Waterford Township Planning Commission
12451 Circuit Road
Waterford, Pa 16441

Detailed Minutes - July 24th, 2025
6pm

Meeting was called to order by Chairman Bill Phillips
Pledge of Allegiance was done
Remarks from the Chairman: 2 minute public comment at the end of the meeting
In attendance were Planning Commission Members Bill Phillips, Ron Eliason,
Brian Jarrett, Ashley Frank and Supervisor Flory Kondzielski
6:04pm
Minutes from June 26th 2025 approved
Motion to approve: Ron Eliason
Second: Brian Jarrett
6:06pm
New Business: Postponed until parties arrived

Old Business: Property maintenance code reviewed emails from Solicitor
reviewed

1. The highlighted citations are correct {exception — See below
regarding Definitions R(6)).
1. Okay by commission
2. In Definitions, “Infestations” is too broad, especially in a rural
community. | suggest: “The presence of an unusually large
number of...”

1. Commission agreed that "unusually large” is still
too broad of a definition and will think for next
meeting to add specificity to this definition

3. In Definitions, “Junk” - should this be expanded to include
“‘junked” vehicles?
1. Should *junked vehicles” be separately defined?
1. Commission requested more clarity/a
definition from solicitor
2. Lindsay will contact solicitor
4. In Definitions, “Public Nuisance” at R(6) — the dollar sign in the
citation needs to be changed to a “section” symbol.
1. Will be changed
5. In Definitions, should we define “Junk Yard”?

1. Commission agreed needs separate definition

2. Commission requested more clarity/a definition
from solicitor

3. Lindsey will contact solicitor

. 6. In Definitions, “Tenant” — “...the legal owner of record...” (not
“records”)
1. Commission okayed to change




7. In“F. Inspections” — Take a closer look at this paragraph...|
think there is language missing or out of place.
1. Are we contracting with a third party for maintenance
code inspections?
2. See #9 below.
1. The Commission discussed this-yes we
contract out
2. The Commission agreed to change the
sentence to state “ a contracted 3rd party
Building Code Official”...
8. Section 4(A) — | recommend just “structure” and not “legal
structure” (why would an illegal structure be exempt?).
1. Commission agreed to remove “legal”
8. Regarding all references to “3™ Party Code Enforcers”;
1. Should this be a defined term?
2. Whois it?
3. Are they to be considered your “deputies®?
4. Are the “Enforcers” or “Inspectors™?
1. See #7

10. Section 1, F. — Following the sentence “Nothing in this Ordinance

1.

shall be construed to cancel, modify or set aside any provisions of
the Waterford Township Zoning Ordinance.” | recommend adding
“Where a provision of this Ordinance is found to be in conflict with
any provision of a local law, ordinance, code or regulation or those of
the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the provision which is more
restrictive or which establishes the higher standard shall prevail.”

1. Commission agreed-change will be made
Section 1, | - If this section is only changed slightly, | recommend
that the wording should be changed such that a building deemed
historical “may be quasi-exempt from the Ordinance to the extent
necessary to preserve the historical character”. The broadness of
the “shall not be mandatory” language may cause problems for the
Zoning Administrator in practice. Moreover, because this section
provides discretion to one individual to determine historical value
and whether a building shall be entirely exempt from the ordinance, |
am concerned that the way this provision is currently written may
leave the Township vulnerable to claims of bias. Waterford is a
historical place and many historical buildings are in use. Therefore, |
recommend that there should be a more public process, starting with
written minimum criteria to qualify for historical designation. Owners
seeking historical designation should apply in writing to the Zoning
Administrator. Applications should be approved by a voting board for
the sake of transparency and consistency.

1. Commission would like more clarity from the solicitor on

what entity (whether a board or state approval) deems a
building/structure historical before making changes.




12. Section 1, J — This entire section can be eliminated if the
recommended sentence is added to Section 1, F. If kept, the last
word should be “Ordinance” rather than “Ordinances.”

1. Commission agreed to eliminate section J and add
sentence to 1F

13. Section 1, K — | recommend that the title should be changed
because it conflicts with the provision. A "non-applicability” provision

- in an ordinance usually describes circumstances where the
ordinance's regulations do not apply. Here, this provision is saying
that the Zoning Administrator could decide that more is required than
what is covered in the Ordinance. Perhaps a better title would be
“Non-Exhaustive” or “General Standards.” It seems perhaps the
purpose of this provision also appears in Section 3, E. Rule-Making
Authority.

1. Commission agreed to remove section 1K
14. Section 2, C. - Instead of banning “all burning”, | recommend
changing to “outdoor burning.”
1. Commission agreed
15. Section 2, F. - Change “lease” to ‘leased” for consistency.
1. Commission agreed

16. Section 5, D. — “Section 3(c)” should be changed to “Section 4(c).” to
point to Penalties.

1. Commission agreed and will be moved ot 4C

17. Finally, regarding overall format — In some Sections, the Title
following the letter is bold or underlined and in other Sections it is
neither.

6:43pm
Conditional use review was discussed and recommendation was sent to
supervisors to approve with an additional recommendation to approve the current
business sign.
Motion to send recommendations to Supervisors was made by Ashley Frank and
seconded by Ron Eliason.
6:55pm
Public Comment
Bethany Fritz: suggested in section 2C of Property Maintenance Code
“Open Burning” be used rather than “outdoor burning - the commission
agreed
Matthew Renner: Suggested that Section 3G be removed. The
Commission agreed that this was supposed to be removed from a past
meeting and will be removed.
7:13pm
Meeting Adjourned: Motioned by Ron Eliason, Seconded by Brian Jarrett

Ashley Frank




Waterford ToWnship Planning Commission

12451 Circuit Road
Waterford, Pa 16441

Minutes July 24th, 2025
Present were;

Bill Phillips, Ron Eliason, Brian Jarrett, Ashley Frank

Supervisors: Flory Kondzielski

Absent: Matt Erikson, Alternate Joe McKinney

Salute to the Flag:

Meeting was called to order:

6:00pm Chairman Bill Phillips

Remarks from the Chairman:

2 minute public comment at the end of the meeting

Approval of Previous meetings minutes:

6:04pm Minutes June 26th 2025 were approved and a motion was made by Ron
Eliason, Seconded by Brian Jarrett

New Business:

6:43pm Conditional use review was discussed and recommendation was sent to
supervisors to approve with the additional recommendation to approve the current
business sign.

Old Business:

Continue to work through draft Property Maintenance Code

Public Comment:

Adjourn:

7:13pm Motion Ron Eliason, Second Brian Jarrett




