WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
Agenda
Wednesday, August 10, 2022
6:30 p.m.

West Whiteland
~

Meeting ID: 883 6701 4992

Join Zoom Meeting
Passcode: 451574

Etiquette for
hybrid meetings

One tap mobile +13126266799

Meeting Packets can be found on Township website
Reminder to meeting participants: Please speak clearly into the microphone

Call To Order
Pledge of Allegiance
ANNOUNCEMENTS:
The Board of Supervisors met prior to tonight’s meeting to discuss matters of personnel
and litigation and on August 4th to discuss matters of personnel
Concert in Miller Park - Sunday, August 14th at 6 pm – Basic Cable
Recognition of Julie Bauer for her Service on the Historical Commission
PUBLIC COMMENT: Comments from audience about items not on the agenda
HEARINGS & PLANS:
1. Keva Flats Expansion Conditional Use Hearing
CONSENT AGENDA:
1. Approval of July 27, 2022 Minutes
BUSINESS:
1. Resolution 2022-36 Affirming Commitment to Valuing Reproductive Rights and
Supporting Access to Abortion
2. Resolution 2022-37 Accepting Deed from Sunoco Energy Transfer Donating 601
East Boot Road
3. Monthly Permit Report
4. Approval of Township Payment Report for August 10, 2022
5. Township Commission Updates from Board Liaisons
6. Staff Updates
a. Exton Park Update
Adjournment

Next Meeting: August 24, 2022
Next Ordinance: 471
Next Resolution: 2022-36

MEMORANDUM
DATE: August 5, 2022

West Whiteland

TO: Board of Supervisors
FROM: John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
SUBJECT: Keva Flats
Conditional use application
APPLICANT:

SITE ADDRESS:
TAX PARCEL:
ZONING:
DESCRIPTION:

Keva Flats, LP

707 Eagleview Blvd., Ste. 400
Exton, PA 19341
350 Waterloo Blvd.
Exton, PA 19341
41-5-30.5
TC, Town Center

Construction of two multi-family residential buildings
with a total of 96 dwelling units and a floodplain restoration project on a 21.5-acre lot currently developed with 242 apartment units in six buildings.

Recommended Motion
To direct the Township Solicitor to prepare a Decision and Order granting conditional use
approval to the application of Keva Flats, LP for the construction of 96 apartment dwellings in two buildings and a floodplain restoration project as depicted on the 9-sheet plan
set prepared by RGS Associates dated June 21, 2022 entitled “Conditional Use Plan for
Keva Flats” to include the eight (8) conditions listed herebelow:
1. The Applicant shall provide additional traffic data and analysis to resolve the concerns
noted in comments #1 and #2 of the McMahon review dated July 12, 2022.
2. The Applicant shall be responsible for modification of lane markings in Waterloo Blvd.
as may be necessary to resolve the concern noted in comment #3 of the Engineering
Department memo dated July 12, 2022 and/or the findings of the analysis required by
Condition 1, above.
3. The architecture of the proposed buildings shall be substantially similar to the
renderings presented to the Planning Commission at the meeting of July 19, 2022.
4. The land development approval for this project shall include a requirement to pay a
traffic impact fee in the amount of $53,613.00 as required by Township Ordinances
427 and 461 and as described in comment #8 of the McMahon review dated July 12,
2022.

5. Prior to approval of the land development plan, the Applicant shall provide documentation to Township Staff sufficient to support a determination of the extent to which
this project satisfies the requirement to provide permanent open space and recreational facilities pursuant to §281-47 of the Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance; any deficiency shall be resolved by payment of a fee in lieu of such provision,
as described in that same section.
6. The Township agrees to contribute financially to the work of the floodplain restoration
aspect. The amount of said contribution shall be equal to the sum of the fees
required by Conditions 4 and 5 above.
7. Waiver of §270-15.T of the Stormwater Management Ordinance such that the riparian
buffers need not be provided to the extent necessary to accommodate the floodplain
restoration project.
8. Resolution of all outstanding consultant and Staff concerns to the satisfaction of the
Township.
Background
The subject property is the site of Keva Flats, a residential community of 240 apartment units
in five buildings with two additional units in the historic Ivy Cottage (Historic Resource #205).
The lot is generally square with a gross area of 21.5 acres, although the floodplain associated
with Lionville Run and other constrained areas reduce the developable area to 14.3 acres.
The property has frontage along Keva Dr., W. Lincoln Hwy., and Waterloo Blvd.; it also abuts
the Whiteland Towne Center shopping center and the Township-owned Miller Park.
The original Keva Flats development was approved on July 13, 2016; revisions were approved
on April 13, 2017 and February 28, 2018. The Applicant now intends to construct two new
apartment buildings: Building 6 at the northeast corner of the lot along Waterloo Blvd. with
72 units and Building 7 at the southeast corner along Lincoln Hwy. with 24 units. These two
buildings will increase the total number of apartments on the property from 242 to 338.
The property is entirely within the Town Center (“TC”) zoning district, which accommodates
the highest density development in the Township. Density is not controlled by limiting the
number of dwelling units per acre but through a “form-based” type of regulation that limits
the height of buildings and how much of the lot they may occupy. Since the Zoning Officer
has determined that the proposed development complies with the area and bulk standards of
the TC district, the additional dwelling units are therefore allowed.
In addition to the new buildings, the project features a floodplain restoration project. The
Applicant presented this project to the Township Planning Commission as a sketch plan on
May 3, 2022, giving particular attention to the restoration work as described in a feasibility
study prepared by Land Studies. The study noted that the stream and floodplain area have
been degraded over time by both natural processes and human activity. The project will
restore the floodplain area so that it will be able to accommodate the high volume of water
associated with severe storms to the extent that some of the stormwater facilities built for
the original Keva project can be removed. The Commission reacted favorably to the project,
especially to the floodplain restoration element.
Conditional use review and approval is required pursuant to §§325-70.A(1)(b) and -70.(2)(b) of
the West Whiteland Township Zoning Ordinance (“Zoning”) for the disturbance of more than
1,000 sq.ft. of man-made prohibitive and precautionary slopes and §325-124.A(1) for the
construction of fifteen or more dwelling units.
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Due to the presence of a historic resource, the Township Historical Commission reviewed this
application on July 11, 2022. As noted in the attached review from our historic preservation
consultant, Commonwealth Heritage Group (“CHG”), the new structures and floodplain restoration will not adversely affect Ivy Cottage, but landscaping is recommended to mitigate the
visual impact upon other nearby resources. At the conclusion of discussion, the Commission
unanimously passed a motion recommending Board approval of the application.
The Township Planning Commission reviewed this application on July 19, 2022. Although it
was their first time seeing the conditional use plans, they were familiar with the project from
the earlier sketch plan presentation. At the conclusion of the Applicant’s presentation, the
Commission unanimously passed a motion recommending Board approval, subject to the
conditions listed above in the Recommended Motion.
Tonight is the first night of the Applicant’s hearing before the Board of Supervisors.
Criteria for approval of a Conditional Use
The criteria for Conditional Use approval are found in §325-124.C(1) of the Zoning:
(a)

The proposed use shall meet all of the specific standards and regulations for eligibility
which appear in the section of the Zoning Ordinance authorizing the proposed
conditional use.
Conditional use review is required by §§325-70.A(1)(b) and -70.(2)(b) of the
Zoning for disturbance of steep slopes and by §325-124.A(1) due to the number
of proposed dwelling units.
All the regulated steep slope areas are either man-made slopes associated with
stormwater management basins or man-made slopes created as part of prior
stream restoration and relocation efforts. Section 325-72.B lists nine (9) specific standards for the disturbance of steep slopes. Five (5) of these (#2 and #5
thru #8) are moot issues due to the small areas of disturbance. The remaining
four (4) all concern protection of natural features and processes and are
addressed by the nature of the floodplain restoration project; that is, natural
features will not merely be protected, but enhanced.
Regarding the number of dwelling units, there are no specific standards other
than the area and bulk requirements for the TC zoning district in §325-13.C.
These standards are shown correctly on the cover sheet of the plan set, and
the proposed design complies.
Staff is satisfied that these criteria have been met.

(b)

The size, scope, extent, and character of the exception desired is consistent with the
plan for future land use in West Whiteland, and with the spirit, purpose, and intent of
the Zoning Ordinance.
The future land use plan is an element of the Township Comprehensive Plan,
which was amended extensively in March 2015. That amendment affected the
future land use plan, placing this tract in the “MU3” area, designated for mixed
office, residential, and retail commercial uses at the highest density permitted.
The Zoning Map was then amended to include this tract in the TC zoning
district, which allowed development consistent with the Comprehensive Plan
amendment. Since the design complies with the Zoning, we are satisfied that it
is also consistent with the Comprehensive Plan.
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Staff is of the opinion that this criterion has been met.
(c)

The suitability of the property for the use desired and the new or expanded use, if
approved, will be susceptible of regulation or restriction by appropriate conditions and
safeguards.
The Board of Supervisors has the right to attach reasonable conditions to any
conditional use application and to make provisions for the enforcement of
those conditions. This criterion has been met.

(d)

The public interest in, or the need for, the proposed use or change, and the proposal
will serve the best interest of the Township, the convenience of the community
(where applicable), and the public health, safety, morals, and general welfare.
It is our practice to define “the best interest of the Township” as compliance
with the Township Comprehensive Plan; §325-2.A of the Zoning states that its
overall purpose is to promote, protect, and facilitate the public health, safety,
morals, and general welfare. Based upon our conclusion above in (b), Staff is of
the opinion that this criterion has been met.

(e)

Where pertinent, the effects of the proposal with respect to congestion on the roads
or highways; the most appropriate use of land; conserving the value of buildings;
safety from fire, panic, and other dangers; adequacy of light and air; the prevention
of overcrowding of land, congestion of population, and adequacy of public and community services will not have a substantially adverse effect thereon.
Most of these criteria are satisfied by Zoning compliance. On the matter of
traffic congestion, the Applicant has provided a traffic analysis that has been
reviewed by McMahon, the Township’s traffic engineer. McMahon directs additional analysis requiring new traffic counts. In conversation with Staff and the
Applicant, McMahon advised that even a worst-case result from new data would
not impact the site design of the property. As such, we are satisfied that the
additional analysis may be provided during the land development review.
Staff is satisfied that, subject to inclusion of condition #1 of the Recommended
Motion, these criteria have been met.

(f)

The proposed change is reasonable in terms of the logical, efficient, and economical
extension of public services and facilities including, but not limited to, public water,
sewers, police and fire protection, transportation, and public schools.
The new units will be on a property that is already served by public sewerage,
public water supply, and public transportation. The Fire Marshal has not
expressed concern about undue burden upon the fire department. In our experience, apartments house few school-aged children, so we do not expect this
project to have an adverse impact upon public schools.
Staff is satisfied that these criteria have been met.

(g)

The natural features and processes characterizing the proposed site and its surroundings shall not suffer unmitigated degradation; that the management of stormwater,
the provision of water and/or sewer service, and any other alterations to the site’s
predevelopment conditions shall be consistent with Township goals, practices, and
plans in these regards and that demand for water and energy by the proposed use shall
be minimized to the optimal extent.
The property is not in a natural condition and is served by public utilities.
The project includes floodplain restoration work that will not only improve the
appearance and functionality of Lionville Run, but it will also improve the
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capacity of the stream, allowing for the removal of some of the stormwater
management facilities constructed to serve the first phase of this project. As
such, this project will enhance the natural features and processes of the site.
Staff is satisfied that these criteria have been met.
(h)

The character and type of development in the area surrounding the location for which
the request is made and the proposed change or modification, if permitted, will constitute an appropriate use in the area and will not substantially injure or detract from
the use of surrounding property or from the character of the neighborhood.
The proposed buildings are similar in style and scale to the existing multi-family
buildings on the site, and the property is in the zoning district intended for the
highest intensity of use in the Township. Surrounding properties accommodate
commercial and multi-family residential development as well as undeveloped
and environmentally constrained open space. Staff cannot discern any way in
which this project will injure or detract from the use of surrounding property
or the character of the neighborhood.
Staff is satisfied that this criterion has been met.

(i)

Development of highway frontage insofar as possible has been designed so as to limit
the total number of access points, reduce the need for on-street parking, and encourage the frontage of buildings on parallel marginal access roads or on roads perpendicular to the highway.
The new buildings are appropriately sited relative to the abutting roads. Building 6 will require a new access drive to Waterloo Blvd., and Building 7 will use
an existing driveway for access to Lincoln Hwy. There is no on-street parking.
Staff is satisfied that these criteria have been met.

(j)

The probable effects of proposed development on highway congestion have been considered, and adequate access arrangements are provided in order to protect major
highways from undue congestion and hazard.
As noted under item (e), the Applicant has submitted a traffic analysis, but
McMahon has requested additional information. McMahon advises that the
information may indicate the need for revisions to lane markings on existing
roads but would not in any event require material changes to the project. This
information may therefore be provided in the course of land development
review rather than prior to conditional use approval.
Staff is satisfied that, subject to inclusion of condition #1 of the Recommended
Motion, these criteria have been met.

(k)

The impact upon on-site and adjacent historic resources of the Township has been
mitigated.
The site includes the historic Ivy Cottage (Historic Resource #205), which this
Applicant previously converted into a 2-unit dwelling. The current plan was
accordingly reviewed by the Township Historical Commission on July 11, 2022
and CHG, our historic preservation consultant, in the attached review dated
July 5, 2022. CHG advises that the project will have no adverse impact upon
Ivy Cottage, but suggests landscaping to buffer the visual impact upon other
nearby historic resources. The Historical Commission unanimously passed a
motion recommending Board approval of the application; their motion did not
suggest any conditions.
Staff is satisfied that this criterion has been met.
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(l)

Where the property or a portion of the property that is the subject of the application
is improved at the time of the conditional use application, the Township may require
that any existing development and/or uses on the property comply with all previous
conditions of approval of a land development, subdivision, conditional use, special
exception, zoning variance, or waiver of any provision of Chapter 281, Subdivision and
Land Development, previously granted for the property.
The Board of Supervisors granted conditional use approval for the original Keva
Flats 1 development on January 4, 2016. The subsequent land development
approval was on July 13, 2016, with revisions approved on April 12, 2017 and
February 28, 2018. Our records indicate that all conditions of the Decision and
Order from the conditional use approval have been met as well as those of all
subsequent land development approvals.
This criterion has been met.

Consultant Reviews
•

Spotts, Stevens and McCoy (“SSM”) review dated July 12, 2022. Comments #1
through #5 review requested waivers from our regulations, either supporting them or
deferring to our other consultants; Staff concurs with the statement in comment #5
that waivers granted as part of a prior land development approval do not automatically apply to a new project on the same tract.
Most of the remaining comments note the need for additional information and plan
details to confirm compliance with our regulations. Comments #19 and #20 support
the floodplain restoration project, noting that it will not only significantly contribute
toward the Township obligation to enhance surface water quality but will also address
most stormwater management requirements.

1

•

Theurkauf Design and Planning (“Theurkauf”) review dated July 1, 2022. Detailed
landscaping plans are not required for conditional use applications, but Applicants
must at least show that it is possible to accommodate all required landscaping. Most
of the review (comments #2 through #8) advise that this has been achieved, in some
cases noting the need for minor revisions or additional documentation. Comments #1
and #2 state that it appears that the compensatory planting requirements will be met,
but requests additional details, which could be provided during the land development
phase of the review. Comment #8 directs additional landscaping to mitigate the
impact of the new Building 6 upon the residents of the existing Building 2. Comment
#9 suggests that landscaping removed to accommodate Building 7 be replanted as part
of a new courtyard design at the southeastern corner of the site. Comment #10 questions the lack of turn-around areas for the parking lots.

•

McMahon review dated July 12, 2022. Comments #1 and #2 direct modifications to
the Applicant’s traffic analysis. Comment #3 suggests relocation of the access drive
for Building 6, but in support of that suggestion it cites the S/LDO requirement for the
distance between street intersections. Staff and McMahon discussed this point with
the Applicant on July 15, concluding that the driveway location was satisfactory, but
the configuration of the existing center-left turn lane in Waterloo Blvd. may be
adjusted to improve access to both this development and the existing neighborhoods
along Waterloo. This also addresses comment #3 of the review from the Township
Engineering Department, below.

Under the name of “Marquis at Exton.”
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Comment #4 concerns emergency access points, similar to the review from the Fire
Marshal. Comments #5 through #7 describe less critical issues that may be addressed
during the land development review process, including documentation of clear-sight
distances, confirmation of accessibility by firefighting equipment, and the inclusion of
additional design details.
Finally, comment #8 states that the project is subject to payment of a traffic impact
fee of $53,613.00.
•

CHG review dated July 5, 2022. CHG notes that there is one historic resource on the
site (Ivy Cottage, #205) and another within 300 feet (Whitford Lodge, #204). They
conclude that the project will have no impact upon former, but they recommend that
landscaping be used to mitigate the visual impact of Building 7 upon the latter.

•

Engineering Department memorandum dated July 12, 2022. As noted above, comment #3 has been resolved. Mr. Otteni adds that the proposed floodplain restoration
can be the foundation for additional projects that will further improve water quality.

•

Fire Marshal memorandum dated July 12, 2022. Ms. Guarnere directs the addition
of emergency access points and fire protection infrastructure.

Staff Comment
Although this project will increase the number of dwelling units on the site, the tract is in the
Town Center zoning district, which is intended to accommodate high-density development.
Furthermore, the proposed buildings are similar in scale and appearance to the existing buildings, and their proposed locations fit well into the overall layout. The proposed floodplain
restoration makes this project unique and will not only improve the appearance of the site,
but it will also provide significant benefits to the Township through improved water quality
and stormwater management capacity.
Since December 2002, the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (“DEP”) has
enforced the stormwater-related provisions of the Federal Clean Water Act through the
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System program, commonly referred to as “MS4.” Among
other things, MS4 requires local governments to protect and to enhance surface water quality.
Stream quality in communities with a long history of both farming and development – like
West Whiteland – is often degraded due to past farming practices and poor – or non-existent –
stormwater management for other development. In West Whiteland, the degradation is
almost entirely in the form of excessive sediment. Modern stormwater management practices
only came into effect around 1990, by which time much of West Whiteland was already developed. While we carefully enforce our stormwater regulations for new development,
addressing legacy issues is more difficult. During the Planning Commission review, Township
Engineer Ted Otteni observed that the floodplain restoration element of this project has the
potential to benefit the Township by giving us credit toward our mandate to reduce the sediment in our streams. As noted in his current review, this could be the first part of a project
to enhance more of the Lionville Run corridor, expanding the benefits of stream restoration
and flood control to more of our residents.
While we are excited by the prospect of the environmental benefits, we must still consider
the sort of impacts more typically associated with a project of this magnitude. As already
stated, Staff finds the overall design generally consistent with and complimentary to the
existing development. We also note:
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•

The site is in our Transportation Service Area and is subject to payment of a traffic
impact fee of $53,613.00. We note that impact fee for the original Keva Flats development was entirely offset by a credit that the developer was entitled to since they
constructed Keva Dr. and those construction costs far exceeded the fee amount. We
have been advised that the cost of Keva Dr. may not be counted as a credit toward the
fee for this new project.

•

Determining compliance with our open space requirements is complicated by the fact
that (1) we revised our open space standards in January 2020, and (2) the project will
decrease the area eligible to satisfy the requirement. Staff has requested the Applicant to document all lands and features 2 on the property that may be counted toward
the requirement under our current regulations, including facilities provided as part of
the original project. This will then be compared with what is required for the entire
project: the existing development in addition to what is proposed: a total of 338
dwellings. Any shortfall would be covered by a fee in lieu of setting aside open space,
as provided for by §281-47 of the S/LDO.

•

During sketch plan review, the Applicant and their engineer estimated that floodplain
restoration could reduce sedimentation in Lionville Run by 45,000 lbs. annually. If this
exceeds the baseline requirement for the development – which appears likely – then
the Township may count the difference toward our DEP-mandated obligation to reduce
sediment. At the May 3 Planning Commission meeting, the Applicant noted that DEP
requires Township “participation” if we wish to avail ourselves of this credit – meaning
a financial commitment by the Township. As per condition #6 of the Recommended
Motion, the Planning Commission and Staff suggest that the Township contribution be
equivalent to the sum of the traffic impact fee and the open space fee required for
this project. We will thereby contribute to the restoration by forgoing the benefits
that would have accrued from the payment of those fees and reducing the Applicant’s
development costs, but with no out-of-pocket cost to the Township.

As described above, all the conditional use criteria have been met to the satisfaction of Staff,
and it is our opinion that the issues raised by our consultants are sufficiently minor to be
resolved during the land development review process. Staff therefore has no objection to
Board action tonight on the Recommended Motion.
Attachments
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.

SSM review dated July 12, 2022.
Theurkauf review dated July 1, 2022.
McMahon review dated July 12, 2022.
CHG review dated July 5, 2022.
Engineering Department memo dated July 12, 2022.
Fire Marshal memo dated July 12, 2022.
Façade renderings provided by the Applicant.
Plan set dated June 21, 2022, no revision date.

Plans\JKLM\Keva II\BOS memo - 220805
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The January 2020 amendment allows the construction costs of some recreational facilities to count toward the
open space requirement.
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Spotts, Stevens and McCoy
1047 N. Park Road > Reading PA 19610
610.621.2000 > F. 610.621.2001 > SSMGROUP.COM

( > SSM
July 12, 2022
Mr. John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Keva Flats
Conditional Use Application
SSM File 101008.0365

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


Conditional Use Plans (9 Sheets), prepared by RGS Associates, dated June 21, 2022;



Waiver Request Letter, prepared by RGS Associates, dated June 21, 2022; and



Conditional Use Stormwater Management Report, prepared by RGS Associates, dated June 21, 2022.

Keva Flats, LP is proposing to construct two apartment buildings containing 96 new total dwelling units,
which are considered Apartment Building No.6 and No.7, on the existing 21.5 acre tract which contains the
Keva Flats Multi-Family Apartments, formerly referred to as Marquis at Exton.
The existing site contains five apartment buildings, which collectively contain 242-multi-family apartment
units, a smaller apartment building which was formally a dwelling, a maintenance barn building, a dog park, a
sports court, a clubhouse, a pool, six above ground stormwater basins, one subsurface stormwater basin,
pedestrian trails, parking areas collectively containing 432 parking spaces, and other associated amenities.
Proposed Apartment Building No. 6 is five-stories tall, contains 72 dwelling units and contains a building
footprint of 21,800-sf±. Proposed Apartment Building No.7 is four-stories tall, contains 24 dwelling units
and contains a building footprint of 10,350-sf±. The total number of dwelling units on the property would be
338 residential dwelling units. The proposed apartment buildings will be accommodated with additional offstreet parking spots for a total of 588 off-street parking spaces.
Floodplain restoration is proposed along Lionville Run, which would result in: modifications to the 100-year
floodplain, removal of three existing above ground infiltration basins, and Township MS4 sediment removal
credits which can be applied to the Township Pollutant Reduction Plan (PRP).
The site is Zoned TC Town Center Mixed Use District and is bound by Waterloo Blvd and properties Zoned
R-3 on the opposite side of Waterloo Blvd to the north, commercial property (Whiteland Towne Center
Shopping Plaza) to the east, Lincoln Hwy (SR 3070) to the south, with properties zoned TC and I-1 across the
highway, and commercial property (Auto Lenders) to the west.

ENGINEERING | SURVEYING | ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Mr. John Weller | West Whiteland Township
SSM File 101008.0365
July 12, 2022
Page 2 of 6
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Conditional Use approval is required by 325-70.A(1) and (2) to modify prohibitive and precautionary slopes,
respectively; and by Section 325-124.A(1) for any development which proposes fifteen (15) or more
residential dwelling units. We have the following comments.
Issues regarding landscaping and buffering, and traffic will be addressed by Theurkauf Design and Planning
and McMahon Associates, Inc., respectively.
WAIVER REQUESTS
The following waivers have been formally requested:
1.

Section 281-34 – This section requires tree protection and compensatory plantings based on the total
number of trees removed. A waiver is requested to permit the removal of trees and to permit the
proposed floodplain restoration planting be considered acceptable compensatory plantings, subject to
approval by the PaDEP, Chester County Conservation District (CCCD) and Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA).
We support this request and acknowledge that any floodplain restoration will result in overall positive
impacts to the surrounding stream area, so long as compensatory plantings are installed per a
floodplain restoration plan approved by the referenced governing agencies. We also request input
from Theurkauf Design and Planning.

2.

Section 281-47 – This section defines community facility / open space requirements. Per Section 28147.B(1), 2,000 sf of open space is required per each proposed dwelling unit; or per Section 28147.B(2), set aside $3,475 (2019 value) for each dwelling unit in lieu of the permanent open space. A
waiver is requested to permit the existing site amenities, including: walking paths, open space, the
clubhouse, the dog park, and the pool, and the proposed floodplain restoration, suffice to meet open
space / community facility requirements.
We recommend that additional information (such as what was discussed at the May 3, 2022 Planning
Commission meeting) be presented in order to justify this request.

3.

Section 270-15.T – Riparian Buffer Area (RBA) requirements are defined by this section. A waiver is
requested to not comply with RBA requirements in order to allow for the floodplain restoration
project, which would benefit the township beyond the projects limits.
We support this request and acknowledge that the water quality benefits of a floodplain restoration
project will outweigh the benefits of the RBA requirements.

4.

Section 295.11 – The Board of Supervisors, within its discretion, may grant a credit of up to 100% of
the applicable impact fees for growth and development which is proposed and undertaken by a
developer who is a municipality, public school district, public authority or other governmental entity,
and such development is for a governmental purpose and in the public interest. In order to claim the
credit provided by this section, the developer must make a request for the credit upon application for
Preliminary Subdivision or Land Development approval or a building, zoning, conditional use or
occupancy permit if no Subdivision or Land Development approval is required. The developer shall
have the burden of establishing that its proposed development serves an overriding public interest. A
waiver is requested to not require any impact fees based on the improvements installed to date and
associated with the proposed project.

Mr. John Weller | West Whiteland Township
SSM File 101008.0365
July 12, 2022
Page 3 of 6
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We defer to McMahon Associates, Inc. with regard to traffic related items.
5.

The plans reference eight previously approved waivers from the SALDO and two from the
Stormwater Management Ordinance, which were granted during the 2018 initial development phase.
It is our understanding that such waivers are no longer considered to be granted for any newly
proposed development areas within the current application; therefore, if similar waivers are required
for the proposed development area, such waivers should be formally re-requested. We note that the
previously approved waivers do provide background with regard to the initial phase of development;
however, they should not be considered as applying to the current application. This approach should
be confirmed by the Zoning Officer.

COMPLIANCE WITH CONDITIONAL USE STANDARDS
6.

The plans reference the January 4, 2016 Conditional Use Approval. It is our understanding that those
conditions still apply to what has already been constructed, but do not apply to newly proposed
development areas.

7.

The plans shall be revised to comply with Section 325-124.A(2) as follows:

8.

a.

The Existing Conditions plans shall be updated to identify the following items: metes and
bounds associated with the rights-of-way along Lincoln Hwy and Keva Drive, the
surrounding zoning districts shall be indicated on the plans, and existing easements shall
reference the recorded document (i.e., DB and PG) which formalizes the easements.

b.

The plans shall note the size, in square feet, of all existing and proposed building footprints.

The application shall be accompanied by information in graphic and/or narrative form to demonstrate
to the satisfaction of the Township the technical and economic feasibility of compliance with all
applicable standards for parking, landscaping open space, architectural compatibility, historic reuse,
public water and sewer, Section 325-124.A(3). The following items shall be addressed:
a.

The plans reference 49 garage parking spaces within Apartment Building No.6 and 22 garage
parking spaces within No.7; however, there is nothing on the plans demonstrating their
physical location (i.e., spacing, grade, location within building footprint, anticipated
entrances, and walkways, etc.). The plans should be updated to indicate the garage parking
configuration within each building, in order to demonstrate how the site and parking will
function collectively.

b.

There are parking spaces in close proximity to the access way from Waterloo Blvd that will
benefit from additional street separation in order to prevent vehicle conflict.

c.

We recommend that an Existing Open Space Plan and Proposed Open Space Plan be
provided which highlights the existing vs proposed open space areas. Such plans would be
reviewed for credits based on site conditions. The Township staff should review this in detail
and determine what credits or Open Space requirements may be applicable based on the
existing and proposed conditions.

d.

It appears there are no historic features in the proposed project area; however, it is noted that
the previous Keva Flats Project (Apartments Nos. 1-5), incorporated an adaptive reuse of the
Ivy Cottage. It is our understanding that the current project was reviewed by the Historical

Mr. John Weller | West Whiteland Township
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Commission at their June 13, 2022 meeting and we are awaiting feedback in regard to
compliance with Historic Reuse.
e.

The applicant acquired a Water Availability Letter from Aqua PA. Adequate water capacity
is not confirmed in the letter; therefore, the applicant shall acquire a Water Availability Letter
which confirms adequate domestic and fire service water availability.

f.

The applicant shall acquire a Capacity Confirmation Letter from the Township verifying
adequate sewer capacity exists for the proposed use of the site. Preliminary sanitary sewer
related information shall be provided to the Township for consideration. Ultimately, a PaDEP
Sewer Planning Module will be required, during Land Development, Section 281-12.

9.

Architectural Building Plans and associated renderings shall be provided to the Township for
consideration. The application shall further demonstrate the architectural compatibility of the
proposed facility with the surrounding area to the satisfaction of the Township, Section 325124.C(1)(h).

10.

Where bonuses are employed, the Township shall determine whether they have been properly
calculated and applied during the course of Conditional Use review. The provisions of this section
are subject to modification in accordance with the terms of Exhibit 4, " Bonus Menu," of this
Chapter., Section 325-13.C.
The 10-ft building height bonus associated with the incorporation of residential and nonresidential
uses in a single building requires that the proposed parking areas within the building (i.e., indoor
parking shall be considered a nonresidential use) must occupy at least 50% of the ground floor of the
structure. The plans shall demonstrate compliance with this Bonus Menu Condition by depicting 50%
or more nonresidential use area within the proposed buildings.

11.

The Board of Supervisors may impose additional conditions that are reasonably necessary to assure
that the intent of the Zoning Ordinance is complied with, Section 325-124.C(2).

COMPLIANCE WITH ZONING ORDINANCE
12.

For all public streets except PA Route 100 and U.S. Business Route 30, buildings with heights greater
than 30 feet shall be set back an additional 10 feet for each 10 feet of additional building height;
therefore, buildings with a building height more than 40 feet up to 50 feet shall be set back at least 35
feet from the public street, Section 325-13.C(5)(a)[2]. It appears this requirement has been applied to
Apartment Building No. 6. The anticipated building height of both Apartment Building Nos. 6 and 7
shall be clearly indicated on the plans for clarity purposes.

13.

All new construction, including exterior renovations of existing buildings, shall comply with the
architectural design standards established by Section 281-67. Also, the Township reserves the right to
refer the documentation required here above to a Township Architectural Review Committee, per
Sections 325-13.D.4. Architectural building plans shall be provided for consideration.

14.

A lighting plan is required per Section 325-34 and shall be in accordance with the requirements of
Section 281-48. It is noted that a lighting plan has been provided for consideration with no lighting
proposed along Waterloo Blvd, which is not consistent with the Township’s planning efforts. We
recommend that lighting along Waterloo Blvd be discussed during the Conditional Use review.
Lighting associated with the proposed Apartment Building Nos. 6 and 7 will be reviewed in greater
detail at the time of Land Development.
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15.

In connection with any building or structure which is erected or substantially altered and which
requires the receipt or distribution of materials or merchandise by trucks or similar vehicles, there
shall be provided a sufficient number of off-street loading and unloading berths for the intended use,
Section 325-38. The plans shall clarify the location of the proposed loading areas to be utilized by the
proposed apartment buildings and demonstrate compliance with Sections325-38.A through E.

16.

The applicant shall provide parking compliance calculations on the plans in accordance with Section
325-39.G and the bonus menu. The following items should be further addressed:
a.

The plans shall clarify the existing number of parking spaces, the number of modified or
removed parking spaces to accommodate Apartment Building No. 7, and the total new
proposed parking spaces.

b.

The plans shall indicate the underground parking lot configuration on the plans for each
existing and proposed building.

c.

The plans shall clarify if the subject property has or will have any employees which manage
the property. If there will be employees, a single parking space for each anticipated employee
should be included within the required parking calculations. Employee parking spaces should
be reserved as such spaces.

17.

No person shall perform construction activities within floodplain areas without authorization from the
Township’s Floodplain Administrator, Section 325-60.B. We recommend that a Floodplain Permit
Application, be required in accordance with 325-61.D. In our opinion, third party approvals from the
governing agencies (i.e., PA DEP, FEMA, CCCD) would satisfy the floodplain requirements defined
within Section 325-63.C.

18.

Finished slopes of all cuts and fills shall not exceed 33%, unless the applicant can demonstrate to the
satisfaction of the Township Engineer that steeper slopes can be stabilized and maintained
adequately, Section 325-71.A.2. The grading within the floodplain restoration area shall be subject to
further review.

COMPLIANCE WITH STORMWATER MANAGEMENT ORDINANCE
Background
Land Studies Inc. (LSI) has conducted a feasibility study (the study) for floodplain restoration of Lionville
Run upstream of Lincoln Highway on the Keva Flats property. The study concludes that the restoration
project is feasible and will not only provide peak flow and volume attenuation but also provide an estimated
sediment load reduction of approximately 44,880 lbs/yr that the Township could apply to their Pollution
Reduction Plan (PRP).
Comments
19.

If the floodplain restoration project was to be implemented, it would satisfy the runoff volume
requirements, Section 270-19.A; the infiltration requirements of Section 270-20.A as well as the peak
rate control requirements of Section 270-22 for this project.

20.

We concur with the study that some form of water quality pretreatment shall be provided before
discharging site runoff to the floodplain, Section 270-19.F. Proposed Apartment Building 6 and its
parking facilities will be constructed up against the proposed floodplain and therefore has very little
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open space for water quality pretreatment. We recommend that the plan shows how pretreatment will
be provided for the proposed building and proposed parking facilities.
GENERAL
21.

The plans shall clarify how waste removal is to be addressed. It appears Apartment building No. 7
might rely on an adjacent dumpster enclosure; however, Apartment Building No. 6 appears to have
minimal access to dumpster enclosure.

22.

Ongoing maintenance is required within the floodplain restoration area; therefore, adequate vehicular
access may be necessary. We recommend that vehicular access to both sides of the restoration area be
considered.

If you have any questions please feel free to call me.
Sincerely,
Spotts, Stevens and McCoy

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

Mark Stabolepszy, P.E.

MEMORANDUM
TO:

John Weller, AICP, West Whiteland Township Director of Planning and Zoning
Justin Smiley, AICP, Township Planner
Neal Fisher, P.E., Hankin Group
Alyson M. Zarro, Esq., Riley, Riper, Hollin & Colagreco

FROM:

Edward A. Theurkauf, RLA, ASLA, APA

DATE:

July 1, 2022

SUBJECT:

REVIEW COMMENTS – KEVA FLATS/BUILDINGS 6 AND 7
CONDITIONAL USE PLAN DATED 6-21-22

Please note our review comments pertaining to the following documents that we received on 6-21-22:
•

Conditional Use Plan consisting of 9 sheets by RGS Associates;

•

Modification Request Letter dated 6-21-22 from RGS Associates; and

•

Conditional Use Narrative dated 6-21-22.
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1.

Conditional Use Requirements – Section 325-124.A of the zoning ordinance (ZO) requires that
the conditional use plan demonstrate feasibility of compliance with all buffering, screening, and
landscaping requirements. Further, the following specific standards apply:
a. Section 325-124.C.1.g (ZO) requires that the natural features on the site not suffer
unmitigated degradation. The Township shall determine acceptability of the proposed tree
clearing mitigation method (comment 2).
b. Section 325-124.C.1.h (ZO) requires that the proposed change or modification will constitute
an appropriate use in the area and will not substantially injure or detract from the use of
surrounding property or from the character of the neighborhood. Additional screening
should be provided to benefit residences in existing Building 2 (comment 8).

2.

Tree Protection and Compensatory Plantings – Section 281-34.G of the subdivision and land
development ordinance (SLDO) requires compensatory plantings for mature trees (trees of 12inch DBH and greater) that are removed.
An area of woodlands at the northeast property corner would be cleared in association with
construction of Building 6. Because the area is small, proposed landscaping would more than
fulfill any compensatory requirements for this clearing. Nonetheless, the land development plan
should indicate any mature trees in this area by species, size, and condition.
There are a number of surveyed mature trees, including several that are very large, that may be
removed in association with a FEMA/PADEP/CC Conservation District permitted floodplain
restoration. The applicant proposes that a tree planting plan submitted in association with the
floodplain restoration be accepted in lieu of compensatory trees that would be otherwise
required. I have no objection to this proposal, but recommended that the land development
plan include the plan for floodplain tree removals and restoration plantings so the extent to
which compensatory plantings are met can be determined. Once that is known, the Township
can consider whether additional tree planting on site would be necessary.
If the Township accepts the concept of restoration plantings counting toward compensatory
tree requirements, feasibility of compliance would be demonstrated.

3.

Screen Buffers – Section 281-35.A (SLDO) requires 50-foot-wide screen buffers between the
proposed residential use and adjacent commercial and recreational uses to the east.
The plan indicates Buildings 6 and 7, and associated parking within the buffer. However, in
accordance with section 325-13.C.5 (ZO), building setbacks are 25 feet and parking setbacks are
1350 Elbow Lane • Chester Springs, PA 19425 phone 484-888-5574 email ed@theurkauf.com www.theurkauf.com
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10 feet from adjacent TC zoned properties. Thus, the reduced buffer widths are acceptable, but
the required screen plantings shall be provided within the buffer.
Screen buffer landscaping per section 281-35.D (SLDO) is required as follows:
Buffer/Length

Plant Type

Required Qty. Proposed Qty.

Bldg. 6/400 LF

Shade Trees
Evergreen Trees
Large Shrubs

8
16
40

8
16
40

Bldg. 7/310 LF

Shade Trees
Evergreen Trees
Large Shrubs

6
12
31

6
19
30

The plan demonstrates feasibility of compliance with screen buffer requirements. The land
development plan shall indicate all required plantings.
4.

Perimeter Buffer – Section 281-35.E (SLDO) requires 25 foot wide perimeter buffers along
arterial streets. Perimeter buffer landscaping is required and proposed as follows:
Buffer/Length

Plant Type

Required Qty. Proposed Qty.

Waterloo Blvd./450 LF

Shade Trees
Evergreen Trees
Large Shrubs

5
9
23

5
11
27

Lincoln Hwy./185 LF

Shade Trees
Evergreen Trees
Large Shrubs

2
4
9

3
6
15

The plan demonstrates feasibility of compliance with perimeter buffer requirements.
5.

Street Trees – Section 281-36 (SLDO) requires street trees within road rights-of-way as follows:
Frontage/Length
Waterloo Blvd./500 LF
Lincoln Hwy./235 LF

Required Qty. Proposed Qty.
10
5

?
5
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Existing street trees along Waterloo Boulevard are not shown. It is assumed that one or two will
need to be relocated or replaced to accommodate the driveway to Building 6.
The plan demonstrates feasibility of compliance with street tree requirements. The land
development plan shall indicate all required street trees.
6.

Building Façade Landscaping – Section 281-37.D (SLDO) requires plantings between parking lots
and building facades as follows:
Façade/Length

Plant Type

Required Qty. Proposed Qty.

Bldg. 6/370 LF

Shade Trees
Small Shrubs

7
37

8
36

Bldg. 7/360 LF

Shade Trees
Small Shrubs

7
36

7
34

The plan demonstrates feasibility of compliance with building façade planting requirements. The
land development plan shall indicate all required plantings.
7.

Parking Lot Landscaping – In accordance with section 281-37.B.4 (SLDO), each parking lot
landscape island shall contain one shade tree.
The plan indicates one island at Building 6 without the required tree. This island should be
widened to accommodate both the walking trail and required shade tree, and the deleted
parking space replaced on the inside radius of the parking lot.
The plan demonstrates feasibility of compliance with parking lot shade tree requirements. The
land development plan shall be revised to indicate all required trees.

8.

Screening for Existing Residences – Section 281-33.C.4.c (SLDO) states that landscaping shall
meet functional objectives, including screening. Units on the back side of existing Building 2
currently have a view of open natural areas including the Lionville Run floodplain.
The proposed development would place the Building 6 parking lot and the entrance to the
ground floor garage directly in the view of these residences, particularly on the north end of the
building.
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Evergreen trees should be placed between Building 2 and Building 6 parking to mitigate this
disruption to the existing scenic viewshed. This would be a recommended condition of
conditional use approval.
9.

Courtyard Plantings – Section 281-33.E.7 requires the permanent upkeep of all required
landscaping. The parking area courtyard at Buildings 4 and 5 would be reconfigured, resulting in
the removal of (6) Homestead Elms, (12) Yoshino Cherries, and (56) Knockout Roses.
Since these plants were part of the original development approval, and because there will be
sufficient remaining courtyard space after the proposed new development, they should be
transplanted or replaced within the post-development courtyard area. This would be a
recommended condition of conditional use approval.

10.

Parking Configuration – The plan indicates dead ended parking lots with no turnaround
accommodation. The Township engineer and/or traffic consultant should comment on this.

11.

Conclusion – The following are recommended conditions of conditional use approval:
•
•
•
•

Floodplain tree removals and restoration plantings shall be shown on the land
development plan so any potential need for additional clearing mitigation can be
determined.
All plantings required by the SLDO shall be provided on the land development plan.
Evergreen tree screening shall be provided on the land development plan between
Building 2 and Building 6 parking
Existing parking lot courtyard plantings removed between Buildings 4, 5, and 7 shall be
transplanted or replaced within the reconfigured courtyard.

Please call if there are further questions.
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Mr. John R. Weller, AICP
Director of Planning & Zoning / Zoning Officer
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
RE:

Traffic Engineering Review
Keva Flats Expansion
West Whiteland Township, Chester County, PA
McMahon Project No. 822677.11

Dear Mr. Weller:
McMahon, a Bowman Company, completed a traffic review of the proposed expansion of the existing
Keva Flats apartments located between Lincoln Highway (S.R. 3070) and Waterloo Boulevard, west of
Pottstown Pike (S.R. 0100). The site currently consists of 242 apartments with access to Lincoln Highway
and Waterloo Boulevard via Keva Drive, as well as additional unsignalized accesses Lincoln Highway and
Waterloo Boulevard. As part of the expansion, it is proposed to add two new apartment buildings
(Buildings 6 and 7) with a total of 96 units. Access to Building 6 will be provided via a new driveway along
Waterloo Boulevard, and access to Building 7 will be provided via an existing driveway along Lincoln
Highway. Our traffic review is based on the following documents.



Conditional Use Plan for Keva Flats, prepared by RGS Associates, dated revised June 21, 2022.
Keva Flats – Traffic Evaluation, prepared by Traffic Planning and Design, Inc., dated June 17, 2022

Based on our review of the above documents, we offer the following comments for consideration.
1.

ZO Section 325-124.C(1)(e), (f), (i) and (j) – The traffic evaluation letter indicates the trip
generation for the site is based on the Institute of Transportation Engineers’ publication Trip
Generation, 10th Edition for Land Use Code 220, for Multifamily Housing, Low Rise. However,
Table 2 appears to be based on Trip Generation, 11th Edition for Land Use Code 221, for
Multifamily Housing, Mid Rise, which is appropriate. We agree with the trip generation results
shown in Table 2, and for completeness and to establish an accurate record, the traffic evaluation
text should be revised to note the correct trip generation methodology.

2.

ZO Section 325-124.C(1)(e), (f), (i) and (j) – The development proposes to use an existing access
along Lincoln Highway and proposes a new access along Waterloo Boulevard. Therefore, as it
relates to the new access only, the traffic evaluation should include an operational analysis (levelof-service and queuing) of the proposed Waterloo Boulevard access intersection to verify
acceptable operations, especially as it relates to its location with respect to the other adjacent
intersections along Waterloo Boulevard.

835 Springdale Drive, Suite 200, Exton, PA 19341
P: 610.594.9995
mcmahonassociates.com | bowman.com

<IMCMAHON
a Bowman company

Mr. John R. Weller, AICP
July 12, 2022
Project Number 822677.11

3.

SALDO Section 281-28.C – The Township requires intersections on opposite sides of the street to
be directly across from one another or offset a minimum of 200 feet. The proposed spacing
between the proposed Waterloo Boulevard driveway and Steeple Chase Drive is approximately
165 feet. We question whether it is possible to locate the new access opposite Steeple Chase
Drive by exchanging the location of Building 6 and the parking area, which will result in the
parking lot located along Waterloo Boulevard. Also, the results of the above-requested access
traffic analysis should be considered in evaluation of the new access.

4.

SALDO Section 281-50 – Access to both Buildings 6 and 7 is proposed via a single, unsignalized
site driveway. The original phase of the Keva Flats includes an emergency access to Lincoln
Highway, and we recommend a connection to the emergency access from the new parking lot for
Building 7. Also, if feasible, we recommend an emergency access to serve the Building 6 parking
lot.

The following comments can be addressed during land development.
5.

SALDO Section 281-27.E(3) – Based on a sight distance evaluation provided by the applicant’s
traffic engineer, adequate sight distance can be provided for the proposed access along Waterloo
Boulevard. During land development, a PennDOT-style sight distance note should be added to
the land development plan which states the following.
“All sight distance obstructions (including but not limited to embankments and vegetation) shall
be removed by the applicant to provide a minimum of XXX sight distance to the left and XXX
sight distance to the right for a driver exiting the proposed driveways onto the through road. The
driver must be considered to be positioned ten feet from the near edge of the closest through
travel lane (from the curbline if curbing is present) at an eye height of three feet six inches (3’ 6”)
above the pavement surface located in the center of the closest through travel lane designated
for use by approaching traffic. This sight distance shall be maintained by the applicant.”

6.

The fire truck turning templates on sheet 9 appear to conflict with the proposed parking spaces in
the vicinity of Building 7. Please revise the turning template to eliminate this conflict. In addition,
please understand site layout and access design revisions may be required during more detailed
review during the land development phase of the project at the discretion of the Township to
ensure safe and efficient access and circulation.

7.

SALDO Section 281-31 – During land development, the plans should provide detailed design of
the proposed pedestrian crossing of the new Waterloo Boulevard driveway, as well as all
proposed pedestrian facilities available for public use, including crosswalks with ADA compliant
curb ramps, and advance pedestrian warning signs as needed. The detailed design of all
pedestrian facilities should include detailed grading plans with spot elevations at all proposed
grade breaks, labeling for all widths and slopes, ADA ramp types, and all appropriate PennDOT
standard details.
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8.

Chapter 295-12 – The subject development is located within the Township’s Act 209
Transportation Service Area, and as such, it is subject to the Township’s Transportation Impact Fee
which is equal to $1,449.00 per new weekday afternoon peak hour trip. According to the trip
generation calculation prepared by the applicant’s traffic engineer, which is based on the Institute
of Transportation Engineers publication, Trip Generation, 11th Edition, the proposed development
will generate approximately 37 weekday afternoon peak hour, and the Transportation Impact Fee
for the proposed development is $53,613.00

As part of any future submissions, the applicant's engineer should compose a response letter that
describes how each comment has been addressed and where any plan and/or report revisions are located.
Additional comments may follow upon receipt of future submissions.

If there are any questions or if additional information is requested, please contact our office.
Sincerely,

Christopher J. Williams, P.E.
Vice President & Regional Manager – Mid-Atlantic
\\extfs\MCM\eng\WESTWHI1\822677 - Keva\Reviews\2022-07-12 Review\Review\2022-07-12 Weller Keva Review.docx
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July 5, 2022
JM-494
To:

Mr. John Weller, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning, and
West Whiteland Township Historical Commission
222 North Pottstown Pike
Exton, PA 19341

From: Philip Yocum, AIA, LEED AP
Preservation Architect
Commonwealth Heritage Group
Re:

Conditional Use Application for:
Keva Flats
Apartment Buildings and Wetlands
350 Waterloo Boulevard
Exton, PA 19341

Dear Mr. Weller,
A Conditional Use Application has been submitted by Riley Riper Hollin & Colagreco for the construction of
two (2) additional apartment buildings and associated surface parking at Keva Flats, L.P. apartment complex
at 350 Waterloo Boulevard. The subject property is located on the north side of the Lincoln Highway, bounded
by Keva Drive on the west, Waterloo Boulevard on the north, and the Whiteland Towne Center shopping
center and Albert Miller Memorial Park on the east. The two proposed apartment buildings contain a total of
96 apartments. The existing Keva Flats facility currently contains 242 apartments. To offset the elimination of
two existing detention basins to facilitate construction, the project proposes the creation of an expanded
wetlands adjacent to the existing streams flowing through the center of the property.
In accordance with the West Whiteland Township Zoning Ordinance, Article XVI: Historic Preservation,
including paragraphs 325-84 D., 325-90 A., 325-90 B., and 325-92 A.(3), the Historical Commission is required
to review and comment on projects at or within 300 feet of a site listed in Township’s Historic Resource
Inventory. The Historical Commission’s preservation consultant, Commonwealth Heritage Group (hereinafter
Commonwealth), has reviewed the proposed undertaking for potential impacts to the Township’s designated
historic resources.
For this review Commonwealth utilized the following Documents:
•

Keva Flats Deed;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Application Package;

•

Keva Flats EXP CU Aqua Service Letter;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Check;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Modification Request Letter, dated 220621;

OTHER LOCATIONS Jackson, MI 517.788.3550 Ann Arbor, MI 517.262.3376 Milwaukee, WI 414.446.4121 Tarboro, NC 252.641.1444
Ogden, UT 801.394.0013 Alexandria, VA 703.354. 9737 Charlottesville, VA 434.979.1617 Littleton, MA 978.793.2579
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•

Keva Flats EXP CU Narrative, dated 220621;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Plan, dated 220621;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Sewer Facilities Planning Module;

•

Keva Flats EXP CU Stormwater Report, dated 220621;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Submission Letter, dated 220621;

•

Keva Flats Exp CU Traffic Evaluation, dated, 220617;

•

Keva Flats EXP CU Theurkauf Review, dated 220701.

Historic Resources Impacted by the Proposed Project
In accordance with Section 325-92.A of the Township Zoning Ordinance, Class I, II, or III historic resources
listed on the West Whiteland Township inventory that are located within the boundary of a proposed project
site, or within 300-feet of the property boundary of a proposed project site shall be reviewed for potential
adverse effect. Commonwealth’s review has determined the following listed historic resources as potentially
affected by the proposed project:
Historic Resources located within the boundary of the proposed Project Site – Structures located on the subject
property that are listed on the Township’s Historic Resource Inventory:
•

Site #205 – Ivy Cottage, 179 West Lincoln Highway, 1799 (remodeled 1886). An adjacent stone
springhouse, and stone barn are associated with Ivy Cottage
Class I Historic Resource – Eligible for the National Register.

-

Adjacent Historic Resources within 300 feet of the proposed Project Site – Structures located within 300 feet
of the subject property that are listed on the Township’s Historic Resource Inventory:
•

Site #204 – Whitford Lodge, 179 West Lincoln Highway, Brick country mansion built 1782-1783 by
Col. Richard Thomas. Earliest of two historic brick homes in the Township.
- Class I Historic Resource – Eligible for the National Register.

Description of the Proposed Undertaking:
Applicant is proposing to construct two additional multi-family apartment buildings containing 96 units on the
Property pursuant to Section 325-13.B(1) of the Zoning Ordinance, identified as “Proposed Apartment Building
6” and “Proposed Apartment Building 7” on the Conditional Use Plan prepared by RGS Associates dated June
21, 2022. Apartment Building 6, located at the northeast corner of the property, is proposed to contain 72 units.
A new access drive entered from Waterloo Boulevard will serve Apartment Building 6. Apartment Building 7,
located at the southeast corner of the property, is proposed to contain 24 units. A total of 165 new parking
spaces are provided to serve the two new buildings. The design of the two new apartment buildings is reported
to be similar in style and design to the existing four-story buildings at the complex. The buildings will contain
parking at the ground floor level, with three residential floors above.
Additionally, floodplain restoration is proposed on the Property which will significantly expand the width of the
existing lowland section along the existing stream to a minimum of 150-feet wide. The area will be excavated to
create a natural wetland capable of retaining storm water for up to 100-year flood events. The existing western
boundary of the current flood zone will not be altered – expansion and excavation will be to the east side of the
existing stream. The existing historic resources on the Keva Flats site , Site #205 Ivy Cottage, are on the west
side of the existing flood zone. The wetlands area will be re-landscaped using a combination of existing and
new plantings. The plan indicates large existing trees will be retained where possible.
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Review of the Potential Effects on Historic Resources and Recommendations:
Commonwealth’s review is limited to the potential for effect on the above-mentioned historic resources. Our
comments address the potential for adverse effect, and recommendations for treatment and/or mitigation.
•

Apartment Buildings – The two new apartment buildings , Buildings 6 and 7, are similar in design to the
existing, four-story modern style buildings. Both new buildings are located on the east side of the property.
There will be less open space overall, particularly near Building 7.
Site #205, Ivy Cottage – There is little visual impact on Ivy Cottage. Building 6, at the Property’s northeast
corner is approximately 765-feet from Ivy Cottage. Building 7, at the Property’s southeast corner, is
completely hidden behind existing Building 4 when viewed from Ivy cottage.
Site #204, Whitford Lodge – Building 7 is located at the southeast corner of the property in previously open
space. The open space is reduced, and a new surface parking area is now directly adjacent to Route 30. Site
#204, Whitford Lodge has a direct view within 300 feet of the four-story Building 7, while the existing
Building 4 is approximately 550-feet away. The landscape plans call for vegetative screening, but
additional trees may be required to screen the east side of Building 7.

•

Expanded Wetlands – The expanded wetlands will be directly adjacent to Site #205, Ivy Cottage, and its
associated historic structures. However, the western border of the wetlands remains unchanged in relation
to the historic resources. The expanded wetlands should provide a unique and striking natural environment
at the center of the Keva Flats Property. Site #204, Whitford Lodge is not affected by the wetlands.

Conclusion:
As described above, there is no visual impact on Site #205, Ivy Cottage. The expanded wetland is adjacent to
Site #205, Ivy Cottage but it does not have a negative impact. No adverse effect was found for Site #205, Ivy
Cottage. Historic Site #204, Whitford Lodge has a direct view of the proposed Building 7, but no impact related
to the expanded wetlands. Minimal adverse effect is found for Site #204, Whitford Lodge, related to the direct
view of Building 7, the view should be mitigated with additional vegetative screening.
The proposed undertaking is consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, and
therefore consistent with the requirements outlined in the Section 325-90, Standards for rehabilitation, of the
West Whiteland Township Zoning Ordinance.
Should you have any questions or comments please do not hesitate to contact me at 610-350-9564 or e-mail at
pyocum@chg-inc.com.
Regards,

Philip Yocum, AIA, LEED AP
Preservation Architect
cc:

Justin Smiley – WWT
Candice Strawley- CHG

MEMORANDUM
DATE:

July 12, 2022

TO:

John Weller, Director of Planning and Zoning

FROM:

Theodore D. Otteni, P.E.
Director of Engineering

West Whiteland

SUBJECT: Keva Flats Expansion
Conditional Use Plan Review
I have reviewed the Conditional Use Plan set (9 sheets) dated June 21, 2022 and offer the following
comments:
1. There may be an opportunity to extend the floodplain restoration project to achieve a greater
impact. The adjacent 350 ft. upstream from the project is on private property (Whiteland
Town Center, LLC). It is feasible that an easement could be secured to perform floodplain
restoration. The subsequent 1,400 ft. of upstream channel is within the Township’s Miller
Park. The stream channel through the park has a highly erosive nature and sometimes breaks
out of its banks. There is also evidence of measurable sediment and gravel deposition.
2. As the footprint of proposed building 6 is progressed, it would be prudent to verify it is at a
safe distance from the road to account for errant vehicles from the curved roadway
alignment.
3. The new entrance for building 6 is within the left turn taper for Steeplechase Drive which will
result in confusing/conflicting left turns. The extension of the left turn lane and a center turn
lane may be necessary.

West Whiteland

101 Commerce Drive Exton, Pennsylvania 19341 Tel: (610) 363-9525

Date: July 12, 2022
To: John Weller/Director of Planning and Zoning Justin Smiley/Township Planner
From: Marie Guarnere, Director Code Administration /Assistant Fire Marshal/ Assistant Zoning Officer
Re: KEVA Flats Expansion & Stream Restoration Conditional Use – Fire Marshal Review

I have reviewed the following plan(s) dated 6/21/2022 prepared by RGS & Associates
and have the following comments
Emergency Access Road to be added on the northeast side of Building 6.
Extending from parking lot through to Waterloo Blvd.
Emergency Access Road – must meet code section 503 width and covering (redesign grass paver)
o shall be constructed not less than 20 feet wide.
o During the Land Development process, attorneys shall work out a long-term maintenance protocol for
the long-term maintenance and winter maintenance of the previous 20’ wide lane to maintain
emergency access throughout the year.
o "No Parking Fire Lane" shall be posted. Signs shall be international type, double-sided, mounted
perpendicular to the cartway and spaced a maximum of 150 feet on center.
Additional fire hydrant required either on Waterloo Blvd near proposed entrance into Building 6 or with in the
court of Building 6
Fire Department Connection (FDC) to be identified on both Building 6 and Building 7.

Please let me know if you have additional questions,
Marie
Marie Guarnere
Director Code Administration /Assistant Fire Marshal/ Assistant Zoning Officer
Cell: 267-542-0445 mguarnere@westwhiteland.org
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MEMORANDUM
TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE:

Board of Supervisors
Jennifer Keller

West Whiteland
~

Resolution Affirming the Board of Supervisors Commitment to Valuing
Reproductive Rights and Supporting Access to Abortion
August 4, 2022

Motion
To approve Resolution 2022-36 affirming the Board of Supervisors Commitment to Valuing
Reproductive Rights and Supporting Access to Abortion.
Background
Following the Supreme Court overturning the 1973 ruling in Roe v. Wade, which prevented
individual states from directly banning abortion, the Board of Supervisors requested that the
solicitor prepare a resolution supporting basic human reproductive rights, safe and legal access
to abortion and the codification of the right to abortion into federal law.
The solicitor has prepared the attached resolution for the Board’s review and approval. The
resolution commits to supporting access to reproductive healthcare and condemns any potential
act of the Pennsylvania General Assembly or Congress of the United States which seeks to limit
access to safe and legal abortion.
Attachment: Resolution 2022-36

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
RESOLUTION NO. 2022-36
A RESOLUTION OF THE WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP, CHESTER COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA AFFIRMING THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS COMMITMENT TO
VALUING REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS AND SUPPORTING ACCESS TO ABORTION.
WHEREAS, West Whiteland Township (the “Township”) recognizes that dignity and
bodily autonomy are closely connected to the ability to access reproductive healthcare, including
abortions, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; and
WHEREAS, the Supreme Court of the United States has overturned the 1973 ruling in
Roe v. Wade, which previously prevented individual states from directly banning abortion; and
WHEREAS, the Township condemns any proposition by the Pennsylvania General
Assembly or Congress of the United States that seeks to restrict access to abortions; and
WHEREAS, the Township honors a person’s right to bodily autonomy, dignity and
control over private medical decisions; and
WHEREAS, access to safe and legal abortion is a deciding factor in long-term health,
safety, and quality of life; and
WHEREAS, eliminating legal access to abortion has been empirically proven to
dramatically increase the risk of death, bodily injury, and infertility, especially within lowincome communities and communities of color; and
WHEREAS, The American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists and Physicians
for Reproductive Health issued a joint statement in 2019 indicating that termination of a
pregnancy in the form of abortion may be necessary to save a pregnant person’s life; and
WHEREAS, the Township recognizes that systematically stripping women of access to
abortion violates basic human reproductive rights; and
WHEREAS, the Township is committed to supporting the health and wellbeing of its
residents; and
WHEREAS, the Township supports codifying the right to an abortion into federal law.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the West Whiteland Township Board of
Supervisors hereby affirms and commits to supporting access to reproductive healthcare,
including abortion and condemning any act by the Pennsylvania General Assembly or Congress
of the United States to restricting access to that care.
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RESOLVED AND APPROVED this 10th day of August, 2022.
Attest:

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Pam Gural-Bear, Interim Township Manager

Rajesh Kumbhardare, Chairman

Theresa Santalucia, Vice-Chair

Brian Dunn, Supervisor
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MEMORANDUM
DATE:

August 5, 2022

TO:

Board of Supervisors
Pam Gural-Bear Interim Township Manager

FROM:

Theodore D. Otteni, PE, Director of Engineering

SUBJECT:

Resolution To Accept Donation of Property at 601 E. Boot Road

West Whiteland
◄ iUl'fiiil►

MOTION: To execute the resolution accepting the donation of the property located 601 East Boot Road
and to authorize the Interim Township Manager to sign documents necessary for the property transfer.
Township staff have been in discussions with Sunoco representatives to facilitate a mutually beneficial
land transfer of a vacant parcel located at 601 East Boot Road. The subject parcel is approximately 0.7
acres and is located in the northeast quadrant of the intersection of East Boot Road and Greentree Lane.
The Township has identified the parcel as a potentially valuable asset in the creation of a stormwater
management facility in an effort to address the requirements of the PA Department of Environmental
Protection’s NPDES permit process for West Whiteland’s Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4).
The parcel was formerly owned by Philadelphia Suburban Water and had a water extraction well for
public water on the property. Use of the well was suspended in approximately 1987 and the structure
was recently demolished. Sunoco acquired the parcel from Philadelphia Suburban Water subsequent to a
pipeline leak on Ship Road in 1987. It is our understanding that no contamination was ever recorded at
the booster station.
The Township contracted with Liberty Environmental, Inc. to conduct a Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment for the parcel. The results of this assessment indicate that there are no underlying
environmental concerns in this area. As noted by Liberty Environmental:
Based on the interviews, records research, and site inspection activities conducted by Liberty as
part of this Phase I ESA, no recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized
environmental conditions (CRECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs),
business environmental risks (BERs), or de minimis conditions, as define Standard Practice E152713, have been identified on the subject property at this time.
Moving forward, staff will provide information to residents in the neighborhood on the plans for the
property. It is anticipated the proposed stormwater facility will not only help the Township meet our MS4
permit requirements but may also improve storm related flooding to some of the downstream residents.
If you have any questions or would like to discuss this in more detail, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition, LLC
Property
601 East Boot Road
West Whiteland Township, Chester County, Pennsylvania
Prepared for:
Theodore D. Otteni, PE
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
Prepared by:

Liberty Environmental, Inc
Three Westlakes, 1055 Westlakes Drive, 3rd Floor
Berwyn, PA 19312
Ph.: 610-727-3848
www.libertyenviro.com
Liberty Project No. 210540
October 1, 2021

Prepared by:
Tammy L. Hessler

Reviewed by:
Matthew J. Adukaitis
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
On August 12, 2021, Liberty Environmental, Inc. (Liberty) was authorized by West Whiteland
Township to perform a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) at the Sunoco Partners Real
Estate Acquisition, LLC property located at 601 East Boot Road in West Whiteland Township,
Chester County, Pennsylvania. The subject property consists of 0.7-acres of undeveloped land
located on the northeast corner of the intersection of Boot Road and Green Tree Lane. The Phase
I ESA was performed in accordance with the scope and limitations of the American Society for
Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practice E1527-13, and in accordance with Liberty’s
Proposal P210540, dated August 12, 2021. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice are
described in Sections 2.2 and 2.3 of this report.
Based on the interviews, records research and site inspection activities conducted by Liberty as
part of this Phase I ESA, no recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized
environmental conditions (CRECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs),
business environmental risks (BERs), or de minimis conditions, as defined in ASTM Standard
Practice E1527-13, have been identified on the subject property at this time.
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2. INTRODUCTION
2.1 Purpose
The primary purpose of this study was to document the performance of all appropriate inquiries by
the environmental professional for the subject property. Specifically, this document is intended
to provide the “all appropriate inquiries” as referenced in CERCLA Section 101(35)(B), and as
defined in 40 CFR Part 312 (Standards and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiry - Final Rule,
November 2005). Such is applicable to persons seeking to qualify for (i) the innocent landowner
defense pursuant to CERCLA Sections 101(35) and 107(b)(3); (ii) the bona fide prospective
purchaser liability protection pursuant to CERCLA Sections 101(40) and 107(r); and (iii) the
contiguous property owner liability protection pursuant to CERCLA Section 107(q). This report
was not intended as part of the site characterization and assessment with use of a grant awarded
under CERCLA Section 104(k)(2)(B). More specifically, the scope, as described in Section 2.2
below, is intended to identify recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized
environmental conditions (CRECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs) or
business environmental risks (BERs).
An REC is defined in Section 3.2.78 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 as the presence
or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on or at the subject
property: (1) due to a release to the environment; (2) under conditions indicative of a release
to the environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the
environment.
A CREC is defined in Section 3.2.18 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 as an REC resulting
from a past release of hazardous substances or petroleum products that has been addressed to
the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority (e.g., as evidenced by the issuance of a
no further action letter or equivalent, or meeting risk-based criteria established by a regulatory
authority), with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to remain in place subject
to the implementation of required controls (e.g., property use restrictions, activity and use
limitations, institutional controls, or engineering controls).
An HREC is defined in Section 3.2.42 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 as a past release
of any hazardous substances or petroleum products that has occurred in connection with the
subject property and has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory authority
or meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory authority, without subjecting
the subject property to any required controls (e.g., property use restrictions, activity and use
limitations, institutional controls, or engineering controls).
A BER is defined in Section 3.2.11 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 as a risk which can
have a material environmental or environmentally-driven impact on the business associated with
the current or planned use of the subject property.
A de minimis condition is defined in Section 3.2.22 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 as
a condition that generally does not present a threat to human health or the environment and
that generally would not be the subject of an enforcement action if brought to the attention of
appropriate governmental agencies. Conditions determined to be de minimis conditions are not
RECs nor CRECs.
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2.2 Scope of Work
This investigation was performed in accordance with ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13:
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Process, and in accordance with Liberty’s Proposal P210540, dated August 12, 2021.
Specifically, the scope of work for this Phase I ESA consisted of the following:
▪ A review of Federal and State environmental databases, made available through Environmental
Data Resources, LLC (EDR). These databases and search radii were in accordance with those
specified under ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13 Section 8.2.1, and include federal NPL,
CERCLA, RCRA, ERNS, and brownfields/engineering control databases. State UST/AST/
leaking tank databases, state equivalent NPL, CERCLA, solid waste, storage tank, brownfields,
voluntary cleanup and engineering control databases were also included as part of this review.
▪ A review of physical setting sources, including USGS 7.5-minute topographic maps or
equivalent, USGS or state agency bedrock/surficial geologic and hydrogeologic maps, and
NRCS or other soil series maps, and other physical setting sources, as available.
▪ A review of historical property use and development information for the site and surrounding
properties, through reasonably ascertainable sources dating to 1940 or the first developed use.
These include one or more of the following: historical fire insurance maps or other historical
map sources, aerial photographs, and tax assessment/recorded land title records, street or city
directories, municipal zoning, code, building or fire department records, prior assessment
reports, or other appropriate sources as warranted to ascertain land use to the dates described
above.
▪ A review of available public records for activity and use limitations (AULs) or liens associated
with environmental issues or activities at the subject property through the Chester County
Recorder of Deeds, the Pennsylvania DEP AUL registry or other publicly available resources.
▪ A detailed site reconnaissance, with the objective of identifying past and present uses, features
and condition of the subject property and adjoining properties, as they pertain to the
identification of RECs. The site visit was limited to interior and exterior areas which could be
physically and/or visually observed from within the boundaries of the subject property.
▪ Interviews with persons knowledgeable of the history of the site and surrounding area,
including past and/or present site owners, occupants or key site managers, with first-hand
knowledge of the subject site. For the subject property, this individual was Joseph Massaro,
representative for the property owner.
▪ File reviews (or interviews, where feasible) coordinated through local government agencies
pertaining to the history of the site and surrounding area, including environmental programs,
municipal code enforcement, zoning, fire departments, or other appropriate local sources. On
August 17, 2021, Liberty submitted a Right-to-Know request to West Whiteland Township.
▪ Liberty reviewed environmental database records for evidence of listings associated with the
subject property or properties immediately adjacent to the subject site, which would reflect
conditions that would indicate the likelihood of Pennsylvania Department of Environmental
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Protection (DEP) program records for the properties. Following a review of the subject
property and adjacent properties through the EDR Radius Map Report, Liberty submitted a file
review request for one adjacent property. The DEP file review is further discussed in Section
5.4.
▪ Completion of the User Questionnaire by the client, conforming to the format presented
as Appendix X3 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13, which describes any user-provided
information concerning known environmental issues affecting the subject property, its planned
use, and the conditions of its purchase, as applicable.
This Phase I Environmental Site Assessment report was prepared for, and may be relied upon,
by West Whiteland Township, its counsel and consultants. No other person or organization is
entitled to rely on this report without the written authorization of Liberty.
This Phase I ESA was performed by Tammy L. Hessler under the supervision of Matthew J.
Adukaitis, both of whom are environmental professionals meeting the qualifications specified in
the EPA’s All Appropriate Inquiry Final Rule (40 CFR Part 312), Subpart B (312.10).
2.3 Data Gaps
No data gaps or other deletions from the standard scope of work of ASTM Standard Practice
E1527-13 were encountered during the completion of this report.
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3. SITE SETTING
3.1 Property Description
Property Summary
Property Size (approximate):

0.7 acres

Primary Land Usage:

Vacant Land

Current Site Use:

Vacant land

Number of Buildings:

None

Tax Parcel ID:

41-06N-0021-000U

Nearest intersection:

Northeast corner of intersection of Boot Road and
Green Tree Lane

3.2 Physical Setting
Physical Setting
Topography:

The site gently slopes eastward, with an elevation
of approximately 516 feet above mean sea level.
Regionally, the topography grades generally toward
the southeast toward an unnamed tributary of the
East Branch of Chester Creek, located along the
eastern boundary of the subject property.

Geology:

The subject property is underlain by Octoraro
Formation. This formation is comprised of primarily
schist, phyllite and gneiss.

Surficial Soils:

The subject property is mapped as Urban land Udorthents, schist and gneiss complex, 0 to 8 percent
slopes.

Estimated Groundwater Flow
Direction:

Southeast

Estimated Depth to Groundwater:

Less than 20 feet below ground surface (bgs)

3-1

Physical Setting
According to the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service’s
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Digital Map
data for the subject property, no mapped wetland
areas are present on or within 0.1 mile of the subject
property. However, an unnamed tributary to the East
Branch of Chester Creek forms the eastern boundary
of the subject property.
Please note that this identification of mapped
wetlands areas is not intended to supplement or
interpret or replace a field evaluation of wetlands
areas by a qualified professional.

Wetlands:

3.3 Site Reconnaissance
On August 20, 2021, Liberty's representative (Tammy L. Hessler) conducted a visual inspection
of the subject property. The purpose of the inspection was to visually determine the presence
of adverse environmental conditions on or near the subject property. Permission to access the
property was provided by the Mr. Ted Otteni, a representative for the perspective purchaser of
the subject property; therefore, Liberty was unaccompanied during the site reconnaissance. The
weather at the time of site inspection was sunny with a temperature of 86 degrees F. No limitations
were encountered during the site inspection. A Site Location Map and Site Plan are included as
Appendix A. Site photographs from the August 20, 2021 site visit are provided as Appendix B.
The 0.7-acre subject property consists of a mowed grass lot in a residential neighborhood. Trees
are present along the northern boundary and in clusters in the northeast corner and near the center
of the property. An overgrown asphalt pathway extends from Boot Road to the tree cluster near
the center of the property. A small creek forms the eastern boundary of the subject property. An
old discarded tire was observed on the subject property near Boot Road and the unnamed tributary
to the East Branch of Chester Creek.
Our observations of the adjoining and adjacent properties did not reveal evidence of potential
environmental concerns such as suspect storage facilities, visible fueling facilities or significantly
stained surfaces.
A standard checklist was completed during the visit and is included below.
Issue

Observed

Hazardous Substances and
Petroleum Products

No

Underground Storage
Tanks

No

Comments

3-2

Issue

Observed

Aboveground Storage
Tanks

No

Odors

No

Pools of Liquid

No

Drums

No

Unidentified Substances
Containers

No

On-Site Chemicals

No

Hydraulic Oil

No

PCBs

No

Pits, Ponds, or Lagoons

No

Stained Soil or Pavement

No

Stains or Corrosion

No

Stressed Vegetation

No

Solid Waste

No

Transformers

No

Wastewater

No

Wells

No

Septic Systems

No

Heating/Cooling

No

Drains and Sumps

No

Surrounding Area
Environmental Issues

No

Surface Water

Yes

Comments

An unnamed tributary to the East Branch of Chester
Creek forms the eastern boundary of the subject
property.

3.4 Site Background/Operating History
According to site contact interviews, deed records, historical maps, and historical aerial
photographs, the subject property was undeveloped land until between 1958 and 1971. A small
building was present on the southern half of the subject property by 1971. The building housed
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a drinking water extraction well for the local water company. Philadelphia Suburban Water
Company owned the subject property until 1989 when ownership transferred to Atlantic Pipeline
LP (the year that Philadelphia Suburban Water Company purchased the property is unknown).
The date when the Philadelphia Suburban Water Company purchased the subject property could
not be determined. During 2012, the subject property was then transferred from Atlantic Pipeline
LP to Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition LLC. By 2019, the water well was
decommissioned and the building was no longer present and the subject property was once again
vacant land, as it is today.
3.5 Surrounding Land Use
The following table summarizes the use of the properties surrounding the subject site.
Direction
from Site

Current Use

North

Residence

East

Unnamed tributary to the East Branch of Chester Creek. A residence is located
beyond the unnamed tributary.

South

(Across Boot Road) Residence

West

(Across Green Tree Lane) Residence

3-4

4. USER PROVIDED INFORMATION
4.1 User Questionnaire
Pursuant to Section 6 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13, Liberty provided a User
Questionnaire to the client for completion. The information provided on the Questionnaire
conforms to the format presented as Appendix X3 of E1527-13 and includes information
pertaining to known cleanup liens, activity and land use (AUL) restrictions, purchase price
comparison to fair market value, and other relevant information known to the User. The table
below summarizes the information provided by Mr. Ted Otteni, the user and representative of the
perspective purchaser. The completed questionnaire is provided as Appendix C.
Question

Response

1. Did a search of recorded land title records identify any We did not perform a search of
environmental liens filed or recorded against the property recorded land title records. We
under federal, tribal, state or local law?
are not aware of any
environmental liens filed or
recorded against the property.
2. Are you aware of any AULs, such as engineering controls,
land use restrictions or institutional controls that are in place
at the property and/or have been filed or recorded against the
property under federal, tribal, state or local law?

None that we are specifically
aware of, but there may be a
restriction due to the nearby
pipeline fuel spill and subsequent
remediation efforts.

3. As the use of this ESA do you have any specialized We are aware that a nearby
knowledge or experience related to the property or nearby pipeline spill (petroleum
properties?
product) resulted in
contamination of the
groundwater in the area. This
property was formerly a drinking
water extraction well for the
local water company. It is our
understanding that an agreement
was reached at that time for the
pipeline company to purchase
the water well property and
decommission it as a
precautionary measure.
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Question

Response

4. Does the purchase price being paid for this property
reasonably reflect the fair market value of the property? If
you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered
whether the lower purchase price is because contamination is
known or believed to be present at the property?

The property is being donated to
the Township since it is an
unused parcel by the current
owner.

5. Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably
ascertainable information about the property that would help
the environmental professional to identify conditions
indicative of releases or threatened releases?
a) Do you know the past uses of the property?

Nothing specifically with this
property but there was a gasoline
spill and remediation nearby
which lead to the abandonment
of this property which at the time
was a well for public drinking
water.

b) Do you know of specific chemicals that are present None that I am aware of.
or once were present at the property?
c) Do you know of spills or other chemical releases None specifically at the property,
that have taken place a the property?
but there was a gasoline spill
nearby. See documents
provided.
d) Do you know of any environmental cleanups that None specifically at the property,
have taken place at the property?
but there was a gasoline spill
nearby. See documents
provided.
6. As the user of this ESA, based on your knowledge and No.
experience related to the property are there any obvious
indicators that point to the presence or likely presence of
releases at the property?
Based on the responses provided by Mr. Ted Otteni, the user and representative of the perspective
purchaser, in the User Questionnaire, potential environmental issues have been identified related
to the questions posed. Please also note that in addition to the lien information request noted in
the User Questionnaire, Liberty performed a review of available deed records for liens and deed
restrictions for the subject property as part of its records review, as described in Section 5.1.5.
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4.2 User-Provided Documents
Liberty obtained a copy of the following prior environmental report from Mr. Ted Otteni of West
Whiteland Township:
Letter from Sun Pipe Line Company, Prepared for Mr. Stephen Ross, Township Manager, by
Sun Pipe Line Company (Sun), March 11, 1994
The Sun letter requested approval to discharge the Ship Road Treatment System effluent to
the sanitary sewer system. The sanitary system ultimately discharged to the DARA treatment
facility. The letter provided background on the release at Ship Road and the ongoing remediation
efforts. According to the letter, on November 11, 1987 a leak in the 12-inch diameter pipe line
under Ship Road was discovered. It was estimated that approximately 70,000 to 79,000 gallons
of primarily unleaded gasoline was discharged to the environment. Review of the maps included
with the letter indicated that the release occurred under Ship Road at a location approximately
0.25 miles east northeast of the subject property.
The remediation activities conducted to address this release included the installation of 65
monitoring wells and ten recovery wells and the installation of a groundwater treatment system.
Two of the monitoring wells and one recovery well were located on the subject property along
with the Greentree Production well and the Greentree stream sampling point. The Greentree
stream sampling point was located in the unnamed tributary located on the eastern side of the
subject property.
The groundwater treatment system included two air stripping towers, a catalytic oxidizer and a
vapor extraction system. As of March 11, 1994, approximately 67,531 gallons of free product
were recovered and removed and no measurable free product was detected in the recovery or
monitoring wells. At this time, remediation switched to the removal of the dissolved gasoline
compounds present in groundwater. These target compounds included benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene and xylenes.
The purpose of the letter was to obtain approval to build a connection to the sanitary sewer system
and discharge the remediation system effluent to the sanitary sewer system. The presence of
naturally occurring manganese in the groundwater was creating fouling issues for the remediation
system. An air sparging system was added to assist with manganese removal in an effort to help
control remediation system fouling. Air sparging wells were installed at the source location along
Ship Road and on the northwest corner of the intersection of Boot Road and Hillcrest Avenue,
approximately 420 feet east of the subject property. Additionally, due to the presence of elevated
concentrations of manganese in the remediation system effluent, discharge of the effluent to the
East Branch of Chester Creek could not be done without additional treatment. As a result, the
more cost effective alternative was determined to be the discharge of the effluent to the sanitary
sewer system.
No information on the outcome was included in the information submitted to Liberty. A copy of
the prior environmental letter is included as Appendix D.
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5. RECORDS REVIEW
5.1 Historical Resources Reviewed
Historical Resource

Years Reviewed

Aerial Photographs

1937, 1947, 1958, 1971, 1981, 1992, 1999, 2002, 2004, 2010,
2011, 2016, 2019 and 2020

Sanborn Fire Insurance
Maps

No coverage

Topographic Maps

1906, 1943, 1955, 1968, 1973, 1983 and 1999

City Directories

1972, 1976, 1982, 1987, 1992, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010, 2014 and
2017

Deeds

1989 and 2012

5.1.1 Historical Aerial Photograph Review
Liberty conducted a review of historical aerial photographs to investigate the development and
land use history of the site. Aerial photographs for the years 1937 through 1981 were reviewed
through the Pennsylvania Spatial Data Access (PASDA) Pennsylvania Imagery Navigator
website, and aerial photographs from 1992 through 2020 were obtained under licensed use
through the Google Earth Pro database.
Historical Photo Review
Year

Observations

1937

The subject property appears to be an undeveloped grass lot. Buildings are present
to the east of the subject property. Boot Road can be seen to the south of the subject
property. A drainage swale appears to be present in the area of the subject property.
Regionally, the predominant land use appears to be agricultural.

1947

No significant changes to the subject property or surrounding area are visible.

1958

The northern side of the subject property appears to be forested. A residential
building is visible to the south of the subject property across Boot Road.
Commercial development can be seen to the east of the subject property. No other
significant changes to the subject property or surrounding area are visible.
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Historical Photo Review
Year

Observations

1971

A small building can be seen near the southern boundary of the subject property.
A driveway to the building can also be seen. The remainder of the subject property
appears to be grass covered. Regionally, a residential development is visible to the
north east, south and west of the subject property. Green Tree Lane is visible to
the west of the subject property. Additional, commercial development can be seen
east of the subject property. No other significant changes to the subject property or
surrounding area are visible.

1981

No significant changes to the subject property or surrounding area are depicted on
these photos.

1992
through
2002

A cluster of trees is visible in the area of the building on the subject property, shown
on previous photos. The building appears to still be present. The driveway to the
building is clearly visible. No other significant changes to the subject property or
surrounding area are visible.

2004
through
2016

Much of the subject property is covered by trees so the building cannot be seen. No
other significant changes to the subject property or surrounding area are visible.

2019 and The driveway and the building are no longer visible. No other significant changes
2020
to the subject property or surrounding area are visible.
5.1.2 Historical Fire Insurance Map Review
Liberty performed a search for historical maps of the site, including Sanborn Fire Insurance maps
covering the subject site through EDR. No Sanborn map coverage was available for the subject
property.
5.1.3 Historical USGS Topographic Map Review
Liberty performed a search for historical maps of the site, including USGS topographic map
quadrangles covering the site. Liberty reviewed the USGS topographic map quadrangles for
several years between 1906 and 1999 through the USGS online historical map database. A
summary of the topographic map review is presented in the table below.
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Historical USGS Topographic Map Review
Year

Observations

1906 and These maps show streets and roadways. Buildings are depicted as black squares
1943
and rectangles. No buildings are shown on the subject property. Boot Road is
shown but Green Tree Lane is not depicted. A stream and railroad right-of-way are
shown to the west of the subject property. No buildings are depicted on adjacent
properties to the north, south and west. A building is shown on the eastern side of
the subject property.
1955

No significant changes to the subject property are shown. The building depicted
to the east of the subject property is no longer shown. Additionally, the stream
depicted west of the subject property is no longer shown. No other significant
changes to the surrounding area are shown.

1968
through
1983

No significant changes to the subject property are shown. Regionally, significant
residential development is depicted to the north, east, south and west of the subject
property. No other significant changes to the surrounding area are shown.

1999

The subject property and surrounding properties are shaded pink, indicating areas
of dense urban development. Individual features on the subject property and
surrounding area are not discernible.

5.1.4 City Directory Review
Liberty performed a review of prior operations of the component addresses of the site through
a contracted City Directory Report, provided by EDR. The report provides tenant, owner or
operation name listings for the referenced properties using directories associated with EDR Digital
Archives and the Cole Criss-Cross Directory. The subject property was not identified in any of the
city directories. A copy of the EDR City Directory is included in Appendix E.
5.1.5 Deed Ownership Research
Liberty conducted a review of current and historical deeds for the subject property, in order to
trace the historical ownership of the property. Liberty also reviewed the available deeds for liens,
limitations and restrictions pertaining to environmental issues. Please note that this review did not
constitute a formal title search and is limited to observable language on the traceable deed records
only. The review of deeds indicated that the property is owned by Sunoco Partners Real Estate
Acquisition LLC. A summary of the deed ownership for the subject property is presented in the
table below.
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Tax Map Parcel ID: 41-6N-21
Date

Book #

Page #

Grantor

Grantee

March 27, 2012

8387

1611

December 7, 1989
(Re-recorded
Deed)

1804

339

Philadelphia Suburban
Water Co.

Atlantic Pipeline
Corporation

October 26, 1989

1751

33

Philadelphia Suburban
Water Co.

Atlantic Pipeline
Corporation

Atlantic Pipeline (OUT) Sunoco Partners Real
L.P.
Estate Acquisition, LLC

End of Traceable Deed.

No environmental limitations, restrictions or any other potential causes for environmental concern
were observed in any of the deeds available for review. In addition to a review of current
and historical deeds, Liberty performed a review through the Pennsylvania DEP’s activity and
use limitation registry for the presence of liens and other activity and use limitations (AULs)
associated with the subject property pertaining to environmental issues. The DEP AUL registry
review is discussed in Section 5.4 A copy of the current deed for the site is provided in Appendix
F.

5.2 Environmental Database Reviews
5.2.1 EDR Database Review
Liberty retained EDR to conduct a search of federal and state environmental databases in the
vicinity of the subject site. The search included the list of federal and state environmental
regulatory databases and search distances specified in Section 8.2.1 of ASTM Standard Practice
E1527-13. The following is a list of databases that were searched as part of this review:
Federal Databases
▪ National Priority List (NPL) Proposed, Final, Delisted and Lien Sites
▪ Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System
(CERCLIS) Sites, including “No Further Action Planned” (NFRAP) Sites and consent decree/
records of decision sites
▪ Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (RCRIS) small and large quantity
generators, treatment, storage and disposal facilities (TSDF) and corrective action sites
(CORRACTS)
▪ Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS)
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▪ US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Engineering Controls Sites List
▪ US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Institutional Controls Sites List
▪ US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Brownfields Sites
▪ Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System (TRIS)
▪ Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA)
▪ Mines, PCB Activity, Materials Licensing Tracking, and general Facility Index System
(FINDS) sites
State Databases
▪ Hazardous Sites Cleanup Act (HSCA) Sites
▪ Solids Waste/Landfill Sites, including historical landfill sites
▪ Regulated and Leaking Underground Storage Tanks (UST/LUST)
▪ Regulated and Leaking Aboveground Storage Tanks (AST/LAST)
▪ Archived UST/LUST and AST/LAST Sites
▪ Unregulated Leaking Tank sites
▪ Dry-cleaning facilities
▪ Voluntary cleanup program (VCP) sites, including engineering control and institutional control
sites
▪ State Brownfields sites list
▪ Tribal Reservations
▪ Coal Gasification Sites
A copy of the EDR environmental database report is included in Appendix G. Detailed
descriptions of each of the searched databases listed above and the results of the federal and state
database searches are provided in the EDR report. A summary of database listings for the subject
property and surrounding properties are provided below.
None of the addresses or operations associated with the subject property was identified on any of
the searched federal or state databases.
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The Sunoco Ship Road Leak Site facility, located along Ship Road and approximately 0.25
miles to the northeast of the subject property, was identified as a Voluntary Cleanup Program
(VCP) site and an Act 2 Deed site. According the VCP listing, a release of unleaded gasoline
impacted groundwater and soil at this facility. Soil was reportedly cleaned up to the Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Protection's (DEP's) statewide health standards. Groundwater
was reportedly cleaned up DEP's site specific and statewide health standards. Per the database
report, the groundwater investigation is complete as of June 2007 but the soil investigation
is in progress as of June 2006. According to the Act 2 Deed listing, the contaminants of
concern included chlorinated solvents, inorganics and polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs). The
site specific standard for these contaminants was achieved as of June 2007. No other information
is included in the database report.
Based on this information, Liberty submitted a DEP file review request for the Sunoco Ship Road
Leak Site facility. The DEP file review is further discussed in Section 5.4.
5.2.1.1 Orphan Site Summary
Orphan sites are properties which, based on limited site information, cannot be accurately depicted
geographically. One orphan site was identified in the database report. Based on a search of
available address and location information for this orphan site, it was not found to be present
within a default distance of 0.5 mile from the site, and is not believed to pose environmental
concerns to the subject property.
5.3 Municipal File Review Requests/Records Review
Right-to-Know Request – West Whiteland Township
On August 17, 2021, Liberty submitted a Right-to-Know request to West Whiteland Township.
The submittal requested information pertinent to the environmental conditions of the site,
including (but not limited to) emergency response or spill incidents, current or former tank
systems, wastes, or other issues of potential concern. On August 17, 2021, Liberty received a
response from Ms. Jennifer Keller of West Whiteland Township, stating that a timely response
could not be accomplished due to bona fide staffing limitations. However, documents were
received from Ted Otteni of West Whiteland Township. The documents received are discussed
in Section 4.2 of this report.
5.4 Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) Records Review
As discussed in Section 5.2.1, Liberty submitted a DEP file review request for the Sunoco Ship
Road Leak Site facility. DEP files were available for this facility. The files were forwarded by
the DEP to Liberty electronically. Liberty also performed a search of the DEP’s on-line databases
through the Environment Facility Application Compliance Tracking System (eFACTS) and the
Environmental Site Assessment Search Tool portals.
Subject Property
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No listings were found for the subject property on the DEP's databases. In addition, Liberty
performed a review through the Pennsylvania DEP’s activity and use limitation registry for the
presence of liens and other AULs associated with the subject property pertaining to environmental
issues. The review of publicly-available records did not identify the presence of any liens or
AULs affecting the subject site. The review was limited to observable database records only and
was not intended to constitute a formal title search for insurance purposes.
Sunoco Ship Road Leak Site Facility
According to a review of DEP files, the Sunoco Ship Road Leak Site facility is located
approximately 0.25 miles to the east of the subject property. It is listed as active for both soil and
groundwater media on the eFACTS database under the Environmental Cleanup and Brownfields
program. A Notice of Intent to Remediate (NIR) was received by the DEP on June 28, 2006. The
NIR was reportedly prepared by GES. Both the DEP's non-residential statewide health standard
(SHS) and the site specific standard (SSS) are listed in the database. No other information is
listed. The facility is not listed on the Environmental Site Assessment Search Tool portal or the
DEP’s activity and use limitation registry. Per DEP's Land Recycling Program Site in Progress
database, a Notice of Intent to Remediate (NIR) was received by the DEP during June 28, 2006
for the remediation of unleaded gasoline to the SHS in soil.
Electronic files were received from the DEP's Southeast Regional Office for this facility. The
records received pertained to the investigation conducted subsequent to a reported unleaded
gasoline spill from the pipeline located near Ship Road in West Whiteland Township, Chester
County, Pennsylvania. During November 1987, approximately 70,000 gallons of unleaded
gasoline was released from the 12-inch diameter Sunoco pipeline under Ship Road. Remediation
activities included the installation of a groundwater and separate phase hydrocarbon recovery
system at the site on Ship Road. In addition, soil vapor extraction systems were installed on
several neighboring residential properties for vapor mitigation. The remediation system was
upgraded during 1990. The residential vapor extraction systems were removed during September
1997. Per the electronic files received, the Greentree Production well and two monitoring wells
(numbers 42 and 62), and recovery well RW-1, were present on the subject property in the past.
Monitoring well 42 was abandoned during August 1997.
Groundwater and Environmental Services, Inc. (GES) submitted a Remedial Investigation and
Soil and Groundwater Final Report Soil Investigation/Final Report, dated March 2, 2007, to
the DEP requesting closure of the soil and groundwater investigations for the November 1987
release under the Land Recycling and Environmental Remediation Standards Act (Act 2). The
remediation standard for soil was the SHS. The remediation standard for groundwater was SHS
and the Site Specific Standard (SSS) depending on the investigation area. GES divided the
impacted groundwater area into five distinct sites as follows:
▪ Site 1 - This site included the Northwyn Court Apartments, 1309 Hillcrest Avenue and 711
Boot Road. The site was roughly bounded by Ship Road to the north and east, Boot Road to
the south and Hillcrest Avenue to the west.
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▪ Site 2 - This site included 651 and 690 Boot Road and 1296 and 1298 Country Lane and is
adjacent to the subject property to the east. This site straddles Boot Road and Country Lane
east and southeast of the subject property. The New Greentree Stream sampling location was
included in this site.
▪ Site 3 - This site included 1301 1303, 1304, 1305, 1306, 1307, 1308 and 1309 Dunsinane
Drive. The site straddles Dunsinane Drive and is located east of Ship Road.
▪ Site 4 - This site included 1306 and 1308 Hillcrest Avenue. It is located northwest of Site 1
and northeast of Site 2.
▪ Site 5 - This site included 940 and 691 Boot Road. The site straddles Boot Road and is located
east of Site 2 and south of Site 1. The Country Lane Stream sampling location was included
in this site.
The Remedial Investigation and Soil and Groundwater Final Report Soil Investigation/Final
Report concludes that soil attainment of the residential SHS was achieved for benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, total xylenes, methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE), cumene and naphthalene. This
report also concludes that groundwater attainment for the residential SHS was acheived for: Sites
1 and 2 for toluene, ethylbenzene, total xylenes, isopropyl benzene (cumene) and naphthalene
and for Sites 3, 4 and 5 for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, total xylenes, methyl tert-butyl
ether (MTBE), isopropyl benzene (cumene) and naphthalene. The site-specific standard, through
pathway elimination, was attained for groundwater at Sites 1 and 2 for benzene and MTBE.
Per the Remedial Investigation and Soil and Groundwater Final Report Soil Investigation/Final
Report, two monitoring wells, 42 and 62, and one recovery well, RW-1, were located on the
subject property. Table 2 - Historical Analytical Data Summary from this report denotes the most
recent sampling event as November 6, 2006. This table does not list monitoring well 42. It does
list monitoring well 62 and recovery well, RW-1, as deleted from the monitoring well network
as of November 27, 2000. The only reported results for monitoring well 62 and RW-1 are from
March 15, 1996. The reported concentrations for benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes in
both wells were "none detected". Based on this table, it appears that these two wells were only
sampled one time and then abandoned.
A Post Remediation Care (PRC) Plan was proposed in the final report. This PRC Plan was
devised due to comments from the West Whiteland Township Board of Directors. The PRC
Plan detailed the following actions to be completed: Sunoco would work with West Whiteland
Township to monitor the air quality in manholes in the vicinity of the dissolved-phase plume;
Sunoco would work with West Whiteland Township to determine the locations of the MS-4
designated outfalls in the vicinity of the dissolved-phase plume and develop a sampling plan
to address possible dissolved-phase plume contributions, if warranted. Finally, Sunoco agreed
to install a piezometer along the upgradient stream back adjacent to the current New Greentree
sampling location. Samples for MTBE analysis were collected during the third and fourth
quarters of 2007. The piezometer was installed during April 24, 2008 and was sampled
semi-annually. During February 2011, GES submitted a Request for Annual Post Remediation
Care Plan Sampling Modification letter to the DEP requesting that the sampling schedule be
changed from semi-annual to annual sampling. The DEP approved this change via a letter dated
March 1, 2011. The 2011 annual sample was collected from the piezometer during April 12,
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2011 and analyzed for MTBE. The analytical report showed that MTBE was detected at a
concentration of 37 micrograms per liter (ug/l) which is above the DEP Residential Used Aquifer
Medium Specific Concentration (MSC) for MTBE of 20 ug/l. Additionally, a surface water
sample was collected and analyzed for MTBE during April 12, 2011. The reported concentration
for the surface water sample was 4 ug/l. The Annual Post Remediation Care Plan Update letter,
dated October 7, 2011, from GES to the DEP recommended continued annual sampling of the
piezometer and surface water. The next Annual Post Remediation Care Plan Update letter was
to be provided to the DEP by December 31, 2012. No records dated after 2011 were provided to
Liberty by the DEP.
After review of the reports and correspondence, it is concluded that none of the information
provided indicated that soil or groundwater impacts associated with the Sunoco Ship Road Leak
Site had migrated onto the subject property of this Phase I ESA. The subject property was not
included in any of the "Sites" identified by GES in the final report.
Based on this information, the Sunoco Ship Road Leak Site facility is not believed to pose a
significant environmental risk to the subject property at this time.
Copies of the pertinent information reviewed is provided as Appendix H.
5.5 EPA File Review
In addition to reviewing available state records for the subject property, Liberty performed a
search of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on-line database through the Envirofacts
database portal. No records regarding the subject property were provided within the EPA's
Envirofacts database.
5.6 Data Failure
Based on the definition presented in ASTM E 1527-13, data failure occurs when all of the standard
historical sources that are reasonably-ascertainable and likely to be useful have been reviewed and
the historical use of the Property has not been documented back to the Property's first developed
use, or 1940 whichever is earlier. When data failure occurs, ASTM E 1527-13 requires the
Environmental Professional to document the data failure and assess the potential impact on the
ability of the Environmental Professional to identify recognized environmental conditions.
Liberty was able to document the historical use of the subject property in accordance with the
Standard and therefore no related data failure was identified.
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6. INTERVIEWS
Joseph Massaro, Representative for Current Owner
Liberty interviewed Mr. Joseph Massaro, representative for the current owner, via telephone on
September 3, 2021. Mr. Massaro has been associated with the subject property for the past two
years. Mr. Massaro stated that a pump house for a potable water well was formerly present at
the subject property but that the building was razed and the potable well closed years ago due
to a gasoline release from a pipeline in the area at Ship Road. Mr. Massaro stated that he was
aware of previous environmental reports for the subject property and the surrounding area due to
the pipeline release. Mr. Massaro stated that the area of the subject property is serviced by public
water and sewer. Mr. Massaro stated that no monitoring wells are currently present on the subject
property; however, monitoring wells were present on the subject property in the past. He was not
aware of any current or former USTs or ASTs on the subject property. Mr. Massaro stated that to
the best of his knowledge the use, treatment, storage, disposal or generation of hazardous waste or
petroleum products has not occurred on the subject property. He was not aware of the discharge
of fluids onto or the subject property or the adjacent properties. Mr. Massaro was also not aware
of dumping or buried wastes or containers or imported fill at the subject property. He stated that
he had no knowledge of releases, spills, leakage or environmental issues at the subject property or
the surrounding properties.
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7. VAPOR MIGRATION
An evaluation of potential vapor migration risks at the subject property has been performed
as part of this Phase I ESA. The evaluation is based on available data and does not include
a vapor screening as outlined in ASTM Standard Guide E2600-15: Standard Guide for Vapor
Encroachment Screening on Property Involved in Real Estate Transactions. Based on the
interviews, records research, and site inspection activities conducted by Liberty as part of this
Phase I ESA, no potential vapor migration risks were identified at the subject property at this
time.
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8. FINDINGS AND OPINIONS
Liberty Environmental, Inc. has completed a Phase I ESA at the Sunoco Partners Real Estate
Acquisition, LLC property located at 601 East Boot Road in West Whiteland Township, Chester
County, Pennsylvania. The Phase I ESA was performed in accordance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this
practice are described in Sections 2.2 and 2.3 of this report.
Based on the interviews, records research and site inspection activities conducted by Liberty as
part of this Phase I ESA, no recognized environmental conditions (RECs), controlled recognized
environmental conditions (CRECs), historical recognized environmental conditions (HRECs),
business environmental risks (BERs), or de minimis conditions, as defined in ASTM Standard
Practice E1527-13, have been identified on the subject property at this time.
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9. ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL STATEMENT
This Phase I ESA was performed by Tammy L. Hessler and supervised by Matthew J. Adukaitis,
both of whom are environmental professionals meeting the qualifications specified in the EPA’s
All Appropriate Inquiry Final Rule (40 CFR Part 312), Subpart B (312.10).
I declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, I meet the definition of the
Environmental Professional as defined in Section 312.10 of 40 CFR 312. I have the specific
qualifications based on education, training and experience to assess a property of the nature,
history and setting of the subject property. I have developed and performed the all appropriate
inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312.

October 1, 2021

Matthew J. Adukaitis
Project Manager
Liberty Environmental, Inc.

Date
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10. LIMITATIONS
This Phase I Environmental Site Assessment has been conducted using applicable professional
industry standards, including but not limited to, ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13: Standard
Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Process.
The assessment is limited to those areas that were readily accessible during the site
reconnaissance, and those environmental conditions that can be detected by normal visual
inspection. As set forth in Section 13.1 of ASTM Standard Practice E1527-13, this assessment
does not address naturally-occurring conditions. Liberty has used information provided by
interviewees to formulate its conclusions and recommendations, and assumes no responsibility or
liability for inaccurate or incomplete data. Comments regarding the condition of the site do not
represent a warranty that all areas within the site or surrounding areas are of the same condition
as may be inferred from observable site conditions and readily available site background data.
There is no guarantee, either expressed or implied, that the site and surrounding areas are free of
hazardous substances or petroleum products.
Except as otherwise described herein, the observations noted in the Phase I ESA are not intended
to represent or replace the following surveys, searches or inspections:
▪ Soil or groundwater sampling;
▪ An asbestos-containing materials (ACM) survey by a licensed asbestos inspector;
▪ Quantitative lead-based paint survey by a qualified inspector;
▪ A wetlands delineation or presence/absence survey by a qualified wetlands biologist;
▪ A full title search for insurance purposes;
▪ A hazardous building materials survey;
▪ Microbial matter or mold/mildew evaluation;
▪ Quantitative vapor intrusion evaluation; and
▪ Quantitative radon testing.
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United States Geological Survey,
http://historicalmaps.arcgis.com/usgs/.

USGS

11 - 1

2020,
Historical

National

Wetlands

Topographic

Map

Inventory,
Explorer,

APPENDIX A: FIGURES

APPENDIX B: SITE PHOTOGRAPHS, AUGUST 20, 2021

PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG
Client Name:
West Whiteland Township

Photo No. 1
View of the southern
boundary of the
subject property
along East Boot
Road. Photo
direction is east.

Photo No. 2
View of the western
boundary of the
subject property
along Green Tree
Lane. Photo direction
is north.

Site Location:
601 East Boot Road
West Whiteland Township, Pennsylvania

Project No.
210540

PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG
Client Name:
West Whiteland Township

Photo No. 3
View of the western
boundary of the
subject property
along Green Tree
Lane. Photo direction
is south.

Photo No. 4
View of the northern
boundary of the
subject property.
Photo direction is
east.

Site Location:
601 East Boot Road
West Whiteland Township, Pennsylvania

Project No.
210540

PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG
Client Name:
West Whiteland Township

Photo No. 5
View of the western
boundary of the
subject property and
the unnamed
tributary. Photo
direction is south.

Photo No. 6
View of the western
boundary of the
subject property and
the unnamed
tributary. Photo
direction is north.

Site Location:
601 East Boot Road
West Whiteland Township, Pennsylvania

Project No.
210540

PHOTOGRAPHIC LOG
Client Name:
West Whiteland Township

Photo No. 7
View of the former
access from East
Boot Road on the
subject property.
Photo direction is
north.

Photo No. 8
View of the former
pump house area on
the subject property.
Photo direction is
west.

Site Location:
601 East Boot Road
West Whiteland Township, Pennsylvania

Project No.
210540

APPENDIX C: USER QUESTIONNAIRE

USER QUESTIONNAIRE
FOR
PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENTS
COMPLIANT WITH ASTM STANDARD PRACTICE E1527-13 AND 40 CFR PART 312
(USEPA ALL APPROPRIATE INQUIRY STANDARDS AND PRACTICES)
Instructions: To be completed by the User (i.e. the client or client’s representative) of the Phase I ESA.
Please answer all questions.

1. Environmental liens that are filed or recorded against the site (40 CFR 312.25).
Did a search of recorded land title records identify any environmental liens filed or recorded against the
property under federal, tribal, state or local law?
We did not perform a search of recorded land title records. We are not aware of any environmental liens filed
or recorded against the property.
2. Activity and use limitations that are in place on the property or that have been filed or recorded against
the property
(40 CFR 312.26(a)(1)(v)).
Are you aware of any AULs, such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional controls
that are in place at the property and/or have been filed or recorded against the property under federal,
tribal, state or local law?

None that we are specifically aware of, but there may be a restriction due to the nearby pipeline fuel spill
and subsequent remediation efforts.
3. Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 CFR 312.28).
As the user of this ESA do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the property or
nearby properties? For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the current or former
occupants of the property or an adjoining property so that you would have specialized knowledge of the
chemicals and processes used by this type of business?

We are aware that a nearby pipeline spill (petroleum product) resulted in contamination of the
groundwater in the area. This property was formerly a drinking water extraction well for the local water
company. It is our understanding that an agreement was reached at that time for the pipeline company to
purchase the water well property and decommission it as a precautionary measure.
4. Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the property if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29).
Does the purchase price being paid for this property reasonably reflect the fair market value of the property?
The property is being donated to the Township since it is an unused parcel by the current owner.
If you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower purchase price is
because contamination is known or believed to be present at the property?
5. Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property (40 CFR 312.30).
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property that would
help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or threatened releases? For
example, as the user,
a) Do you know the past uses of the property?
Nothing specifically with this property but there was a gasoline spill and remediation nearby which led to the

abandonment of this property which at the time was a well for public drinking water.
b) Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the property?
None that I am aware of.
c) Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the property?
None specifically at the property, but there was a gasoline spill nearby. See documents provided.
d) Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?
None specifically at the property, but there was a gasoline spill nearby. See documents provided.
6. The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property, and
the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR 312.31).
As the user of this ESA, based on your knowledge and experience related to the property are there any
obvious indicators that point to the presence or likely presence of releases at the property?

No.

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

September 1, 2021

Signature of User

Date

APPENDIX D: USER-PROVIDED DOCUMENTS

APPENDIX E: EDR CITY DIRECTORY

601 E Boot Rd
601 E Boot Rd
West Chester, PA 19380
Inquiry Number: 6618094.5
August 18, 2021

The EDR-City Directory Image Report

Environm ental Data Resources Inc

6 Armstrong Road
Shelton, CT 06484
800.352.0050
www.edrnet.com
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050
with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice
This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to
Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and
surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER
IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING
OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR
USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC.
BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER
CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR
EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses,
estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and
are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction orf orecast of, any
environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional
can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is
not to be construed as legal advice.
Copyright 2020 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in
part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates is prohibited without prior written permission.
EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates.
All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

DESCRIPTION
E nv ironmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Report is a screening tool designed to assist
environmental prof essionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting f rom past activities.
EDR’s City Directory Report includes a search of available city directory data at 5 year intervals.

RECORD SOURCES
EDR's Digital Archive combines historical directory listings f rom sources such as Cole Information and Dun
& B rad street. These standard sources of property information complement and enhance each other to
provide a more comprehensive report.
E D R is licensed to reproduce certain City Directory works by the copyright holders of those works. The
purchaser of this EDR City Directory Report may include it in report(s) delivered to a customer. Reproduction
of City Directories without permission of the publisher or licensed vendor may be a violation of copyright.

RESEARCH SUMMARY
The f ollowing research sources were consulted in the preparation of this report. A check mark indicates
where information was identif ied in the source and provided in this report.
Year
2017
2014
2010
2005
2000
1995
1992
1987
1982
1976
1972

Target Street













Cross Street













Source
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
EDR Digital Archive
Cole Criss-Cross Directory
Cole Criss-Cross Directory
Cole Criss-Cross Directory
Cole Criss-Cross Directory
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FINDINGS

TARGET PROPERTY STREET

601 E Boot Rd
West Chester, PA 19380

CD Image

Source

2017

pg A2

EDR Digital Archive

2014

pg A5

EDR Digital Archive

2010

pg A8

EDR Digital Archive

2005

pg A11

EDR Digital Archive

2000

pg A14

EDR Digital Archive

1995

pg A17

EDR Digital Archive

1992

pg A20

EDR Digital Archive

1987

pg A22

Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1982

pg A24

Cole Criss-Cross Directory
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pg A26

Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1972

pg A28

Cole Criss-Cross Directory
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CROSS STREETS

Year

CD Image

Source

GREEN TREE LN

2017

pg. A4

EDR Digital Archive

2014

pg. A7

EDR Digital Archive

2010

pg. A10

EDR Digital Archive

2005

pg. A13

EDR Digital Archive

2000

pg. A16

EDR Digital Archive

1995

pg. A19

EDR Digital Archive

1992

pg. A21

EDR Digital Archive

1987

pg. A23

Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1982

pg. A25

Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1976

pg. A27

Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1972

pg. A29

Cole Criss-Cross Directory
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City Directory Images

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
232
390
393
395
471
550
560
615
650
651
690
691
711
803

805

901
903
905
907
909

913
930

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2017

BENNETT, VERL P
ALLIANCE CENTURY
DEVEREUX
DEVEREUX FOUNDATION
REDMOND, PATRICIA A
BLUMETTE, KAREN
KADINGO, PAUL S
JUNE, GREGORY V
BUTLER, KURT L
HILLER, H
CUPAIUOLO, MARK S
DIDIZIAN, CHRISTIAN P
HEDBERG, THOMAS A
GARG, SANJIV
SAULER, MANDY L
COHEN, ALYSSA
HANKIN GROUP
KALVAKOTA, HARISH
PALANDRANI, GIOVANNI
PASCARELLA, PHILIP A
REEDY, ERIN
SCHROEDER, NADINE
SMIDA, GREGORY A
THOMPSON, DAVID
VREELAND, MATTHEW C
WANG, SHIH
ARNOLD, N
FEINMAN, NANCY S
GRAY, NOLAN M
HANKIN GROUP
KLING, AMY
SETTIPALLI, SWANITH
TOUGHILL, WAYNE M
WOODS, STEVE
SABATINOS GRILL
DRY CLEAN
FINANCIAL COACH GRP
THE HONG KONG RESTAURANT
ALLSTATE
GOSHEN FAMILY PRACTICE
NU DAWN SALON & SPA
PAMELA A TEDESCO DO
SCOTT G MARSTELLER MD
VIRGINIA E KELLER DO
GOHEL JITEN P DMD PC
BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
JANIEC ASSOICATES LP
KEY DEVELOPMENT GROUP
KROMBOLZSHEETS INC
MAC UNION

6618094.5 Page: A2

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
930
940
999

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2017

(Cont'd)

R & L MECHANICAL
SALON DIGIAN
HTFLLC DBA COUNTRY BAGELS
ROGERS BISTRO
MC LAUGHLINS AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE CEN

6618094.5 Page: A3

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1302
1304
1306
1307
1308
1309
1310
1311
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1318
1320
1322

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2017

KITSON, BRIAN M
MCMAHON, LEO G
GEIST, SETH F
DIETRICH, DAVID R
CONWAY, CHRISTOPHER P
STEWART, AUBREY L
BROOKS, GLENN R
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
MAZZAGATTI, KURT P
NELSON, JEFFREY P
HODICK, MARIE K
BUCHANAN, NATHAN T
CELLARS, ABBY
BLAIR, JOAN F
HOLMAN, ROBERT E
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
WILK, MICHAEL E

6618094.5 Page: A4

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
232
390
393
395
451
471
550
560
615
650
690
691
711
803

805
891
901
903
905
907

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2014

BENNETT, VERL P
ALLIANCE CENTURY
LIGHT, RICHARD
DEVEREUX
REDMOND, PATRICIA A
BLUMETTE, KAREN
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, PAUL S
WOMBOUGH, THOMAS J
BUTLER, KURT L
HILLER, H
MORRIS, DANIEL H
HEDBERG, THOMAS A
LLOYD, WILLIAM J
SAULER, MANDY L
BOGGS, MARK
CLAITT, CANDIDA A
COOPER, CERITA
COOPER, TWILA
DAVIS, DONNA A
ERNST, FERN M
FISH, BRIAN D
GESTETNER, ILAN
HIGGINS, KARON S
JEFFREY, CARY L
JENSEN, MARGARET M
JOHNSON, LAURA M
LAMPHERE, JOLENE R
LONDON, LYN A
MADARASZ, ELLEN M
NORTHWYN COURT APARTMENTS ROAD LP
PARKER, MATTHEW
RATTI, JOE J
RICE, SPENCER
SHEPPARD, JOHN M
SMITH, LEWIS W
STOCKARD, HAMILITON
TOTIN, MATTHEW T
TUCKER, CAROL
WOLDEAREGAYE, MERON
YANKO, ANDREW
NORTHWYN COURT APARTMENTS
DEVEREUX FOUNDATION
SABATINOS GRILL
DRY CLEAN
FINANCIAL COACH GRP
THE HONG KONG RESTAURANT
MARKLE AGENCY
TERRI SMITH ALLSTATE INSURANCE AGE
TERRI TERRI SMITH

6618094.5 Page: A5

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
909

911
913
930

940

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2014

(Cont'd)

GOSHEN FAMILY PRACTICE
KELLER VIRGINIA E DO
MARSTELLER SCOTT G MD
WC BARBER SCH
GOHEL JITEN P DMD PC MD
BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
JANIEC ASSOICATES LP
KEY DEVELOPMENT GROUP
KROMBOLZSHEETS INC
RL MECHANICAL
SALON DIGIAN
HTFLLC DBA COUNTRY BAGELS
ROGERS BISTRO

6618094.5 Page: A6

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1302
1306
1307
1308
1309
1310
1311
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317
1318
1319
1320
1322

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2014

KITSON, BRIAN M
MCMAHON, LEO G
DIETRICH, DAVID R
CONWAY, CHRISTOPHER P
OCCUPANT UNKNOWN,
BROOKS, GLENN R
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
MAZZAGATTI, KURT P
NELSON, JEFF P
HODICK, MARIE K
JONES, ELIZABETH J
COFFEY, STEVEN M
BLAIR, JOAN F
SHOEMAKER, KARL D
HOLMAN, ROBERT E
DAWSON, HORACE R
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
WILK, MICHAEL E

6618094.5 Page: A7

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
232
390

393
395
451
471
550
560
651
690
691
711
803

901
903
905
911
913
930

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2010

BENNETT, VERL P
ALLIANCE CENTURY
LIGHT, RICHARD
DEVEREUX HUMAN RESOURCES
DEVEREUX KANNER CTR
HANDLER ROBERT I MD
MLH PSYCHIATRIC ASSOC
REDMOND, JOSEPH W
BLUMETTE, KAREN
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, JOSEPH P
PRICE, MATTHEW L
BUTLER, KURT L
MCBRATNIE, JOHN E
HEDBERG, THOMAS A
HIRSCH, TED B
FICKES, SHONNA L
ACUFF, MATTHEW R
BERGER, CAROL J
BOGGS, MICHAEL A
BOLLINI, A
CECCO, D
CIPOLLONE, ANNA E
CLAITT, CANDIDA
COLEMAN, V
COOPER, CERITA
CROWDER, MARGARET E
ERNST, SYLVIA S
HANNUM, KRISTA
HARDY, ANTHONY
HIGGINS, KARON S
JONES, RYCK D
LONDON, LYN
MORAN, MERCEDES M
NORTHWYN COURT APARTMENTS
PASSION FOR FITNESS
PROCTOR, DWAYNE
ROGERS, GEOFFREY M
SHEPPARD, JOHN M
SMITH, ALSENIA
STAHL, BERNARD L
THOMAS, LEON
TOTIN, ELIZABETH U
SABATINOS BISTRO
NEIGHBORHOOD CLEANERS
HONG KONG RESTAURANT
ULTIMATE SHAVE II
JITEN P GOHEL PC
BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
J & B COMFORT SYSTEMS INC

6618094.5 Page: A8

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
930
940
999

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2010

(Cont'd)

MAC UNION
ROGERS BISTO
MC LAUGHLINS AUTOMOTIVE SVC

6618094.5 Page: A9

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1302
1306
1307
1308
1309
1310
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317
1318
1320
1322

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2010

KITSON, BRIAN M
MCMAHON, LEO G
DIETRICH, DAVID R
CONWAY, BARBARA E
MOORE, DOROTHY A
BROOKS, GLENN R
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
NELSON, JEFFREY P
HODICK, MARIE K
BUCHANAN, NATHAN T
WILLEY, ROBERT W
BLAIR, JOAN F
SHOEMAKER, EDWARD J
HOLMAN, ROBERT E
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
RIZZO, JOHN J

6618094.5 Page: A10

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
232
390
393
395
451
471
550
560
561
650
651
690
691
711
803

805
901
905
909
913

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2005

BENNETT, VERL P
LIGHT, RICHARD
DEVEREUX FOUNDATION
REDMOND, JOSEPH W
BLUMETTE, LAWRENCE P
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, JOSEPH P
HUGHES, DAVID J
BUTLER, KURT L
FORSYTHE, THOMAS D
MORRIS, DANIEL H
MCBRATNIE, JODY E
HEDBERG ENTERPRISES INC
HEDBERG, THOMAS A
HIRSCH, TED B
FICKES, SHONNA L
AARON, ERIK R
ACUFF, MATTHEW R
ADAM, A
BEAM, E
BERGER, CAROL J
BOGGS, C
CARR, JOYCE
CASALE, GREG K
CIPOLLONE, ANNA E
ERNST, SYLVIA
FREEMAN, OWENS
FUNAHASHI, KYOKO
HARDY, JAMES P
HIGGINS, KARON S
JAZZ, S
JONES, RYCK D
KOEVERLE, T
MURRAY, JOSEPH E
NGUYEN, NHI
POWERS, C
RANSOM, JOE
ROGERS, GEOFFREY M
SMITH, L W
TALAWALI, BILAL
TOTIN, ELIZABETH
AYCHE, YASSER A
LENAS CAFE INC
PICCOLO MIO PIZZERIA
GREAT VALLEY HEALTH
HONG KONG RESTAURANT
GOSHEN FAMILY PRACTICE
VIRGINIA KELLER DO
MATTHIAS MICHAEL D DMD
YOUR DENISTRY TODAY

6618094.5 Page: A11

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
930
940
999

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2005

(Cont'd)

BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
COUNTRY BAGEL BAKERY & CAFE
JOHN MCLAUGHLIN INC

6618094.5 Page: A12

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1302
1306
1307
1308
1309
1310
1311
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317
1318
1319
1320
1322

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2005

MCMAHON, LEO G
NATIONAL BUSINESS PRINTING
CONWAY, BARBARA E
MOORE, DOROTHY A
BROOKS, GLENN R
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
LIPPOLIS, FRANCIS A
HODICK, MARIE K
BUCHANAN, NATHAN T
WILLEY, ROBERT W
BLAIR, JOAN F
PEN DEL SALES CORP
HOLMAN, ROBERT E
DAWSON, H R
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
RIZZO, JOHN J

6618094.5 Page: A13

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
309
390
393
395
451
471
550
560
561
598
600
610
650
651
690
691
803

805

901

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2000

BENNETT, VERL P
DEVEREUX KANTER CENTER
DEVELOPMENTAL ENTERPRISES CORPORATION
DEVEREUX
REDMOND, JOSEPH W
BLUMETTE, LAWR P
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, JOSEPH
LEE, HAENG W
WILSON, TRACY
FORSYTHE, K A
BAER, JOHN M
WILLIAMS, ROBERT K
SIMON, MARTHA N
MORRIS, DANIEL H
MCBRATNIE, JOHN E
HEDBERG, THOMAS A
HIRSCH, EVA
ACUFF, MATT
BIERER, DARLENE
BIRD, MICHAEL
CARR, JOYCE
COLLINS, J
FREEMAN, OWENS
HIGGINS, KARON S
JAZZ, S
JONES, WILLIAM
LOHR, CAROL
MCHUGH, WILLIAM
MYRTETUS, WILLIAM
NORTHWYN COURT APARTMENTS
OMLOR, D
PELLICCIARO, RICHARD K
SERATA, TAMARA
SHANK, DONNA M
SNYDER, APRIL L
STAHL, BERNARD L
STEEL, MATTHEW D
SWARTZ, BRIAN K
AYCHE, YASSER
BARABUTES, HELEN
DEPOISTER, M M
FARRY, J
GRAZIANO, D
HOECHT, GEORGIE
HORNBRUCH, C M
PAPPAS, LORI
TUCKER, CAROL K
ZELLERS, BONNIE
LENAS PIZZA CAFE & CATERERS

6618094.5 Page: A14

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
901
905
907
913
930
940

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2000

(Cont'd)

MAMA LENAS PIZZA RESTAURANT
HONG KONG RESTAURANT
THE MOVIE COMPANY
MATTHIAS MICHAEL D DMD
BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
BALDINO, JENNIE
BALDINOS RESTAURANT

6618094.5 Page: A15

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1302
1304
1307
1308
1309
1310
1312
1313
1314

1315
1316
1317
1319
1320
1322

Source
EDR Digital Archive

2000

BAILEY, DIANE L
MCMAHON, LEO G
DAVIS, M F
CONWAY, BARBARA E
MOORE, DOROTHY A
BROOKS, GLENN R
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
FOGEL, JEFFREY
HODICK, JOSEPH E
BUCHANAN, NATHAN
CLIGGETT, E
JONES, E
WILLEY, ROBERT
BLAIR, JOHN W
PEN DEL SALES CORP
WESTWOOD OLIVER S
DAWSON, H R
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
RIZZO, JOHN

6618094.5 Page: A16

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
200
390
393
395
451
471
550
560
561
650
651
690
691
711
803

805

900
901
905

Source
EDR Digital Archive

1995

W CHESTR GUN CLUB
DEVEREUX FOUNDATION
REDMOND, JOSEPH W
BLUMETTE, LAWR P
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, JOSEPH
LEE, HAENG W
ZELLMAN, JOHN J
FORSYTHE, K A
MORRIS, DANIEL H JR
MCBRATNIE, JOHN E
HICKMAN, JOHN D
ATLANTIC PIPE LINE
OCCUPANT UNKNOWNN
GILLIE, ALAN D
ALT, B A
ARTERS, J
COOPER, M
CUSTER, T S
DUNCAN, LYNN M
FISHER, J L
GROB, MICHELE
HOWE, RALPH E
JOHNSON, CARON
LOFTUS, JOHN
MCHUGH, WILLIAM
MINAROVIC, TIM
MORGAN, R
MULLEN, BRIDGET
MURTER, LEE
NORTHWYN COURT APARTMENTS
PASTORIUS, AUTHUR T
POTTS, ANNE
QUINN, KEVIN J
REPKO, MARY
SERATA, TAMARA
SHAH, KETAN
SHANK, G
SHEPPARD, JOHN M
STAHL, BERNARD L
WATROUS, A
BARABUTES, HELEN
BOWERS, CAROLYN
LUKE, SHERRY
MCCOMSEY, BRIAN
PIZII, ANTHONY E
WAGNER, BETH
PARKWAY ONE HOUR CLEANERS
MAMA LENAS PIZZA RESTAURANT
HONG KONG RESTRNT

6618094.5 Page: A17

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
907
911
913

930
940

Source
EDR Digital Archive

1995

(Cont'd)

MOVIE CO
PETER PIPER CASUAL FURNITURE
APEX LINK INC
KLIK PHOTO INBC
WEERASINGHE, GAJAKA
BELL MAINTENANCE PRODUCTS CO
BALDINO, JENNIE
BALDINOS RESTAURANT

6618094.5 Page: A18

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1302
1304
1306
1307
1308
1309

1310
1311
1312
1313
1314
1315
1316
1317

1318
1319
1320
1322
1337

Source
EDR Digital Archive

1995

HAMILTON, STEPHEN J
OCCUPANT UNKNOWNN
DAVIS, WALTER F
DIETRICH, DAVID R
CONWAY, PHILIP J
MOORE, DOROTHY A
BROOKS, ROBERT L
ENPROTECH MECH SER
I WI SALES
BERGER, TIMOTHY S
LIPPOLIS, FRANCIS A
FOGEL, JEFFREY P
HODICK, JOSEPH E
BIERDS, STEPHEN S
WILLEY, ROBERT
BLAIR, JOHN W
PEN DEL SALES CORP
PEN-DEL SALES CORP
WESTWOOD, OLIVER S
HOLMAN, JOHN H
MCKEE, MAE
BRUNO, JOSEPH C
VAUTIER, JOHN A
HOLMAN, JOHN H

6618094.5 Page: A19

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD
201
393
451
471
550
560
561
650
651
690
691
803

805

930
940

Source
EDR Digital Archive

1992

BENNETT, VERL P
REDMOND, JOSEPH W
HATTON, RONALD W
KADINGO, JOSEPH
LEE, HAENG W
NEWTON, BARRY
FORSYTHE, K A
MORRIS, DANIEL H JR
MCBRATNIE, JOHN E
HICKMAN, JOHN M
ATLANTIC PIPE LINE
HARRIS, MICHAEL W
ALT, B A
ANCRUM, CHARLES
BRADLEYTHOMPSO, JOAN
GILLIAM, DONNA
GOR, RAVI
KELLY, DAWN
MULLEN, B
RATHOD, M
REED, A E
STAHL, B L
THOMAS, ALVIN
WANG, Z
WATROUS, A
BUCHANAN, GREGG A
MARTIN, KIM C
MULLEN, CHIRS
BELL MAINTENANCE
BALDINO, JENNIE
BALDINOS RESTRNT
CALEOS BAKE SHOP

6618094.5 Page: A20

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN
1300
1304
1307
1308
1309
1310
1311
1312
1313
1314
1315
1317
1318
1319
1320
1339

Source
EDR Digital Archive

1992

HAMILTON, STEPHEN J
DAVIS, WALTER F
CONWAY, PHILIP J
MOORE, D A
BROOKS, ROBERT L
I WI SALES
BROWN, E H
GRIFFITH, ALLEN
LIPPOLIS, FRANCIS A
GRUBB, KENNETH E
HODICK, JOSEPH E
BIERDS, STEPHEN S
WILLEY, ROBERT
PEN-DEL SALES CORP
WESTWOOD, OLIVER S
HOLMAN, JOHN H
DAWSON, H R
BRUNO, CARMEN J
BLAIR, JOHN W

6618094.5 Page: A21

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1987

6618094.5 Page: A22

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1987

6618094.5 Page: A23

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1982

6618094.5 Page: A24

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1982

6618094.5 Page: A25

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1976

6618094.5 Page: A26

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1976

6618094.5 Page: A27

Target Street

Cross Street
-

E BOOT RD

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1972

6618094.5 Page: A28

Target Street
-

Cross Street

GREEN TREE LN

Source
Cole Criss-Cross Directory

1972

6618094.5 Page: A29

APPENDIX F: CURRENT DEED

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
RESOLUTION NO. 2022-37
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF WEST WHITELAND
TOWNSHIP, CHESTER COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, ACCEPTING THE DONATION
OF THE PROPERTY LOCATED 601 EAST BOOT ROAD.
WHEREAS, West Whiteland Township is duly organized Pennsylvania Second Class
Township located in Chester County, Pennsylvania (the “Township”); and
WHEREAS, Section 66502 of the Pennsylvania Second Class Township Code, 53 P.S. §
66502(a), extends to the Township the power to: “purchase, acquire by gift, or otherwise, hold
lease, let and convey, by sale or lease such real property as shall be deemed to be in the best interest
of the township”; and
WHEREAS, the West Whiteland Township Board of Supervisors has deemed it in the
best interest of the Township to acquire by gift all that certain lot, piece, or parcel of ground, situate
on 601 East Boot Road, West Whiteland Township, Pennsylvania, further identified as Chester
County UPI No. 41-6N-21, consisting of approximately 0.6992 acres, (the “Property”); and
WHEREAS, the donor of the Property, Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisitions, LLC
(the “Donor”) acquired the Property from Atlantic Pipeline (Out), LP pursuant to a Special
Warranty dated November 15, 2011, recorded March 27, 2012, in the Office of the Recorder of
Deeds for Chester County, Pennsylvania at Deed Book 8387, Page 1611; and
WHEREAS, the Property forsmerly housed a pump station used in connection with
Donor’s predecessor in title, the Philadelphia Water Company for the purposes of supplying
drinking water to a public water system and which has since been remediated, leaving the Property
currently vacant; and
WHEREAS, the Township and the Donor believe the donation of the Property to the
Township for the construction of stormwater quality improvements to be in the best interest of the
citizens of West Whiteland Township.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board of Supervisors of West
Whiteland Township hereby accepts the donation of the real property situate at 601 East Boot
Road, Pennsylvania for the purpose of construction of stormwater quality improvements.
BE IT FURTHR RESOLVED, that the Chair of the Board of Supervisors, the Township
Manager and the Township Solicitor are hereby authorized to prepare and execute any agreements
and documents required on West Whiteland Township’s behalf, as well as to assemble such
information as shall be required to pursue such agreement for the donation of the Property.

1

DULY PRESENTED AND ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of West Whiteland
Township, Chester County, Pennsylvania, this 10th day of August, 2022.

Attest:

WEST WHITELAND TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Pam Gural-Bear, Interim Township Manager

Rajesh Kumbhardare, Chairman

Theresa Santalucia, Vice-Chair

Brian Dunn, Supervisor

2

---

'_ - - ENERGY TRANSFER

June 23, 2022

Board of Supervisors
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341
Re: 601 E Boot Road – Property Donation
Tax Parcel #s 41-6N-21-U, containing approximately 0.6992 acres
Board of Supervisors,
Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition, LLC (SPREA) is the owner of a certain parcel of
land with an address of 601 E boot Road being Tax parcel number 41-6N-21-U in West
Whiteland Township. This property was formally owned by the Philadelphia Suburban Water
Company which housed a public water well and pump house as part of its public water system.
The water well and pump house have been closed and abandoned for many years and the
property is current vacant.
SPREA currently has no use for the property and wishes to donate the subject property to the
township for any purposes it sees fit including the possible construction of stormwater quality
improvements for the citizens of West Whiteland Township. Donation of the property would
be as is, where is and with all faults. Please confirm your acceptance of this donation and
SPREA can begin the process to transfer of the property to the township.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me with any questions at (610) 6703309 or by email at James.franciscus@energytransfer.com.
Sincerely

James Franciscus
Sr. Manager, Land & Right of Way
Sunoco Pipeline L.P.

Energy Transfer | 525 Fritztown Road

|

Sinking Spring, Pennsylvania 19608

|

(610) 670-3200

|

Prepared by/Return to:
Kilkenny Law, LLC
519 Swede Street
Norristown, PA 19401
(484) 679-8150
Tax ID / Parcel No. 41-6N-21 (601 E. Boot Road)

This Indenture, made the _______ day of
day of

, 2022, and made effective the
, 2022.

Between
SUNOCO PARTNERS REAL ESTATE ACQUISITION, LLC
(hereinafter called the Grantor), of the one part, and
TOWNSHIP OF WEST WHITELAND, A SECOND CLASS TOWNSHIP
(hereinafter called the Grantee), of the other part,

Witnesseth, that the said Grantor for and in consideration the sum of One And 00/100 Dollars ($1.00)

lawful money of the United States of America, unto it well and truly paid by the Grantee, at or before the
sealing and delivery hereof, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, has granted, bargained and sold,
released, confirmed and donated the said lot or piece of ground identified above pursuant to the authority
contained in Section 66502 of the Pennsylvania Second Class Township Code, 53 P.S. § 66502, and by
these presents does grant, bargain and sell, release and confirm unto Grantee,
See Attached Exhibit A (“Transferred Assets”)

Together with all and singular the buildings and improvements, ways, streets, alleys, driveways,
passages, waters, water-courses, rights, liberties, privileges, hereditaments and appurtenances, whatsoever
unto the hereby granted premises belonging, or in anywise appertaining, and the reversions and
remainders, rents, issues, and profits thereof; and all the estate, right, title, interest, property, claim and
demand whatsoever of it, Grantor, as well at law as in equity, of, in and to the same.

To have and to hold the Transferred Assets described above, with the buildings and improvements
thereon erected, hereditaments and premises hereby granted, or mentioned and intended so to be, with the
appurtenances, unto Grantee, its successors and assigns, to and for the only proper use and behoof of
Grantee, its successors and assigns, forever.
And the said Grantor, Grantor does hereby bind Grantor and Grantor’s heirs, successors, and assigns to
WARRANT AND DEFEND, all and singular, the Transferred Assets unto the said Grantee and Grantee’s

successors, and assigns, forever against every person whomsoever, lawfully claiming or to claim the same,
or any part thereof, by, through, or under Grantor, but not otherwise.
Except as otherwise provided in this Deed, the Transferred Assets are hereby assigned by the said Grantor
to the said Grantee without representation, warranty, or indemnity, either expressed or implied at common
law, by statute, or otherwise (all of which the said Grantor hereby disclaims), with respect to the following
matters pertaining to the Transferred Assets: (i) title; (ii) operating conditions; (iii) merchantability, design,
or quality; (iv) fitness for any particular purpose; (v) absence of latent defects; (vi) absence or condition of
environmental contaminants in, on, or under the Transferred Assets; (vii) value; or (viii) any other matter
whatsoever, it being understood that, except as otherwise provided in this Deed, the said Grantee is accepting
the Transferred Assets "AS IS," "WHERE IS," and "WITH ALL FAULTS," and, except as otherwise
provided in this Deed, Grantee is assuming all risk with respect to the Transferred Assets.

In Witness Whereof, the party of the first part has hereunto set its hand and seal. Dated the day
and year first above written.

Sealed and Delivered

SUNOCO PARTNERS REAL ESTATE
ACQUISITIONS, LLC

IN THE PRESENCE OF US:

BY:

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
County of Chester

Name, Title

:
:SS
:

On this the _________ day of
, 2022, before me, the undersigned
Notary Public, personally appeared
, who acknowledged
themself to be the
of Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition, LLC, and that
as such
being authorized to do so executed the foregoing instrument for the
purposes therein contained by signing the name of Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition, LLC by
themself as
.
.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal.
Notary Public
My commission expires

The address of the above-named Grantee is:
West Whiteland Township
101 Commerce Drive
Exton, PA 19341

On behalf of the Grantee

EXHIBIT A
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
ALL THAT CERTAIN tract or parcel of land and premises situated in the Township of West
Whiteland Township, County of Chester, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and known as being the same
premises conveyed to Atlantic Pipeline Corp. by deed dated September 29, 1989, and recorded December
6, 1989, in Deed Book 1804, Page 339 of Chester County Records and being more particularly described
as follows:
BEGINNING at point in the Northerly line of East Boot Road, a 50’ Wide Public right-of-way;
THENCE, along the Northerly line of East Boot Road and transitioning to the Easterly line of
Greentree Lane, a 50’ Wide Public right-of-way, and along the arc of a curve to the right having a radius
of 25.00’, a central angle of 90°00’01”, a chord which bears N 40°07’10” W, a chord distance of 35.36 feet,
an arc distance of 39.27 feet to a point of tangency;
THENCE, continuing along the Easterly line of said Greentree Lane, N 04°52’50” E, a distance
of 50.00 feet to a point of curvature;
THENCE, continuing along the Easterly line of said Greentree Lane, and along the arc of a curve
to the right, having a radius of 200.00 feet, a central angle of 29°58’54”, a chord which bears N 19°43’34”
E, a chord distance of 103.47 feet, an arc distance of 104.66 feet to a 3/4” Iron Rod found at the
southwesterly corner of lands now or formerly vested in Phillip J. & Barbara E. Conway by the Deed
recorded in Deed Book C46, Page 217 of Chester County Records;
THENCE, turning and leaving the Easterly line of said Greentree Lane and continuing along the
southerly line of said Phillip J. and Barbara E. Conway, S 69°08’55” E, a distance of 180.44 feet to a corner
of lands now or formerly vested in John E. & Mary Jane McBratnie by the Deed recorded in Deed Book
Q37, Page 135 of Chester County Records;
THENCE, turning and leaving the lands of said Phillip J. & Barbara E. Conway and continuing
along the Westerly line of lands of said John E. & Mary Jane McBratnie, S 04°43’30” W, a distance of
125.00 feet to a 3/4" Iron Rod found on the Northerly line of said East Boot Road;
THENCE, turning and leaving the lands of said John E. & Mary Jane McBratnie, and continuing
along the Northly line of said East Boot Road, N 85°16’30” W, a distance of 174.94 feet to the POINT OF
BEGINNING containing 29,636 Square Feet (0.6803 Acres) of land.
Containing 0.6803 acres, more or less.
Tax ID / Parcel No. 416N0021000U /UPI 41-6N-21
AND BEING the same premises which Atlantic Pipeline (Out), LP, by Special Warranty Deed dated
11/15/2011, and recorded on 3/27/2012, in the Chester County Recorder of Deeds Office in Record Book
8387, Page 1611, conveyed unto Sunoco Partners Real Estate Acquisition, LLC, in fee.

West Whiteland Township
Total Permits for 07/01/2022 to 07/31/2022

Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit
Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit
Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit
Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit
Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit
Permit Type
Commercial Construction Permit
Residential Construction Permit

# Of Permit Applications Received
18
91
109

Total

# Of Permits in Review (Application Packet and Plan Review)
8
12
20
Total

Total

# Of Permits Issued (Start Work)
22
143
165

Total

# Of Final/U&O Permits Issued (Closed out)
1
5
6

Total

# Of Completed Inspections
31
89
120

# Of Denials Issued (Incomplete Plan/Design Information)
2
4
6
Total

*Denials are the required response by UCC standards if an application and/or submitted plan are not compliant, due to the time retrictions imposed upon receiveing a submitted application.
A denial letter does not indicate that the project is denied, only that it is incomplete (not compliant) and the request made for additional information extends the deadline date.
A project would be denied (and referrred to the Zoning Hearing Board) if it was not consistent with the Townships zoning ordiance and/or required standards.

§ 403.43. Grant, denial and effect of permits.

(a) A building code official shall grant or deny a permit application, in whole or in part, within 30 business days of the filing date.
Reasons for the denial must be in writing, identifying the elements of the application which are not in compliance with the relevant provisions of the Uniform Construction Code
and ordinance as appropriate and providing a citation to the relevant provisions of the Uniform Construction Code and ordinance as appropriate, and sent to the applicant.
The building code official and the permit applicant may agree in writing to extend the deadline by a specific number of days.
A building code official may establish a different deadline to consider applications for a permit in an historic district.
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West Whiteland
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DATE 08/10/2022

CHECK # 65279 TO 65316

GENERAL FUND
SEWER FUND
SOLID WASTE FUND
LIQUID FUELS FUND
POST RETIREMENT MEDICAL FUND
PUBLIC SERVICE FUND
CRIME PREVENTION FUND
WC REG ERT
SUBTOTAL

CHECK PAYMENTS
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

DATE 07/28/2022

144,462.75
208,445.69
785.82
20,150.00
14,162.28
20,006.37
1,837.50
305.00
410,155.41

PAYROLL

GENERAL FUND
SEWER FUND
TECHNOLOGY FUND
SUBTOTAL

$
$
$
$

237,788.59
21,815.87
221.90
259,826.36

TOTAL

$

669,981.77

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

DATE

RAJESH KUMBHARDARE

THERESA SANTALUCIA

BRIAN DUNN
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number

ACUITY SPECIALTY PRODUCTS

08/22 08/10/2022

65279

Payee

195 ACUITY SPECIALTY PRODUCTS

Purchase Order
Number

Invoice
Number
9007640689

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 1
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

1 Zep Supplies

Invoice
GL Account
02-4290-3245

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

1,097.66

Total ACUITY SPECIALTY PRODUCTS:
Advance Auto Parts Professional

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65280
65280
65280
65280

268
268
268
268

1,097.66
Advance Auto Parts Professional
Advance Auto Parts Professional
Advance Auto Parts Professional
Advance Auto Parts Professional

9916220020
99162201108
99162201108
9916220710

1
1
1
1

Fleet Supplies
Fleet Supplies
Fleet Supplies
Fleet Supplies

01-4300-3246
01-4300-3246
01-4300-3246
01-4300-3246

33.25
74.49
82.77
53.18

Total Advance Auto Parts Professional:
ATLANTIC TACTICAL INC

08/22 08/10/2022

65281

2469 ATLANTIC TACTICAL INC

08/22 08/10/2022

65282

SI-80778242

1 Defense Technology

01-4100-3213

794.24

08/22 08/10/2022

65283

5887 Barbacane Thornton and Compan

47396

1 2021 audit-payment

01-4050-3311

1,490.00

771 BRANDYWINE RED CLAY ALLIA

08/22 08/10/2022

65284

4010 BUCKMAN'S INC.

2022 COST

1 2022 MS4 Support

01-4300-3306

950.00

08/22 08/10/2022

65285

Total CES Engineering LLC:

950.00
950.00

791207

1 HYPOCHLORITE SOLUTION
GALLON/180

02-4290-3245

619.20

Total BUCKMAN'S INC.:
CES Engineering LLC

1,490.00
1,490.00

Total BRANDYWINE RED CLAY ALLIANCE:
BUCKMAN'S INC.

794.24
794.24

Total Barbacane Thornton and Company LLP:
BRANDYWINE RED CLAY ALLIANCE

33.25
74.49
82.77
53.18
243.69

Total ATLANTIC TACTICAL INC:
Barbacane Thornton and Company LLP

1,097.66

619.20
619.20

5840 CES Engineering LLC

220197

1 Work completed from March 28May 1, 2022

65-5650-3313

517.50

517.50
517.50
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

CMSE INC.

08/22 08/10/2022

Vendor
Number

65286

Payee

5948 CMSE INC.

Purchase Order
Number
80

Invoice
Number
WW-67320 A

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 2
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

1 Exton Park Restroom - Electrical
Contract

Invoice
GL Account
65-5650-3450

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

2,160.00

Total CMSE INC.:
COLLINSON INC

08/22 08/10/2022

2,160.00
65287

278 COLLINSON INC

77

C9019

1 Burke Road Guiderail repair
PO 77

35-4380-4380

4,400.00

Total COLLINSON INC:
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE GROUP

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65288
65288
65288
65288
65288
65288

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

65289

4836
4836
4836
4836
4836
4836

COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G
COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE G

605322
605322
605322
605322
605422
605422

1
2
3
4
1
2

2022 Preservation Services
BILLABLE TO CPC/WESTRUM
BILLABLE TO CROSS GABLES
ESTATE
BILLABLE TO BOOT
RD/TROUPE
2022 Preservation Services
BILLABLE TO KEVA FLATS

01-4140-3450
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-3450
01-4140-1451

493.00
348.00
29.00
29.00
580.00
174.00

638 COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSY

08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022

65290
65290

5345 CONCENTRA
5345 CONCENTRA

1254573

1 WASTEWATER SYSTEM - 2022
ANNUAL FEES

02-4290-3420

65.00

65.00
65.00

15773752
514499503

1 Breath Alcohol Test
1 SCREENING

01-4300-3192
01-4010-3450

285.00
64.00

Total CONCENTRA:

285.00
64.00
349.00

CONTINENTAL CONCRETE PRODUCTS

08/22 08/10/2022

493.00
348.00
29.00
29.00
580.00
174.00
1,653.00

Total COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:
CONCENTRA

4,400.00
4,400.00

Total COMMONWEALTH HERITAGE GROUP:
08/22 08/10/2022

2,160.00

65291

784 CONTINENTAL CONCRETE PR 69

Total CONTINENTAL CONCRETE PRODUCTS:

220714WES

1 Tapestry: Inlet boxes, C-Tops, and
grates - 439

35-4380-3668

13,876.00

13,876.00
13,876.00
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number

D'AMBROSIO'S AUTO GROUP

08/22 08/10/2022

65292

Payee

1878 D'AMBROSIO'S AUTO GROUP

Purchase Order
Number

Invoice
Number
429062

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 3
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

1 Fleet Supplies

Invoice
GL Account
01-4300-3246

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

212.97

Total D'AMBROSIO'S AUTO GROUP:
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH INS TRUST

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65293
65293
65293
65293
65293
65293
65293
65293
65293
65293

2229
2229
2229
2229
2229
2229
2229
2229
2229
2229

212.97
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN
DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH IN

23375
23375
23375
23375
23375
23375
23375
23375
23375
23375

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE
HEALTH INSURANCE

01-4010-3156
01-4050-3156
01-4100-3156
01-4130-3156
01-4140-3156
01-4300-3156
01-4520-3156
40-4500-3156
12-4310-3156
40-4500-3156

771.13
3,892.36
64,187.18
5,331.80
4,523.95
8,937.73
5,471.33
10,443.27
785.82
3,451.70

Total DELAWARE VALLEY HEALTH INS TRUST:
EDMUNDS & ASSOCIATES

08/22 08/10/2022

65294

5298 EDMUNDS & ASSOCIATES

22-IN3676

1 Payment Processing Fees 2022
JAN-JUNE

02-4290-3807

313.75

5634 EMERGENCY SERVICE MARKE

P-ERT-2022-

1 Annual Dispatch service fee

96-4100-3245

305.00

Total EMERGENCY SERVICE MARKETING CORP.:
EXETER SUPPLY COMPANY

08/22 08/10/2022

65296

1957 EXETER SUPPLY COMPANY

08/22 08/10/2022

65297

Total GENERAL CODE:

305.00
305.00

371036

1 GARAGE SUPPLIES

02-4290-3245

120.00

Total EXETER SUPPLY COMPANY:
GENERAL CODE

313.75
313.75

EMERGENCY SERVICE MARKETING CORP.

65295

771.13
3,892.36
64,187.18
5,331.80
4,523.95
8,937.73
5,471.33
10,443.27
785.82
3,451.70
107,796.27

Total EDMUNDS & ASSOCIATES:
08/22 08/10/2022

212.97

120.00
120.00

2332 GENERAL CODE

PG00002922

1 Code Analysis - Ordinance 469

01-4140-3450

574.00

574.00
574.00
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date
HA WEIGAND INC

08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number

65298
65298
65298

Payee

Purchase Order
Number

47 HA WEIGAND INC
47 HA WEIGAND INC
47 HA WEIGAND INC

Invoice
Number
120174
120228
120228

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 4
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

1 Public Works Supplies
1 Supplies
2 Traffic Cones W/Collars

Invoice
GL Account
01-4300-3245
01-4300-3245
02-4290-3245

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

160.00
199.00
847.50

Total HA WEIGAND INC:

1,206.50

HANSON AGGREGATES INC

08/22 08/10/2022

65299

63 HANSON AGGREGATES INC

4163191

1 Supplies

01-4300-3245

145.59

Total HANSON AGGREGATES INC:
HHF Lawn Care LLC

08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022

65300
65300

5187 HHF Lawn Care LLC
5187 HHF Lawn Care LLC

62

2088
2089

1 Mowing Sewer Right of Ways
1 Lawn Maintenance Contract

01-4520-3450
01-4520-3450

660.00
7,425.00

3444 INTEGRATED HEALTH & WELLN

20220105

1 New hire medical exam

01-4100-3196

190.00

Total INTEGRATED HEALTH & WELLNESS CENTER:
65302

3568 INTERNATIONAL FIREWORKS

22-351

1 Community Day - Fireworks
Display

01-4520-3758

11,000.00

Total INTERNATIONAL FIREWORKS MANUFACTURING CO:
JENNIFER KELLER

08/22 08/10/2022

65303

08/22 08/10/2022

65304

Total Kuharchik Construction Co.:

11,000.00
11,000.00

5484 JENNIFER KELLER

6051408178

1 Reimbursement

01-4010-3119

18.56

Total JENNIFER KELLER:
Kuharchik Construction Co.

190.00
190.00

INTERNATIONAL FIREWORKS MANUFACTURING CO

08/22 08/10/2022

660.00
7,425.00
8,085.00

INTEGRATED HEALTH & WELLNESS CENTER

65301

145.59
145.59

Total HHF Lawn Care LLC:
08/22 08/10/2022

160.00
199.00
847.50

18.56
18.56

5882 Kuharchik Construction Co.

12

WHITFORD

1 Pole Relocation Project

65-5650-3450

1,323.72

1,323.72
1,323.72
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number

Payee

LAW ENFORCEMENT ACCREDITATION SERVICES

08/22 08/10/2022

65305

5876 LAW ENFORCEMENT ACCREDI

Purchase Order
Number

Invoice
Number
1106

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 5
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

1 LEAS Accreditation Services

Invoice
GL Account
01-4100-3450

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

6,000.00

Total LAW ENFORCEMENT ACCREDITATION SERVICES:
PECO ENERGY COMPANY

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65306
65306
65306
65306

31
31
31
31

PECO ENERGY COMPANY
PECO ENERGY COMPANY
PECO ENERGY COMPANY
PECO ENERGY COMPANY

6,000.00
9919400400
9919400400
9919400400
9919400400

1
2
3
4

Highways June-July Electric
Parks June-July Electric
Sewer June-July Electric
CMPS Electric

01-4300-3361
01-4520-3361
02-4290-3361
02-4290-3361

723.66
338.07
2,008.57
2,072.15

Total PECO ENERGY COMPANY:
PENDERGAST SAFETY EQUIPMENT CO

08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022

65307
65307

08/22 08/10/2022

65308

3453 PENDERGAST SAFETY EQUIPM
3453 PENDERGAST SAFETY EQUIPM

314549
314588

1 SEWER SUPPLIES
1 HWY Supplies

02-4290-3245
01-4300-3245

185.00
206.04

3596 PETROLEUM TRADERS CORPO

08/22 08/10/2022

65309

5947 Point Emblems

1791625

1 ULTRA LOW SULFUR
DIESEL/500

01-4300-3232

2,033.67

13320

1 Supplies For WWPD 50th Anniv.

95-7600-7100

1,837.50

1,837.50
1,837.50

SASS-MOORE SERVICE CORP

65310

3788 SASS-MOORE SERVICE CORP

86526

1 PD unit check

01-4092-3451

733.96

Total SASS-MOORE SERVICE CORP:
SIGNAL SERVICE INC

2,033.67
2,033.67

Total Point Emblems:
08/22 08/10/2022

185.00
206.04
391.04

Total PETROLEUM TRADERS CORPORATION:
Point Emblems

723.66
338.07
2,008.57
2,072.15
5,142.45

Total PENDERGAST SAFETY EQUIPMENT CO:
PETROLEUM TRADERS CORPORATION

6,000.00

733.96
733.96

08/22 08/10/2022

0

37 SIGNAL SERVICE INC

045570

08/22 08/10/2022

0

37 SIGNAL SERVICE INC

045606

1 Rt 100 & Whiteland Towne Center
- Replaced two broken/missing
back plates for onboard signals 433
1 Rt 100 & Bartlett - Red led

35-4380-3456

540.00

540.00
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date
08/22 08/10/2022
08/22 08/10/2022

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number
0
0

Payee

37 SIGNAL SERVICE INC
37 SIGNAL SERVICE INC

Purchase Order
Number

Invoice
Number
045681
045682

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 6
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

replacement - 433
1 Rt 30 & Campbell - Green LED
replacement - 433
1 Rt 30 & WEST MALL ENTRANCE
- Secure Bolts - 433

Invoice
GL Account
35-4380-3456
35-4380-3456
35-4380-3456

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

248.50
277.50
808.00

Total SIGNAL SERVICE INC:
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY INC

1,874.00

08/22 08/10/2022

65311

41 SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN

0272745

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

65311
65311
65311
65311
65311
65311
65311
65311
65311
65311

41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41
41

0272746
0272747
0272748
0272749
0272750
0272751
0272753
0272754
0272756
0272757

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN
SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY IN

1 PLAN REVIEW - CARRIAGE
HOME CLUSTER
DEVELOPMENT
1 PLAN REVIEW - THE RESERVE
AND ASHBRIDGE
1 PLAN REVIEW - LOCHIEL
PROPERTY
1 PLAN REVIEW - HORN
PLUMBING -SORT PARTNER
1 PLAN REVIEW - COLLEGIUM
AUDITOTIUM
1 PLAN REVIEW - BRANDOLINI
SUBDIVISION
1 PLAN REVIEW - 4 TABAS
LANES
1 PLAN REVIEW - EXTON KNOLL
1 PLAN REVIEW - WAWA690
EAST LINCOLN HWY
1 PLAN REVIEW - 296 BOOT RD
SUBDIVISION
1 MISC ASSIGNMENTS

01-4140-1451

1,276.25

1,276.25

01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-3450

236.75
583.25
294.00
1,910.90
707.00
2,702.00
4,186.00
328.50
401.50
36.50

236.75
583.25
294.00
1,910.90
707.00
2,702.00
4,186.00
328.50
401.50
36.50

Total SPOTTS STEVENS & MCCOY INC:
STANDARD INSURANCE COMPANY

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65312
65312
65312
65312
65312
65312
65312
65312
65312

248.50
277.50
808.00

2168
2168
2168
2168
2168
2168
2168
2168
2168

12,662.65
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP
STANDARD INSURANCE COMP

7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001
7600130001

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

LIFE INSURANCE - Admin
LIFE INSURANCE - Finance
LIFE INSURANCE - PD
LIFE INSURANCE - Codes
LIFE INSURANCE - Planning &
Zoning
LIFE INSURANCE - Highway
(PW)
LIFE INSURANCE - Parks (PW)
LIFE INSURANCE - Sewer
LIFE INSURANCE - Post
Retirement

01-4010-3158
01-4050-3158
01-4100-3158
01-4130-3158
01-4140-3158
01-4300-3158
01-4520-3158
02-4290-3158
40-4500-3158

98.30
82.03
1,048.14
124.02
72.59
195.30
42.32
250.64
267.31

98.30
82.03
1,048.14
124.02
72.59
195.30
42.32
250.64
267.31
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West Whiteland Township
GL
Check
Period Issue Date

West Whiteland Township Payment List
Check Issue Dates: 8/10/2022 - 8/10/2022

Check
Number

Vendor
Number

Payee

Purchase Order
Number

Invoice
Number

Invoice
Sequence

Page: 7
Aug 04, 2022 09:18AM
Description

Invoice
GL Account

Invoice
Amount

Check
Amount

Total STANDARD INSURANCE COMPANY:
THEURKAUF

08/22
08/22
08/22
08/22

08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022
08/10/2022

65313
65313
65313
65313

3991
3991
3991
3991

THEURKAUF
THEURKAUF
THEURKAUF
THEURKAUF

2,180.65
0722-02
0722-10
0722-11
0722-13

1
1
1
1

Exton Park - LS inspection
Lochiel Farm - LS Inspection
Ship Run - LD Review
CFS - LS Inspection

65-5650-3313
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451
01-4140-1451

1,055.15
555.07
125.00
241.40

Total THEURKAUF:

1,976.62

TRAFFIC PLANNING & DESIGN

08/22 08/10/2022

65314

259 TRAFFIC PLANNING & DESIGN

TPD30616

1 LINCOLN HWY & SHIP RD

65-5650-3313

14,950.00

Total TRAFFIC PLANNING & DESIGN:
WEST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

08/22 08/10/2022

1,055.15
555.07
125.00
241.40

65315

14,950.00
14,950.00

84 WEST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP

WW-2-22-O&

1 Q2 2022 Sewer Treatment

02-4290-3460

200,866.22

200,866.22

Total WEST GOSHEN TOWNSHIP:

200,866.22

Total Calculated:

410,155.41

Grand Totals:

410,155.41
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