sunoco Pipeline intends to apply for Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection permits

Approval of Minutes:
The Board reviewed and corrected the draft minutes of the August 4 and 11, 2015 meetings.
Marty said the minutes would stand approved as corrected.

Treasurer’s Report:

See attached Treasurer’s Report for August 27, 2015. The Board reviewed the Treasurer’s
Report and the current invoices. Carmen moved to graciously accept the Treasurer’s Report and
the Expenditure Register Report as recommended by the Treasurer, to accept the receipts and to
authorize payment of the invoices just reviewed. Janet seconded the motion. The Board voted
unanimously to approve the motion.

Old Business (Continued):

e Consider Vote to Award Park Master Plan Contract: The Board discussed the
various pros and cons of the Park Master Plans presented by Simone Collins and Thomas
Comitta Associates and their subsequent preferences for each. The Board voted 4-1 in
favor of awarding the Park Master Plan contract to Thomas Comitta Associates, with
Janet in opposition.

Adjournment:
There being no further business, the regular meeting was adjourned at 9:39 pm

Respectfully Submitted,
Christina Rossetti Hartnett
Recording Secretary

Attachments: Treasurer’s Report for August 27, 2015
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TREASURER'S REPORT
2015 RECEIPTS AND BILLS

|GENERAL FUND |

Real Estate Tax
Earned Income Tax
Local Service Tax
Transfer Tax
General Fund Interest Earned
Total Other Revenue
Total Receipts:

[STATE LiQUID FUELS FUND |

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total State Liqud Fuels:

[SINKING FUND

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Sinking Fund:

[TRANSPORTATION FUND__ |

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Sinking Fund:

[SEWER OPERATING FUND |

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Sewer:

[REFUSE FUND

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Refuse:

[SEWER SINKING FUND

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Sewer Sinking Fund:

[OPERATING RESERVE FUND |

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Operating Reserve Fund:

|Events Fund |

Receipts
Interest Earned
Total Events Fund:

9/1/2015

$3,045.30
$309,500.00
$66,900.00
$76,695.63
$0.00
$165,281.15

$621,422.08

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$237,672.09
$0.00

$237,672.09

$63,065.39
$0.00

$63,065.39

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

August 27, 2015

Accounts Payable

Electronic Pmts:
Health Insurance
Credit Card
Postage

Debt Service

Payroll

Total Expenditures:

Expenditures:

Total Expenditures:

Expenditures:

Accounts Payable
Debt Service
Credit Card

Total Expenditures:

Expenditures:

Expenditures:

Expenditures:

Expenditures:

September 1, 2015 BOS Minutes

$172,333.33

$44,141.95
$1,071.69
$1,000.00
$14,831.76
$133,451.08

$366,829.81

$0.00

$4,851.00

$0.00

$43,870.46
$32,424.54
$0.00

$76,295.00

$68,752.28

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00
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EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

MEMORANDUM
TO: BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
FROM: BRIAN MCCOOL
SUBJECT: PROPOSED PAYMENTS OF BILLS
DATE: 09-10-15

Please accept the attached Treasurer’s Report and Expenditure Register Report for consideration
by the Board of Supervisors. I recommend the Treasurer’s Report and each register item be
approved for payment.

General Fund expenses include the following large expenses:

$225,508 — monthly contribution to WEGO
$39,640 — road striping

$33,291 — Milltown Dam study

$31,378 — Worker’s Compensation

Sewer Fund expenses includes a principal payment in the amount of $94,000 for the diversion
projects loan.

Please advise if the Board decides to make any changes or if the reports are acceptable as
drafted. :

F:\Data\Shared Data\Finance Dept\Treasurers' Reports\2015\09-10-15\09-10-15.docx



EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP
MONTHLY DEBT PAYMENT BREAKDOWN

September 25, 2015
GENERAL FUND:
Interest Principal Loan Original Remaining Retirement
payment payment Description loan amount Principal Date
$10,771.41 S0 Multi purpose $5,500,000 $2,999,000 2023
9 projects
$3,623.55 S0 Applebrook $3,000,000 $1,071,000 2019
Park
$436.80 S0 Spray $287,000 $126,000 2021
Irrigation
SEWER FUND:
Interest Principal Loan Original Remaining Retirement
payment payment Description loan amount Principal Date
$1,289.67 S0 Sewer $1,128,000 $365,000 2018
Operations
Munic Authority
$25,014.00 S0 RCSTP $9,500,000 $7,580,000 2032
Expansion
$6,120.87 $94,000 Diversion $2,500,000 $2,315,000 2033
Projects

U:\bmccool\2015\Debt Service\09\09 - 2015 - Debt Service Report for Treasurer's Report.xlsx



‘ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting ' ' BATCH 1 of 4

:eport Date  09/03/15 Expenditures Register PAGE 1
GL-1509-49230
RRPO5 run by BARBARA 9:12 AM
‘endor Req # Budget# Subj Description Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd Amount
01 GENERAL FUND
1471 WESTTOWN-EAST GOSHEN POLICE
44806 1 01410 5300 POLICE GEN.EXPENSE 090115 09/03/15 09/01/15 09/03/15 9759 p 225,508.48

SEPTEMBER 2015 CONTRIBUTION

225,508.48

225,508.48

1 Prepaids, totalling 225,508.48
0 Printed, totalling 0.00

FUND SUMMARY
Fund Bank Account Amount Description
""" o o ussteds cevmermw
25,5048

PERIOD SUMMARY

Period Amount

225,508.48



i4st Goshen Township Fund Aceounting

lgpor;-Dﬁte'
“fARP05 run by

lendor Req #

09/08/15
BARBARA
Budgétﬁvéub#

GENERAL FUND

1 01401 3400

 Expenditures Register

11 : .36 aM

Description

21ST CENT.MEDIA-PHILLY #884433
ADVERTISING - PRINTING
NOTICE - PAOLI PK TRAIL COMM.

GL-1509-49268 .

*
Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check# -

1

1 01438 2450

1 01438 2450

ALPHA SPACE CONTROL CO INC.
MATERIALS & SUPPLIES-HIGHWAYS

ROAD STRIPING - DBL YELLOW & SINGLE
WHITE

MATERIALS & SUPPLIES-HIGHWAIS

ROAD STRIPING - DBL IELLOW & SINGLE
WHITE, WHITE & YELLOW BARS, CROSS-
WALKS & TURN ARROWS

28164

28209

09/04/15

09/04/15

.08

.56

1 01401 3120

2 01414 5001

AMS APPLIED MICRO SYSTEMS LTD.
CONSULTING SERVICES

AUGUST 2015

ZONING IT CONSULTING

AUGUST 2015 - GEO PLAN

09/04/15

09/04/15

1 01454 3711

AQUASCAPES UNLIMITED

POND TREATMENT

POND SERVICE 8/12 BOW TREE, MARY
DELL & PIN ORK

1203

00

B&D COMPUTER SOLUTIONS
CONSULTING SERVICES
AUGUST 2015

01

2226
44807

41
44809
44810

68
44813
44813

. 2898
44815

102
44816

119
44817

BEE.NET INTERNET SERVICES
COMMUNICATION EXPENSE
SEPTEMBER 2015 BEEMAIL ACCTS.

BATCH 2 of 4
- PAGE
N
Amou?f---
09/04/15 63.
63.
09/04/15 8,023
09/04/15 31,616
39,639
09/04/15 1,097
09/04/15 28
1,125
09/04/15 989.
989
09/04/15 2,000
2,000
09/04/15 315



ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

leport Date  09/08/15

ARPOS run by BARBARA

'endor .-Req #

Budget} Sub#

Expenditures Registerv

11 : 39 aM

Description

GL~1509-49268

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check#

AR CMR R b S A B S o e b B S B e T e e e T

3210

BETTE'S BOUNCES
FARMERS MARKET EXPENSE
BALANCE DUE - 8/27 FARMER'S MARKET

COMCAST 8499-10-109-0028306
COMMUNICATION EXPENSE
0028306 SEPTEMBER 2015

2000

CONTRACTOR'S CHOICE
MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES
4D COIL NAILS

3025

FASTENAL
DEER MANAGEMENT EXPENSE
RED & WHITE FLAGGING TAPE

3204

GOSHEN FIRE COMPANY

COMMUNITY DAY

TWP.DONATION FOR GFC SUPPORT @
COMMUNITY DAY

090215

.00

GRAPHIC IMPRESSIONS OF AMERICA INC.
STATIONERY
BOS ENVELOPES

GREAT AMERICA FINANCIAL SERVICES
RENTAL OF EQUIP. -OFFICE
SEPT.2015-LANIER MP C5503 COPIER

117,
44818 1 01452
296
44823 1 01401
317
44824 1 01454
2555
44825 1 01401
555
44826 1 01452
2631
44827 1 01401
3131
44828 1 01401
2710
44829 1 01452

INTERNATIONAL FIREWORKS MFG. CO.
COMMUNITY DAY
FIREWORKS DISPLAY 8/29/15

BATCH 2 of 4

PCE 2

Amount

09/04/15 317
317,

09/04/15 68
68

09/04/15 54
54

09/04/15 52
52

09/04/15 2,000
2,000

09/04/15 132,
132

09/04/15 305
305

09/04/15 9,000



last Goshen Township Fund Accounting

- BATCH 2 of 4
teport Date 09/08/15 Expenditures Register ’ PAGE 3
- ‘ ' GL-1509-49268 .
{ARPO5 run by BARBARA 11 : 39 aM o
lendor Req # Budget# Subf Description Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd Amount
2940 : J&R WIRELESS LLC. -
44830 1 01401 3210 COMMUNICATION EXPENSE W1285IN341 09/04/15 09/04/15 97.50
OTTERBOX IPHONE 6 DEFENDER
97.50
864 METROPOLITAN COMMUNICATIO
44833 1 01411 3000 FIRE MARSHAL - EXPENSES IN000101871 09/04/15 09/04/15 R 420,00
M.MILLER'S PAGER
420.00
2622 MIDDLETON, CHRISTIAN
44834 1 01487 4600 TRAINING & SEMINARS-EMPLY 083115 09/04/15 09/04/15 35.00
DCED TRAINING FEE REIMBURSMENT
35.00
1641 NAPA AUTO PARTS
44835 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 2-636545 09/04/15 09/04/15 167.44
2 BATTERIES
44836 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 2-636458 09/04/15 09/04/15 86.96
IND/BELT
254.40
2884 . NEOPOST
44837 1 01401 3250 POSTAGE PHAR1519240 09/08/15 09/08/15 280.95
INK CARTRIDGES - POSTAGE MACHINE
280.95
1554 OFFICE DEPOT
44838 1 01401 2100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 789700047001 09/08/15 09/08/15 248.09
HP TONER
44839 1 01401 2100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 787024747001 09/08/15 09/08/15 36.79
POST-IT NOTES, RENT RECPT.BOOK,
TAPE & BINDER CLIPS
44840 1 01401 2100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 787024851001 09/08/15 09/08/15 18.78
RUBBERBANDS & MESSAGE PADS
44841 1 01401 2100 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 787024852001 09/08/15 09/08/15 116.99

10X13%X2 TYVEK ENVELOPES



last éo;ﬁgn Township Fund Accounting

teport Date

P

09/08/15

{ARP05 run by BARBARA

Jendor Req Budget Subff

T Expenditures Register

Description

 PECO - 99193-01400

3610 STREET LIGHTING
99193-01400 7/27-8/25/15

2470 UTILITIES - TRAFFIC LIGHTS
99193-01400 7/27-8/25/15

GL-1509-49268

BATCH 2 of 4

PAGE

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check# ~ Amount

090115

090115

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

4

L il

3153

PECO - 01360-05046
7505 BOOT & PAOLI LED SIGN
01360-05046 7/29-8/27/15 LED-BOOT

1555

PECO - 45168-01609

3605 PW BLDG - FUEL,LIGHT,SEWER & WATER
45168-01609 7/23-8/21/15 GAS

3605 PW BLDG - FUEL,LIGHT,SEWER & WATER
45168-01609 7/23-8/21/15 ELECTRIC

082715

082715

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

2592

PECO - 45951-30004
3600 UTILITIES
45951-30004 7/21-8/19/15 RESTROOMS

2591

PECO - 59500-35010
3600 UTILITIES
59500-35010 7/24-8/24/15 POND PUMP

2342

POWERPRO EQUIPMENT
2000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

MORTAR & MASONRY - PARK SIGN
2000 MAINTENANCE SUPPLIES

WHITE "S" MORTAR - PARK SIGN

P02043

P02094

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

1876

44849

44850

44851

44852

01436

01452

01452

01452

RANSOME RENTAL COMPANY LP
3840 STORMWATER EQUIPMENT RENTAL

TRENCH ROLLER RENTAL 8/24-8/25/15
3204 COMMUNITY DAY

LIGHT TOWER RENTAL 8/28-8/31/15
3204 COMMUNITY DAY

LIGHT TOWER RENTAL 8/28-8/31/15
3204 COMMUNITY DAY

LIGHT TOWER RENTAL 8/28-8/31/15

K17205-01

K17219-01

K17220-01

K17221-01

09/08/15
09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15
09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

235,

120.

120,

120,

00

00

00



last Goshen Township Fund Accounting

tsport Date

09/08/15

4ARPO5 run by BARBARA

lendor

1876

Req #

44853
44854
44855
44856
44857
44858
44859
44860

44861

11 : 39 aM

Description

RANSOME RENTAL COMPANY LP

COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL
COMMUNITY DAY
LIGHT TOWER RENTAL

8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15
8/28-8/31/15

8/28-8/31/15

Expenditures Register
GL-1509-49268

K17222-01
K17223-01
K17224-01
K17225-01
K17227-01
K17230-01
K17231-01
K17241-01

K17242-01

09/08/15
09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15
09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

BATCH 2 of 4 _

09/08/15
09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15

09/08/15
09/08/15

09/08/15

PAGE

5

120.

120.

120.

120.

120.

120.

120.

120.

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

00

1161

1318

44865

REILLY & SONS INC

VEHICLE OPERATION - FUEL
318.4 GALLONS DIESEL

SURE GUARD SECURITY SYSTEMS

TWP. BLDG. - MAINT

& REPAIRS

082415

BNNUAL FIRE INSPECT.-REPLACE 2 FIRE

PANEL BATTERIES

671,

00

1342

2942

Budget$ Subf
GENERAL FUND

1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01452 3204
1 01430 2320
1 01409 3740
1 01401 3000
1 01401 3210

TMACC
GENERAL EXPENSE

2015 ANNUAL TMACC MEMBERSHIP

VERIZON WIRELESS

COMMUNICATION EXPENSE
JULY 21 - AUGUST 20, 2015



jast Goshen Township Fund Accounting BATCH 2 of 4

leport Date 09/08/15 A Expenditures Register PAGE 6
GL-1509-49268
{ARPOS run by BARBARA 11 : 39 aM 3
lendor Req # Budget# Subj Description Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check# Amount
3506 ZEO GROUP, THE . o
44868 1 01452 5150 AMPHITHEATER CONCERTS OR39330-2 09/08/15 09/08/18"~ TO0S 0@

" SCREEN & PROJECTOR - 9/12-9/13/15



e

last Goshen Township Fund Accounting

weport Date  09/08/15

Expenditures Register

GL-1509-49268

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checki:

7

{ARP05 run by BARBARA 11 : 39 AM

Jendor Req # Budget# Subf Description
05 ~ SEWER OPERATING
40 ALLIED CONTROL SERVICES

44808 1 05420 3701 C.C. INTERCEPT.-MAINT.GREP
FLOW METER INSTALLATION

2918 ALS ENVIRONMENTAL
44811 1 05422 4500 R.C. STP-CONTRACTED SERV.
LAB TESTS RCSTP - 8/18-8/25/15
44812 1 05422 4500 R.C. STP-CONTRACTED SERV,
LAB TESTS RCSTP - 8/7-8/11/15

40-176359

40-171758

09/04/15

09/04/15

1658 AQUA PR
44814 1 05420 3602 C.C. COLLECTION -UTILITIES
000305003 0305003 7/22-8/21/15 WW

151 BLOSENSKI DISPOSAL CO, CHARLES
44819 1 05422 4502 R.C. SLUDGE~LAND CHESTER
SWITCH 20 ¥DS WITH LINER 8/17
44820 1 05422 4502 R.C. SLUDGE-LAND CHESTER
SWITCH 20 ¥YDS WITH LINER 8/24

09/04/15

09/04/15

241 C.C. SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY
44821 2 05422 4502 R.C. SLUDGE-LAND CHESTER
WEEK 8/17/15 -~ 8/21/15
44822 2 05422 4502 R.C. SLUDGE-LAND CHESTER
WEEK 8/24/15 - 8/31/15

09/04/15

09/04/15

3577 RIGBY, WILLIAM
44863 1 05364 1000 REVENUE - SEWER FEES
3RD QTR.2015 UTILITY PYMT.REFUND

BATCH 2 of 4

PAGE
Amount
09/04/15 818
818
09/04/15 207
09/04/15 138
345
09/04/15 27
27
09/04/15 181,
09/04/15 181
362
09/04/15 617
09/04/15 1,005
1,623
09/08/15 92.



'ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

BATCH 2 of 4

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd

09/04/15

09/04/15

0 Printed, totalling

PAGE

Amount

80,828,

sport Date 09/08/15 Expenditures Register
) GL-1509-49268
{ARP05 run by BARBARA 11 : 39 aM
lendor Req # Budget# Subd Description
06 REFUSE
241 C.C. SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY
44821 06427 4502 LANDFILL FEES 41255 09/04/15
WEEK 8/17/15 - 8/21/15
44822 06427 4502 LANDFILL FEES 41323 09/04/15
WEEK 8/24/15 - 8/31/15
3575 KODY, SUSAN
44831 06364 2000 REVENUE - REFUSE FEES 090315 09/04/15
OVERPAYMENT UTILITY BILL
1715 MAYO, DAVE
44832 06427 4500 CONTRACTED SERV. 081215 09/04/15
REIMBURSEMENT FOR DAMAGED TRASHCAN
3577 RIGBY, WILLIAM
44864 06364 2000 REVENUE - REFUSE FEES 083115-R 09/08/15
3RD QTR.2015 UTILITY PYMT.REFUND
FUND SUMMARY
Fund Bank Account Amount Description
01 01 66,160,53 GENERAL FUND
05 05 3,268.64 SEWER OPERATING
06 06 11,398.86 REFUSE

80,828, 03

PERIOD SUMMARY

Period Amount

80,828.03



last Goshen Township Fund Accounting

eport Date 09/08/15

4ARP05 run by BARBARA 1: 25 BM

Jendor Req # Budget# Subd Description

BATCH 3 of 4

Expenditures Register
GL-1509-49273

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd

PAGE 1

Amount

01 GENERAL FUND

858 MEDIA QUARRY COMPANY INC.
44869 1

01438 2450 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES-HIGHWAIS

090815 09/08/15 09/08/15

3 TONS MICA - HEADWALL WEXFORD CR.

FUND SUMMARY

01 01 1,113.00 GENERAL FUND
T L
PERIOD SUMMARY
Period Amount
0y L300

Description

0 Printed, totalling

1,113.00
1,113.00



{ast Goshen To
Asport Date
fARP05 run by

tendor Req #

44873

wnship Fund Accounting

09/10/15 B Expenditures Registéi

BARBARA 4 : 39 PM

Budget# Sub# Description

ADVANCED ELECTRONIC SECURITY

1 01409 3740 TwP. BLDG. - MAINT & REPAIRS
RECONNECT ACCESS CARD FRONT STAIR
TO BASEMENT

GL-1509-49312

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd

4284

BATCH-4 of 4

PAGE

Amount

L et im0 S e B 0 A e o

1

464.

06

1657
44875

44875

44876

AQUA PA
1 01411 3630 HYDRANT & WATER SERVICE
000310033 0310033 7/31-8/31/15 186
2 01411 3631 HYDRANTS - RECHARGE EXPENSE
000310033 0310033 7/31-8/31/15 93
1 01411 3630 HYDRANT & WATER SERVICE
000309987 0309987 7/31-8/31/15 HI6

090115 279

090115 279

090115 HI6

09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

2669

BLACK HORSE AUTO BODY SUPPLY INC.
1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR
5 GALLONS WASH THINNER

3488
44883

44883

44883

44884

44884

44885

44885

CINTAS CORPORATION #287
1 01487 1910 UNIFORMS
WEEK END 9/2/15 CLEAN UNIFORMS
2 01487 1910 UNIFORMS '
LESS CREDIT M.MILLER - NONE REC'VD
3 01409 3740 TWP. BLDG. - MAINT & REPAIRS
WEEK END 9/2/15 CLEAN MATS
1 01487 1910 UNIFORMS
CREDIT FOR UNIFORMS NOT REC'VD 4/15
-8/26/15 M.MILLER 20 WRS.@14.62
2 01487 1910 UNIFORMS
CREDIT FOR UNIFORMS NOT REC'VD 4/15
-8/26/15 M.HOLMES 20 WKS.Q $5.40
9 PAIRS OUT OF 11 MISSING
1 01487 1910 UNIFORMS
WEEK END 8/26/15 CLEAN UNIFORMS
2 01409 3740 TWP. BLDG. - MAINT & REPAIRS
WEEK END 8/26/15 CLEAN MATS

287435662

287435662

287435662

082815

082815

287432472

287432472

09/10/15
09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15
09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

225,

-14.

52,

-292,

-108.

225,

37

62

50

40

00



iast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

leport Date 09/10/15

[RRP05 run by BARBARA

Budget#

Sub#

Expenditures Register

GL-1509-49312

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check#

2

1

COMCAST 8499-10-109-0111284
COMMUNICATION EXPENSE
0111284 9/9-10/8/15 SPEC. VIDEO PW

CONTRACTOR'S CHOICE
VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR
STIHL BATTERY PACK

01438

2460

EDENS TREE SERVICE INC

TREE REMOVAL

BRUSH & TREE REMOVAL RESEVOIR RD. &
N.LOCHWOOD LANE

6588

.00

GRNNETT FLEMING COMPANIES
MILLTOWN DAM
MILLTOWN DAM STUDY - 7/9-8/21/15

HIGGINS & SONS INC., CHARLES A.
MAINT. REPAIRS.TRAFF.SIG.
TURN ON SCHOOL FLASHERS

01430

01430

2330

2330

HUNTER KEYSTONE PETERBILT L.P.
VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR
SEAT COVERS FOR PETERBILT #47
VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR
INSTALL HUB CAPS, NUT COVERS &
BUMBER GUIDES - PETERBILT 2016

1-252320096

1-252300063

09/10/15

09/10/15

'endor Req #
3490
44886
317
44887
437
44888
1970
44889
2717
44891
3252
44892
44893
679
44894

INTERCON TRUCK EQUIPMENT
VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR
PINTILE MOUNT, COMBO & HITCH PINS

BAICH 4 of 4

PAGE
Amount
09/10/15 10.
10.
09/10/15 354
354
09/10/15 2,470
2,470
09/10/15 33,291
33,291
09/10/15 97
97
09/10/15 87
09/10/15 680
768
09/10/15 138



{ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting B .BATCH 4 of 4

teport Date 09/10/15 . Expenditures Register PAGE 3
GL-1509-49312 ' o
{ARPO5 run by BARBARA 4 : 39 PM
lendor Req # Budget# Sub# Description "~ Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd Amount
719 KEEN COMPRESSED GAS COMPANY ‘
44895 1 01437 2460 GENERAL EXPENSE - SHOP 83057498 09/10/15 09/10/15 55.29

VARIOUS GASES CYLINDERS

55.29
2861 LITTLE INC., ROBERT E.
44896 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 03-352919 09/10/15 09/10/15 79.74
JDC KNOB & LEVER- FARM TRACTORS
79.74
2622 MIDDLETON, CHRISTIAN :
44899 1 01487 4600 TRAINING & SEMINARS-EMPLY 090815 09/10/15 09/10/15 35.00
REIMBURSEMENT - REQUIRED DCED
TAX COLLECTOR TRAINING
35.00
3068 MILLER CONCRETE PRODUCTS INC.,A.C.
44898 1 01436 2450 STORMWATER MATERIALS & SUPPLIES 67366 09/10/15 09/10/15 1,095,00
CONCRETE DRAINAGE & INLET
1,095,00
21750 MRM WORKER'S COMP. FUND
44900 1 01486 3500 INSURANCE COVERAGE -PREM. 1516PRJ180 09/10/15 09/10/15 31,378.20
POLICY 1516-352 INSTALLMT.1 OF 4
POLICY PERIOD 10/1/15 - 9/30/16
31,378.20
1641 NAPA AUTO PARTS
44901 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 2-637317 09/10/15 09/10/15 27.20
4 STRAPS
44902 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 2-637223 09/10/15 09/10/15 258.49
3.5 TON SERVICE & MINIATURE LAMPS -
44903 1 01430 2330 VEHICLE MAINT AND REPAIR 2-637313 09/10/15 09/10/15 9,99
10 PC RUBBER TIES
295.68
1002 PA MUNICIPAL LEAGUE
44909 1 01401 3000 GENERAL EXPENSE 38120 09/10/15 09/10/15 65.00

MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL 2015 L3P



iast_Goshen Township Fund Accounting I

teport Date 09/10/15

{ARPO5 run by BARBARA

Tendor

Req #

Budget#

Expenditures Register

4 : 39 PM

Description

GL-1509-49312

Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check#

4

3000

PACO ‘
GENERAL EXPENSE A
MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL 2015 V.DIMARTINI

1032

PECO - 99193-01302

TWP. BLDG. - FUEL, LIGHT, WATER
99193-01302 7/27/15 - 8/27/15
UTILITIES

99193-01302 7/27/15 - 8/27/15

090515

090515

09/10/15

09/10/15

PENNBOC
GENERAL EXPENSE
MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL 2015 V.DIMARTINI

PENNSYLVANIA ONE CALL SISTEM
EQUIPMENT RENTAL
MONTHLY ACTIVITY - AUGUST 2015

1161

REILLY & SONS INC
VEHICLE OPERATION - FUEL
313,20 GALLONS DIESEL
VEHICLE OPERATION - FUEL
293.8 GALLONS GASOLINE
VEHICLE OPERATION - FUEL
365.8 GALLONS DIESEL

88874

88875

89154

09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS CO.
GENERAL EXPENSE - SHOP
3 PRINT BRUSHES

STATE WORKERS INSURANCE FUND
VOLUNTEER FIREFIGHTER WORKERS COMP
POLICY # 05918452 INSTLMT. 10 OF 11

090115

BATCH 4 of 4

PAGE
Amount
09/10/15 60
60.
09/10/15 1,781
09/10/15 69
1,850
09/10/15 50.
50
09/10/15 44
44,
09/10/15 489.
09/10/15 4m
09/10/15 633
1,600
09/10/15 39
39
09/10/15 4,070



'/ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

‘eport Date

(ARPO5 run by BARBARA

'endor

Req #

Budget# Sub#

09/10/15

4 : 39 PM

Description

Invoice Numﬁer Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check#

Expend;tures Register
GL~-1509-49312

BATCH 4 of 4

Amount

e m— mm—————— —————— i o e e o ———— e ——————— i ————— ——————————- ————————— e m e mmm—————————

e

TASC

1 01487 1500 MISC. EMPLOYEE BENEFITS
- COBRA ADMIN.FEE 10/1/15-1/31/16

IN60§773

09/10/15

_ 09/10/15

.48

1340

TINARI & SON, PHILIP
01438 2455 MATER. & SUPPLI-RESURFAC.
88 POUR ROLL CURB

2109

== -~ TRAFFIC  SAFETY STORE, THE

01433 2450 MATERIALS & SUPPLIES - SIGNS

12X36 REFLECTIVE LIME BARRICADE

TRANS~FLEET CONCRETE
01438 2455 MATER. & SUPPLI-RESURFAC.
8 CYDS 3500 AIR CEMENT

2829

VERIZON - TWP.FIOS 11627
01401 3210 COMMUNICATION EXPENSE
AUGUST 28 - SEPTEMBER 27, 2015

2050

VILLAGE MEDICAL
01487 1550 DRUG & ALCOHOL TESTING

DRUG SCREENING K.MILLER & B.MCCOOL



‘ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting : : BATCH 4 of
‘ : of 4

\eport Date 08/10/15 - Expenditures Register PAGE 6
GL-1509-49312
{ARP05 run by BARBARA 439 PM
fendor Req # ahd&éé%féﬁb# » Description Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkd Emount
03 SINKING FUND
3521 8 | ."-"CARROLL ENGINERRING CORPORATION .
44881 1 03459 7450 CRAPITAL - E. BOOT RD BRIDGE 197439 09/10/15 09/10/15 2,970.00

PROF.SERVICE 7/27-8/23/15 E.BOOT RD
BRIDGE



ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

eport Date 09/10/15

RRPO5 run by BARBARA

1

Budget#

05422

Expenditures Register

4 : 39 PM

Sub# Description

BLOSENSKI DISPOSAL CO, CHARLES
4502 R.C. SLUDGE-LAND CHESTER
SWITCH 20 ¥YDS WITH LINER 8/31/15

GL-1509-49312

BATCH 4 of 4

PAGE

e - S s - L o
Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checkf = Amount

SEWER OPERATING

7

BRICKHOUSE ENVIRONMENTAL
3701 R.C. COLLEC.-MAINT.& REPR
PROF.SERV. AUG. 2015 - APPLBRK CC

05422

MAIN POOL & CHEMICAL COMP. INC.
2440 R.C. STP- CHEMICALS

2200 GALS. ALUM,SULFATE & 196 50LB

BAGS SODIUM CARBONATE LITE

1549617

.40

05420

05420

05422

05422

PECO - 99193-01204
3602 C.C. COLLECTION ~UTILITIES
99193-01204 7/27/15 - 8/28/15
3600 C.C. METERS - UTILITIES
99193-01204 7/27/15 - 8/28/15
3601 R.C. COLLEC.-UTILITIES
99193-01204 7/27/15 - 8/28/15
3600 R.C STP -UTILITIES
99193-01204 7/27/15 - 8/28/15

090515

090515

090515

090515

09/10/15
09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15
09/10/15
09/10/15

09/10/15

.96

.92

.30

PENNSYLVANIA ONE CALL SYSTEM
3701 R.C. COLLEC.-MAINT.& REPR

MONTHLY ACTIVITY - AUGUST 2015
3702 R.C. COLLECTION-MAINT. & REP I&I

MONTHLY ACTIVITY - AUGUST 2015

0000653056

0000653056

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

09/10/15

“‘endor Req #
05
151
44878
2695
44879
3043
44897
1031
44905
44905
44905
44905
1005
44908
44908
2914
44917

TOWLER, SCOTT A.
4500 R.C. STP-CONTRACTED SERV.
SERVICES RE: RCSTP AUGUST 2015



ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

| , BATCH 4 of 4
eport Date 09/10/15 Expenditures Register ' " PAGE 8
GL~-1509-49312 '
ARP05 run by BARBARA 4: 39 PM
endor Req # Budget# Subd Description , Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Checki Amount
3529 VERIZON ~ MODEMS ’
44922 1 05420 3601 C.C. INTERCEPTOR-UTILITIES 9751280878 09/10/15 09/10/15 80.12
JULY 26 - RUGUST 25, 2015 MODEMS :
80.12
27173 VERIZON ~ PW FIOS 9583
44920 1 05422 3601 R.C. COLLEC,-UTILITIES 082815-9583 09/10/15 09/10/15 89.99

AUGUST 28 - SEPTEMBER 27, 2015




ast Goshen Township Fund Accounting

BATCH 4 of 4
eport Date  09/10/15 Expenditures Register PAGE 9
GL-1509-49312"
BRPO5 run by BARBARA 4 : 39 PM :
'endor Req # Budgetf Subf Description Invoice Number Req Date Check Dte Recpt Dte Check#  Amount
06 REFUSE
2762 AJB A.J. BLOSENSKI INC.
44874 1 06427 4500 CONTRACTED SERV. 59101748 09/10/15 09/10/15 56,396.70
RESIDENTIAL PICKUP - SEPT.2015
44874 2 06427 4500 CONTRACTED SERV, 59101748 09/10/15 09/10/15 -54.03
LESS COST OF RESIDENT'S TRASHCAN
56,342.67
241 C.C. SOLID WASTE AUTHORITY
44880 1 06427 4502 LANDFILL FEES 41399 09/10/15 09/10/15 3,575.90
WEEK 9/1/15 - 9/4/15
3,575.90
184,290.75
0 Printed, totalling 184,290.75

FUND SUMMARY
Fund Bank Account Amount Description
01 01 89,843.95 GENERAL FUND
03 03 2,970.00 SINKING FUND
05 05 31,558.23 SEWER OPERATING
06 06 - 59,918.57 REFUSE
184,290.75

PERIOD SUMMARY

Period Amount

184,290.75
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Rebecca Craven Greenhow AUG 24 B
607 Thorncroft Drive
West Chester, PA 19380

August 1, 2015

If one side of a fence is more finished or is flatter than the other side of the fence, and the fence
faces another abutting dwelling or a sireet, then such more-finished or flatter side shall face

such other dwelling or such streel.
[Added 7-1-2008 by Ord. No. 129-D-08]

Mz, Charles W. Proctor
Supervisor, East Goshen Township
1636 Herron Lane

Waest Chester, PA 19380

Dear Mt. Proctor,

T appreciate your time in November 2013 although waiting eight months to see me, and only
after my pestering you, wasn’t particularly responsive. While I was in your office, I thought we
might have a meeting of the minds but, as I was leaving, you compared our waiting a year to
complain about the wrong side of our neighbor’s fence facing us to a policeman citing a motorist
for an infraction he did not know was against the law. That argument, as we all know, is what
we use against the offender. You joined a long list of township officials who have condemned us
as offenders because we wish to have protection under the law. It appeared to me that a licensed
attorney was telling me that we did not deserve protection under the law because we were not
aware of it at the precise time of the infraction.

To recap: our neighbors at 605 Thorncroft installed a post and rail perimeter fence shortly after
moving in during 2003. In order to contain animals, they attached wire to the inside facing them
in keeping with the ordinance stated above and in harmony with Chester County custom and
environs. While the finished side faced the abutting dwellings and the street, it was not installed
along the property line deviating from encroaching to 8 - 15 feet within depending on the
placement. They ceded all maintenance on our side to us and did not landscape or maintain the
fence. (Covered in another ordinance.) Any attractive landscaping was left to us but, at least, we

looked at the finished side.

Tn May 2011, while we were hosting a Mother’s Day gathering in honor of my mom, I glanced
outside to see our neighbors in our yard removing the wire from their side and nailing it to out
side. We were dismayed but occupied with guests. It was such jaw dropping behavior from
neighbors with whom we thought we enjoyed a friendly relationship. They had used our pool
close to 100 times, we had gone over to their house on several occasions to care for their children
after bedtime when they had to go to the emergency room, my husband had attended Mr. Sehon




when he nearly severed his finger in a power saw accident and we later cared for the children all
day at high personal sacrifice. The children asked us to set up a surprise party for their parents’
anniversary and I made a birthday cake for their daughter. We were blindsided by the cognitive
dissonance of a hostile act toward us. We thought they were in a hurty to open their new pool
and wanted to take their time in selecting a proper pool enclosure. After a year, it became
apparent to us that they intended the fence to stay. The entire yard would be the pool enclosure
with direct access from the kitchen/family room. While their fence faced the street and abutted
other neighbors, we took it on the chin. We viewed the entire length (more than 200 feet) from
our kitchen and family rooms. We consulted several landscape designers about screening the
eyesore. We were stymied al every turn because of the wide strip of their property outside their
fence they did not maintain. We certainly could not plant their property.

Knowing that many communities who understand the relationship among quality of life, property
aesthetics and property value have fence ordinances, I began to research and leamed that East
Goshen does indeed have one. I phoned Mark Gordon about the fence who reacted defensively
immediately saying that the “good” side does indeed face us because “metal is smooth” and,
therefore, the “more-finished or flatter side.” This response told us that, intentionally or not, he
created a false conflict between the building code and zoning ordinance and negated the zoning
ordinance. We followed up with a letter saying this was news to the vast majority of East Goshen
homeowners who had installed their post and rail fence with wire additions and even to our
neighbors who had the wire to the inside for 8 years until it no longer suited their purposes of a

pool enclosure.

Afier being ignored by Mr. Gordon, we went to Township Manager Rick Smith in July 2012.
We got the impression that he supported Mark Gordon period, regardless of his accuracy. He
offered to send him out again. We agreed hoping that between them, common sense would
prevail and they would figure out a way to guide our neighbors into obeying both the ordinance
and the pool code. (We know he has told people to install screening plants when they were in
violation of similar ordinances.) We asked Mr. Smith our recourse if Mr. Gordon returned with
the same answer and he replied that we could ask for a hearing but he did not recommend it
because the zoning board suppotts the zoning officer. It was appatent from Mr. Smith’s friendly
demeanor that he did not realize he was describing a rigged process but just telling us how life
was in East Goshen.

We only sought help from the township because we had made four friendly attempts: in person,
phone, email and letter to speak with the Sehons and were rebuffed each time.

In August 2012 we received a letter from Zoning Officer Gordon saying his decision was
unchanged and giving us 30 days to appeal. In effect, Mr. Gordon was saying that if your
ncighbor wants to put in a pool, you forfeit all zoning ordinance protection. -

Tt is obvious there are two different sides to a post & rail fence with wire nailed to one side. Itis
disingenuous to claim otherwise. Everyone knows that the wire goes on the inside if a
homeowner adapts a post and rail fence. Certainly the Sehons knew because it was that way for
8 years. Even if they really do not, there is an easy way to tell by looking at the overwhelming




practice. When we arrived at our hearing, we had driven miles around East Goshen Township
studying the same fences and had found 96 of the first 100 had the wire on the inside. If it did
not matter on which side the wire was placed, roughly half would be on one side, half on the
other. For 96% to have the wire on the inside means the standard of the community is for the
wire to be on the inside. (Since then we have seen more fences of the same style so the
percentage is now 98%) The perception of East Goshen, even Chester County, is that a post and
rail is in harmony with our setting and, if you’re going to adapt it for more security, the wire
goes on the inside. It is statistically impossible for 96% of homeowners to randomly choose the

same way of installing a fence.

‘When we decided to appeal, we phoned Mr. Gordon to ask for guidance in completing the
application and to make sure we met all the requirements. He became agitated and gave me
conflicting information - saying it was an enforcement notice, later a determination. When 1
arrived at the township office to file on September 12, 2012, he changed the requirements again
and relented when I protested, He was belligerent saying it didn’t matter what the zoning board
said, his decision would stand. He slammed the building code book on the table accusing me of
“disagreeing with it.” He said the fence ordinance did not apply to this type of fence. He said
we would need a lawyer and that any lawyer we would get was not up to the task. When he
outlined procedure, he described in such a way as to threaten humiliation. Most notably, he
stated that zoning had nothing to do with aesthetics. (That might be news to many expecting
property value protection from the zoning department.) It was a blatant endeavor to intimidate
me. At that time, I paid $450 for whatever he called it at the time.

Our lawyer, Frone Crawford, called Township Solicitor Kristin Camp to learn about the case.
When asked why a relatively simple request had escalated in this way, Ms. Camp said they
always supported their zoning officer. She confirmed what we had suspected all along, East
Goshen had very quickly become adversarial and we were the enemy. The zoning officer needed
to be protected from the taxpayer. She said they would maintain there was no difference
between the two sides of the fence in question. Looking back that was our warning that the
outcome was fixed. The zoning board would support the zoning officer despite what their eyes
clearly saw, that there were two distinct sides to the fence.

How did a simple oversight descend into malfeasance? Because it could. The zoning
department appears to answer to no one - not the supervisors, not the citizens, not the
township manager. The modus operandi when perceiving a challenge is to close ranks

and treat the citizen seeking protection under the law as an adversary. Some might describe this
as official oppression, Since the unfortunate events in Ferguson and other cities, we know what
community policing is. The police collaborate with those they are charged with protecting. We
need community zoning in East Goshen where the township authoritics work with the residents
to uphold community ordinances rather than viewing requests for protection under the law as
personal affronts and challenges to their authority.

On the night of the hearing (“appeal determination”) Frone Crawford greeted Joseph Brion who
represented Mark Gordon. Mr. Brion chuckled and said be hoped Mr. Crawford was ready for
the big surprise. Mr. Crawford asked what he was referring to and was told that John C Snyder




was representing the Sehons and implied he should be very worried. More chuckling from Mr.
Brion. Things got underway and we presented our findings about post and rail fences in East

Goshen.

After we presented our research into the fence practice in East Goshen (96%), none of the
assembled posed any questions relating to the question at hand despite Ms. Camp’s telling Mr.
Crawford that would be the township’s argument. Mr. Brion pursued a line of questioning
irrelevant to the point of hatassment. No one on the zoning hearing board made any attempt to
stop him. He asked what day we opened in our pool (June 9, 1994), whether we had gotten a
permit and posted it propetly, whether we followed procedure, whether it bad been inspected,
what did we think about the Sehons installing a pool, and even, did we believe M. Crawford
when he spoke. Yes, he asked us if we thought our attorney was a liar! (See transcript.)

M. Sehon also testified. John Snyder, clearly representing them, handed Mr. Sehon statements
to read. They said they were not represented but that Mr. Snyder, who now setves on the same
zoning board, was only a “friend.” First, he read that it was their property and they could do as
they pleased. Their “friend” reached into his giant briefcase and handed him another statement
this time saying it was really just a wire fence and had wooden posts just to stabilize it. Finally,
he handed him another statement saying that we should have contested the Sehons’ pool permit
and had waited too long. It was a complex, esoteric legal document that only a lawyer could
have written (“no, he’s just a friend”) and the board required Mr. Crawford to respond to it.

At some point, Ross Unruh, representing the zoning board, declared that it wasn’t really a zoning
determination. That appeared to be a source of minor amusement for Mr. Unruh. Did he halt the

illegitimate proceeding? No, they soldiered on.

One of the reasons that a zoning board is made up of fellow citizens is that they are also fellow
stakeholders and understand they are affected by the outcome. In effect, the board

members put themselves in the place of those who appear before them. Despite that, I doubt
anyone wanted to change places with us and have to look at what we have to look at. Even the
make up of the board was troubling. I understand Janet Emanuel (now Supervisor) is a resident
of Hershey’s Mill where she will never have to face the prospect of a neighbor erecting a 200
foot eyesore in her view. She does not need the protection of fence ordinances.

We moved to East Goshen in 1987 because place matters. It was where we wanted to root
ourselves, raise our family and make a beautiful spot in a beautiful county. We spent countless
hours volunteering in the public school, served on the neighborhood association, taught highway
safety at East High School, taught adult literacy to vulnerable citizens, taught life skills to county
residents with intellectual disabilities, interpreted Chester County’s role in the Underground
Railroad to school groups at the Chester County Historical Society and served faithfully on the
Election Board. We have cared for our neighbors in need even rendering emergency medical
care. We contribute financially to the fire and ambulance departments, a local home repair
ministry and Natural Lands Trust, a conservation group active in the area. We were proud to live
in East Goshen and felt we belonged to the community until it was clear that we did not.

We are left with a property of diminished value and loss of peaceful enjoyment of our property.




This whole sorry episode was long on hostility but woefully short on leadership. It didn’t have
to be this way. What aspect meets East Goshen’s standard of excellent governance? It would
have taken very little for the code officer to mention good neighbor fence practices to our
neighbors or even to have brokered some solution. We were very open to working something
out and still are. It is not too late to do the right thing and to lead with integrity, transparency and

probity.

Sincerely,

m(%@m

cc:  Other East Goshen Supervisors
Chester County Commissioners
East Goshen Futurist Committee
Alan J Heavens
East Goshen Comprehensive Plan Task Force
Pennsylvania Human Relations Commission
Other interested parties




610-692-7171

www.eastgoshen.org BOARD OF SUPERVIS ORS

EAST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

CHESTER COUNTY
1580 PAOLI PIKE, WEST CHESTER, PA 19380-6199

September 1, 2015

Ms. Rebecca Greenhow
607 Thorncroft Drive
West Chester, PA 19380

Dear Ms. Greenhow

Mr. Proctor forwarded a copy of your letter of August 1, 2015 to me for a response. Your letter
will and this response will be acknowledged at the Board of Supervisors meeting on September

15, 2015.

With regards to fences in general, the “more finished” side out requirement was first imposed
when the current Zoning Ordinance was adopted in 1997. The requirement was removed on 7-
16-2002 when the Board adopted Ordinance 129-0-02 and as you noted in your letter the
requirement reinstated on 7-1-2008 by Ordinance 129-D-08. Accordingly, when your neighbors
installed their fence in 2003, there was no requirement that the “more finished” side face the

abutting property.

On October 25, 2012, the Zoning Hearing Board determined that your neighbor’s fence was in
compliance with the requirement that the “more finished” side face the abutting property.
Under the legal system in Pennsylvania, if you were aggrieved by this decision, you had the
right to appeal this decision to the Court of Common Pleas. However, since you did not file an
appeal, the Zoning Hearing Board’s decision stands.

That being said, I would encourage you to contact a landscaper and see what steps you can take
on your property to screen your view of your neighbor’s fence. You may find that a few
selectively placed board on board fence panels or few selectively placed trees and shrubs,
would screen the fence.

With respect to Zoning Hearing Board, there are two attorneys named John Snyder, who
practice law in Chester County. John C. Snyder was present at the Zoning Hearing Board Hearing
in 2012. John D. Snyder was appointed to the Zoning Hearing Board by the Board of Supervisors

in 2013. '
Sincerely,

[Qek S

Louis F. Smith, Ir.
Township Manager

Cc: Board of Supervisors
F:\Data\Shared Data\Property Man;gement\53-4\53—4~132.49 (607 Thorncroft Dr.)\Letter re Fence 090115.doc
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