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Mr. Horrocks stated the Supervisors should be aware that any
modification of the formerly approved Elysian Fields plan would
entail revisions in order to adhere to new Subdivision/Land
Development Ordinance requirements.

By working in conjunction with the Planning Commission and Mr.
Wynn, Mr. Collie would be willing to present the plan, using the
former Ordinance requirements, as well as attempting to meet as
many of the new Ordinance requirements as possible. Supervisor
Bennington stated he personally can not give Mr. Collie any
direction until this plan has been before the Planning Commission
for their direction. Chairman Bennett commented he does prefer the
Orchard Glen plan over the Elysian Fields plan since it reduces the
number of dwelling units from 59 to 34.

Prior to appearing before the Planning Commission, Mr. Wynn
believes the applicant should identify what areas of the two
Ordinances they do or do not feel they can comply with. Further,
Mr. Wynn stated the applicant has only touched the tip of the
iceberg with regard to the revisions made in the new
Subdivision/Land Development Ordinance. For instance, with
recreational facilities, Mr. Collie's plan does not propose any,
however both the Subdivision Ordinance and the Zoning Ordinance
require recreational facilities. With regard to street
improvements on Orchard Road, Mr. Wynn explained this original plan
proposed off-site improvements of curbing, sidewalk, and road
widening beyond the limits of the site to the intersection. Mr.
Wynn stated the approved plan also included curbing and widening
on the opposite side of the road for approximately three properties
to the intersection, as well as the lowering of the vertical curve.
Solicitor Grabowski feels Mr. Collie has put Mr. Wynn in an unfair
position because Mr. Wynn has not even finished his engineering
review. Solicitor Grabowskl asked if the Planning Commission 1is
able to intelligently review this plan without Mr. Wynn's review
letter and the Bucks County Planning Commission's review. Mr. Wynn
does not feel that they can. Mr. Collie stated part of the problem
is due to the double Ordinance situation that exits. Solicitor
Grabowski feels that Mr. Collie knows he must comply with the
present Subdivision/Land Development Ordinance which was adopted
on December 26, 1995. If Mr. Collie wishes to ask for relief of
that requirement, Solicitor Grabowski stated the applicant will
have to go through a more formal procedure consisting of a written
request for the Township to consider amending its Subdivision
and/or Zoning Ordinance to allow for what is being requested.

Solicitor Grabowski asked if Mr. Wynn should continue with his
review of the plan that was filed. Mr. Collie replied Mr. John
Tressler of Bouchet and James would like to meet with Mr. Wynn to
discuss the issue and he is willing to pay Mr. Wynn for his time.
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Supervisor Bennington was very upset by this and will personally
speak to the respective chlefs of the Souderton and Telford Fire
Companies.

Mr. Horrocks noted the Board of Supervisors were not made aware of
this situation because a formal recommendation was not vyet
forwarded to them. Without the Director of Public Safety present
at meeting, Mr. Horrocks suggested that this issue not be addressed
at this time.

2. Mr. John Perritt of 203 Goldenrod <Court, was in
attendance to discuss the proposed Orchard Glen development. Mr.
Perritt has reviewed both the former Elysian Fields plan, and the
new Orchard Glen plan, and from speaking to neighboring residents,
they would favor 34 single homes rather than 59 townhouses. Mr.
Perritt is also concerned about traffic in the area.

Further, as president of the Silverdale Fire Company, Mr. Perritt
has only become involved within the past two or three months with
the issue previously discussed. Mr. Perritt understands Supervisor
Bennington's confusion because the fire companies were also taken
aback by what transpired with the changes in the fire contracts.
The Silverdale Fire Company understood that the review being done
by Chief Egly would be presented to the Fire Prevention Bureau for
further discussion and their ultimate recommendation to the Board

of Supervisors. However, according to Mr. Perritt, the £fire
companies received a proposed fire contract in the mail, with no
opportunity for discussion. Mr. Horrocks noted that no fire

company officer was asked to sign those proposed fire contracts.
The contracts were to be discussed at the February Fire Prevention
Bureau meeting and those members who attended the December Fire
Prevention Bureau meeting were aware of that. Mr. Horrocks stated
the proposed fire contracte were not to be signed until the Fire
Prevention Bureau discussed and made recommendations. In speaking
with officers of other fire companies, Mr. Perritt advised they
were also led to believe that those contracts were to be signed.
Without the presence of Chief Egly, Mr. Horrocks was very reluctant
to discuss this issue any further. Mr. Perritt agreed that this
discussion should not take place tonight and commented the
Silverdale Fire Company will also be forwarding a letter to Mr.
Horrocks, however they have no intention of resigning from the Fire
Prevention Bureau.

Supervisor Bennington suggested that all seven fire chiefs attend
the next Supervisor's meeting when Chief Egly is present. Mr.
Horrocks noted a letter was sent to all fire chiefs advising that
this matter will be addressed publicly at the February 26, 1996
Board of Supervisor's meeting.






