HARRIS TOWNSHIP

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Regular Meeting Minutes

April 12, 2010

7:30 PM

Board Members in Attendance:
Nigel Wilson
Charles Graham
Clifford Warner
Paul M. Rittenhouse, Sr.

Staff in Attendance:


Amy Farkas, Township Manager
Todd Shea, Zoning/Ord. Enforcement Officer
Courtney Pelchar, Administrative Secretary
D.J. Liggett, CRPA Senior Planner
Public in Attendance:
Fred DiMuccio, resident
Barb Fiscus, Kaywood resident

Allen Fiscus, Kaywood resident 

Rob Watts, McCormick Taylor

Eric Stashack, Kaywood North developer

Karl Stashack, Kaywood North developer

William Spedding, PennTerra 

Susan Hammerstedt 

Kay Winter, Kaywood resident

Jack Winter, Kaywood resident

Tom Songer II, Torron Group

Bruce Lord, Parks & Rec

Ursula Allison, Kaywood resident 

Kevin Harvatine, Kaywood resident

Katie Harvatine, Kaywood resident

Barbara Hubbard, Linden Hall Rd resident  

CALL TO ORDER:

Chairman Wilson called the April 12, 2010 Regular Meeting of the Harris Township Board of Supervisors to order at 7:30 PM followed by the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Supervisor Graham moved to approve the minutes of the March 8, 2010 regular meeting. Supervisor Rittenhouse seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously, with Vice Chairman Warner abstaining, as he was not in attendance at the meeting. 

Chairman Wilson announced that an executive session would be held at the end of the meeting to discuss a real estate matter.

CITIZEN COMMENTS:

Steve Williams, Boalsburg Pike resident, asked that the recreational fire burning ordinance be revisited. He expressed his concerns with his neighbor’s excessive recreational burning and his difficultly in battling smoke. He suggested instituting burning time, duration and weather perimeters.

Supervisor Rittenhouse agreed that the ordinance should be revisited and asked Mr. Williams the number for times per year that he experiences these conditions. Mr. Williams said that he couldn’t give a total but said that it could be up to twelve times a month. 

Supervisor Graham said that he didn’t believe that the Board of Supervisors should develop an ordinance around one special situation and that it is an issue to be settled between neighbors. 

Ms. Farkas suggested that Officer Greg Koehle, the State College Police Community Relations Officer, be asked to visit Mr. William’s neighbor. He could discuss the situation with the neighbor in hope of finding a compromise.

Chairman Wilson said that he agreed with Mr. Williams that a burning timeframe restriction would be a good idea.

Supervisor Graham disagreed and said that it was too restrictive. He said that he was hoped to find an alternative solution without visiting the ordinance. He asked that Staff ask the Community Relations Officer to intervene with the neighbor. 

TOWNSHIP BUSINESS:

A. DISCUSSION OF OPEN SPACE SURVEY:

Ms. Farkas informed the Board that Dr. Janet Swim, a member of the Ad Hoc Open Space Committee and a Conservation Psychology professor at Penn State, had one of her classes conduct an open space survey. The students are surveying approximately 900 random households in the Township in an effort to gauge residents’ opinions on open space preservation. Survey results are expected to be available in early May. 

Dr. Swim said that the survey was mailed to randomly selected Township residents in the beginning of April. She detailed the data collection methods. She said there has been a 45 percent response rate so far to the survey. 

Mr. Rittenhouse expressed his concerns with surveys being slanted or worded so that the survey taker is steered in a particular direction to influence the results. He cited the question from the survey that asked if open space issues were consistent with the Township and regional plans. He argued that most residents, including him, would not know what the regional or Township plans are. He said that there should have been more background information for the survey taker to base their answers on.  

Dr. Swim said that Mr. Rittenhouse should know that the results will be informative to the Ad Hoc Open Space Committee but not necessarily directive. She went on to say that there are always compromises when surveys are given. Many times the questions are brief so as to encourage a response. The survey also included open ended questions that allow residents to express their thoughts. These questions help the Ad Hoc Open Space Committee understand the mind of the community on the matter of open space.  

Supervisor Rittenhouse questioned how the results of the survey would be used. He also questioned how residents could make informed answers without having all of the facts on how open space preservation may impact their property or the taxes they pay. 

Dr. Swim replied and said that the survey was created to highlight points of discussion for the Committee and was not a vote on taxes or open space. A tax increase is only one proposed method of funding open space preservation. 

Bruce Lord, chairman of the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee and member of the Ad Hoc Open Space Committee, asked that Supervisor Rittenhouse attend the Committee meetings and participate in the discussion of the survey results. The survey was designed to help the Committee understand how to handle specific pieces of property if they become available for open space.  

Ms. Farkas noted that the Committee would like to have a joint meeting with the Board of Supervisors in June. The discussion will include the preliminary work to determine criteria for considering lands to be preserved and the communication of the survey results to the residents. She also noted that the Township would consider using tax dollars or grant funds to purchase an easement through a resident’s property if they are willing but would not advocate taking private property.

Supervisor Graham asked if there would be a referendum on the proposed tax increase. Mr. Lord said that for the joint meeting the Committee will prepare a report with a suite of options to explore concerning open space and funding in the Township. 

B. KAYWOOD NORTH PRELIMINARY SUBDIVISION PLAN:
Ms. Farkas said that this plan proposes 40 residential lots at the northwest corner of the existing Kaywood development. A concept plan for the project was reviewed by the Board in June 2009. At the time, the Board expressed concern about the traffic the new development would create and asked the developer to complete a traffic impact study. The traffic impact study was reviewed by Rob Watts, the Township Traffic Engineer, and PennDOT.   

Ms. Farkas went on to say that the outstanding comments from the traffic impact study involved the installation of turning lanes at Rockey Lane and Indian Hill Road. The Township Traffic Engineer, the Township Manager and the Solicitor held a conference call with PennDOT on February 16th to discuss the turning lane issue. In the discussion with PennDOT, it was noted that the state cannot require the developer to install the turning lanes, as they will not be obtaining a highway occupancy permit. The developer will be tying into existing Township roads, not Route 45, with their project. As such, PennDOT said it could require the Township to complete the installation of the turning lanes, since the traffic impact study shows the need for the improvement and the Township holds the highway occupancy permits for Rockey Lane and Indian Hill Road. 

Ms. Farkas noted that the Township’s Traffic Engineer estimated the cost of the turning lane at Rockey Lane to be $200,000. The Township does not have the funds to complete the installation of this turning lane on its own. The idea of asking the developer to contribute money into an escrow fund for the improvement was discussed with the Solicitor. 

Ms. Farkas said that Staff met with the developer on March 3rd to discuss the issue. The Township asked if the developer would be willing to contribute money into an escrow account for the turning lane at Rockey Lane. While the money in the escrow account wouldn’t fund the improvement entirely, it would fund a portion of it. The Township could then approach other developers in the area and ask for similar contributions. It is unknown at this point when the turning lane will be required and what, if anything, the developer of the Rockey Farm will be required to contribute to this improvement. A full traffic impact study for the Rockey Farm will not be completed until the next set of preliminary plans are submitted. 

Ms. Farkas announced that the developer had previously agreed to contribute $90,000 in fee in lieu monies to satisfy the parkland requirement. Staff offered that if the developer were amenable to placing funds in an escrow account, a recommendation could be made to waive the parkland requirement. The developer was amenable to contributing $90,000 to an escrow account provided that the funds could be paid over a set period of time. If this were to occur, the developer and the Township would have to enter into an agreement that would specify when funds would be paid and the penalty for failure to make such payments. 

At the March Planning Commission meeting, the developer was asked to consider contributing more funds to the turning lane improvement. The developer agreed to contribute $110,000 in an escrow account for the improvement. The Planning Commission recommended that the parkland requirement be waived in exchanged for $110,000 being placed in an escrow account for the turning lane. The developer has asked that either contribution be paid over time, as lots are sold.

At its March Meeting, the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee discussed the issue. They voted against waiving the parkland requirement, as they are solely funded by fee in lieu monies at the moment. In approving their motion, they also noted the loss of $20,000 from their fund for the Hess Field acquisition. 

Ms. Farkas suggested that the Board could waive the parkland requirement and accept the $110,000 to be placed in an escrow account for the turning lane improvement or accept the $90,000 in parkland fee in lieu monies. The Solicitor has advised Staff that this plan cannot be denied because of the turning lanes, as the turning lanes are considered off site improvements. According to the regulations in the Municipal Planning Code, developers cannot be required to pay for off site improvements. 

 Mr. Shea detailed a letter submitted to the Board by Kaywood residents, including Mr. and Mrs. Fiscus, concerning the new developments impact on the Kaywood street traffic. Mr. Shea noted that the concerns were typical of any new proposed development. The traffic study did not signal any unique problems or any measurable safety impact concerning street widths or site distances in Kaywood. Ms. Liggett added that initially the Township required the traffic impact study to determine the safety issues or possible necessary improvements and the results did not indicate that such were necessary. 

Ms. Fiscus, Kaywood resident, asked when the first traffic study took place. Rob Watts, Township Traffic Engineer, said that the first version of the study took place in October 2009. The data was most likely collected in the preceding September. The study would have to be conducted while public schools and Penn State University are in session. 

 Several Kaywood residents asked if all of the traffic will converge on one intersection to exit the neighborhood and suggested that a new exit be considered. Mr. Watts said that the 2 way stop control at Montclair Lane and Kathryn Street can handle the expected increase of traffic. He said that the engineering factors and formulas have proven this. 

The residents also asked what the solution would be if the intersection at Montclair Avenue and Kathryn Street were to be blocked. The traffic could possibly be blocked from continuing on Montclair Avenue or onto Ella Drive from Kathryn Street and out of the neighborhood. Mr. Watts agreed that it is a valid general connectivity issue that should be looked at but it is an existing issue that wasn’t created by the new Kaywood North development. 

Ms. Farkas noted that the farm behind the existing Kaywood development is not propose for development, meaning a connection to Linden Hall Road is not an option at this point in time. A future road connection is shown on the Township’s Official Map and if the farm were ever to be developed, the Township would like to see this connection made.  

Chairman Wilson asked if the development would meet the Township ordinance concerning the connectivity requirement. Mr. Shea said that this does meet the ordinance of connectivity. He said the Township Engineer and the Township Traffic Engineer have both evaluated the plans and found they were in compliance with our ordinance. a

Ms. Shea continued to read from the Kaywood resident’s letter expressing concerns with heavy equipment, debris and noise from the construction vehicles affecting the roads in the neighborhood. Mr. Shea said that the Township has had success in the past in securing a bond from a developer for potential damages to a road as result of construction vehicles in places where bonding is not required. 

Mr. Shea said that the Township cannot answer the questions from the Kaywood resident’s letter concerning construction and service interruptions on the sewer pumping station but asked that the engineer from PennTerra address the question. 

William Spedding, PennTerra Engineering, indicated on the plan where the new pumping station would be located. He explained that the new pumping station must be built and inspected before the old pumping station can be taken offline. The disruption would be brief as one system is drained and the other brought online. This small disruption would take place midday at its least active time. 

Barbara Hubbard, Linden Hall Road resident, said that she noted three phases to the new development that would extend to the year 2018. She asked why the pump station was only visible on the plans at the bottom of phase 3. 

Mr. Spedding said that construction of the pump station will be done in phase one but that it is located in phase three. UAJA reviewed the plan and asked that the existing sewage pump station be changed. They preferred one new pump station to service all of Kaywood including the new phases of Kaywood North. They will contribute a portion of the funding as it was their recommendation to install a new site. The remainder of the cost will be covered by the developer. 

Chairman Wilson initiated discussion on the PennDOT required turning lanes. He asked when the mandated turning lanes were required to be completed. 

Mr. Watts said that the traffic impact study showed that the turn lanes are warranted by the volume of traffic from the existing neighborhood. The Kaywood North development would by itself also trigger the need for the turning lanes. In the past the Township has acknowledged the need for improvement in this particular corridor by submitting it as a potential project for the Centre Country Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP). He said that PennDOT has given the Township constructive notice as the holder of the highway occupancy permit. Usually at the beginning of a development the road improvements and infrastructure are taken care of by the developer but in this case the Township owns the highway occupancy permit.

Chairman Wilson said that it is obvious this isn’t an option for the Township to consider but a requirement by PennDOT to be met. 

Ms. Hubbard asked where the figure of $90,000 and $110,000 came from in lieu of the 2 acres of parkland. Ms. Farkas explained that the Township has a formula to calculate the parkland fee in lieu. The amount of $2,250 is multiplied by the number of proposed dwelling units. In the case of the Kaywood North development with 40 proposed dwelling units the total is $90,000. She said in an effort to procure funding for the turning lane project the developer was approached with the idea of waiving the parkland requirement in exchange for having the $90,000 placed into an escrow account for the turning lane at Rockey Lane. She said that at the last Planning Commission meeting, Chairman John Wainright, asked the developer if he’d be willing to contribute another $20,000 to the project. At the meeting Mr. Stashack agreed to the amount of $110,000 to go into an escrow account to be used for the construction of the turning lanes. 

Ms. Hubbard said that her understanding was that you could not trade park money for road improvements. Ms. Farkas replied that the Township has the legal discretion to waive the requirement, as it is found in the subdivision ordinance.  

Mr. Lord explained that the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee relies on the parkland fee in lieu monies to pay for improvements to the Township’s parks. He was concerned that if this money were lost, the Committee would be under a financial hardship. . 

Kevin Harvatine, Kaywood resident, suggested that a piece of green space could be dedicated to the Township. He felt this could act as a buffer between the existing development and the new development. 
Supervisor Graham said that the best parkland isn’t always designed as manicured parkland. Mr. Shea said that according to the ordinance a linear, five foot wide trail is permissible. 

 Mr. Shea said that this particular issue with the parkland and the fee in lieu comes down to whether the Township wants to foot the bill for the turning lane or get help funding it. 

Supervisor Graham said that he didn’t want to do anything with the turning lanes at this point. He said that he doesn’t think that the Township should be stuck with the bill.  He also doesn’t want to see the parks program suffer. He suggested that the developer of the Rockey Farm be contacted to help with the turning lane project as the same will likely be required at the entrance at Rockey Ridge Lane. He asked the developer if they would be willing to contribute the parkland and the money for the turning lane. 

Eric Stashack, Kaywood North Developer, asked if they were to pull out of the project would the Board not go ahead with the Township’s obligation to install turning lanes. That suggests the Board was waiting for developments to come along to pay for Township improvements. He says that he doesn’t like being put on the spot for something that the Township is being required to do by PennDOT. 

Supervisory Graham said that he doesn’t see the Township installing the turning lanes without the new development. Mr. Shea argued that if the Kaywood North developers decide not to follow through with their development plans the Township is still required by PennDOT to install the turning lanes. 

 Ms. Farkas said that the idea of the fee in lieu money being placed into an escrow account for the turning lane was originally suggested by PennDOT, as they have seen other municipalities use a similar approach. She clarified for Supervisor Graham that the choice was either to take the parkland or the $110,000. 

Chairman Wilson noted that the developer has given us $20,000 even beyond the $90,000 of required parkland monies. But he does not want to set a precedent in taking the monies from the parkland. 

Supervisor Rittenhouse said that he thinks the turning lanes should be installed because it is a safety issue and that the Board should be flexible when considering their options. 

Karl Stashack, Kaywood North Developer, asked if the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee wanted more land or the money. He offered the 2 acres of land to be used either for a path or for an addition to the existing Kaywood Park in addition to the money for the turning lane..   He suggested that if the money isn’t all used for the turning lane then it could be given to the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee. 

Mr. Shea said that in this case no money actually has to change hands. The developer is required to dedicate a certain amount of parkland and it is up to them if they decide to do fee in lieu of parkland. The Township cannot require fee in lieu. The developer of Kaywood North is on record as saying that he would offer fee in lieu. Following that he has stated that if the Township does not want the fee in lieu then he'll put the $90,000 in an escrow account to offset the cost of the turning lane. Mr. Shea asked if the Board wants the money to fund an improvement or if they want more parkland? 

Supervisor Graham announced that he would like both the money for the improvement and the parkland. Eric Stashack said that at this point he's gone above and beyond what he was required to do. Supervisor Graham said that they were at an impasse then. Ms. Farkas said that one of the options had to be selected and that the Township cannot require the developer to address an offsite improvement. 

Chairman Wilson brought up a previous point and said that he was not sure that the on exit at Montclair Lane and Kathryn Street does not violate the spirit of the subdivision ordinance. 

Mr. Shea said that the consensus from the professionals is that the Kaywood North plans comply with the regulations. Township Staff and the Solicitor, except for the comments that are in the review letters, agree that there are no requirements further necessary for compliance. Supervisor Rittenhouse asked how the escrow money would be affected if the property were sold by the developers. Ms. Farkas said a legal agreement would have to be executed between the Township and the developers that would stipulate how that situation would be handled. 
Supervisor Graham asked what the timeframe was for the approval of the Kaywood North Plan and the decision on the fee in lieu option. Mr. Shea noted that a time extension was made on the Kaywood North approval plan until after the Board's June meeting. If it is not acted on by that time then it is considered a deemed approval, which means that the plan as it exists at the time is approved. 

Supervisor Graham noted again the safety issue of the one exit out of Kaywood. He asked if he could vote to deny the plan on the one exit issue. Mr. Shea said that the Board can vote however they decide but they’ll more than likely be challenged and lose in a court of law because the plan is not deniable for health, safety or welfare issues, only for deficiencies with the Township’s ordinances.. 

Supervisor Graham suggested that the developers of the Rockey Farm and Kaywood North meet with the Township to discuss the turning lane and how the situation might be resolved. Mr. Eric Stashack said that he would agree to a meeting with the developer of Rockey Ridge. 

Mr. Stashack asked to clarify if the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee wanted the additional land or the fee in lieu money. Mr. Lord said that he didn’t think that the additional land would benefit the park and that the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee would like to have the money instead. He said the existing park does not need more land. It is in need of more recreational facilities. 

Supervisor Graham moved to table the Kaywood North Preliminary Subdivision Plan. Vice Chairman Warner seconded the motion.  It was approved unanimously
C. SPRINGFIELD COMMONS REVISED FINAL LAND DEVELOPMENT PLAN:
Mr. Shea announced that on March 9th, PennTerra Engineering, on behalf of GTW Associates, submitted a revision to the approval final land development plan for the Springfield Commons Planned Residential Development. The developer revised the plan to do a number of minor adjustments to the plan, including adjustments to some building areas to allow for the construction of decks, revisions to the driveway locations, and the relocation of a duplex unit from the area of the lot to a location where other duplexes are approved. The net result of the revisions is that the number of units has not increased, the open space has increased slightly, and the amount of the impervious surface has decreased 19,485 square feet. 

Mr. Shea went on to say that one issue that should be discussed is the slight narrowing of a buffer yard on the north end of the site directly behind the homes on Loop Road. While a 30 foot setback was required along that property line, the developer offered with earlier plans, and the Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors accepted, a 50 foot buffer. The revised plan proposes a 45 foot buffer.  Staff agrees that this is a minor chance, but felt it is necessary to note that in the discussion. 

Tom Songer, Springfield Commons developer, said that the alleyway behind the homes in Springfield Commons that was designed to disguise parking has been changed to allow decks. Originally the homes were built close to the street with front porches to honor the spirit of the Village of Boalsburg design. The latest homes are designed as carriage houses and the price point has been adjusted as a result of the current market. 

Supervisor Graham move to approve a waiver request of Chapter 11, Article III, Section 1 to allow an alternate plan scale on certain sheets of the plan and to approve the Revised Springfield Commons Final Land Development Plan, contingent upon satisfactory completion of the comments from the Zoning Officer dated March 8th 2010, and the Senior Planner dated March 23, 2010. Vice Chairman Warner seconded the motion.  It was approved unanimously

D. PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE PARKLAND DEDICATION AND FEE IN LIEU OF REGULATIONS: 
Ms. Farkas said that the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee had been researching ways to improve the Township's parkland dedication and the fee in lieu of regulations since late last year. Specifically, they are concerned that the fee in lieu money being paid does not reflect the actual value of the land and that without a park service area plan, the monies become restricted to the usage at an adjacent park, which may not always be where the need is greatest. 

The Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee proposes the following changes to the fee in lieu of regulations: fee in lieu shall be set annually by the Township at 85 percent of the average fair market value of vacant residential properties, with  the fair market value being determined on a three year basis by appraisal; the inclusion of a park service area plan, which will allow flexibility in where the fee in lieu funds are spent; and a provision allowing for up to 10 percent of the fee in lieu funds to be used for administrative costs for the Township's parks system. This would allow funds to be used for the appraisal to determine the fair market value to set the fee in lieu. 

Mr. Lord said that this proposal was in response to a request by the Board that the Parks and Recreation Advisory Committee look into other funding options. 

Vice Chairman Warner moved to refer the proposed amendments to the parkland dedication and fee in lieu regulations to the Planning Commission for review. 

Supervisor Rittenhouse seconded the motion.  It was approved unanimously

E. RESOLUTION 10-05: AUTHORIZING THE SUBMISSION OF A PETITION TO THE PENNSYLVANIA LIQUOR CONTROL BOARD

Ms. Farkas said in 2006, the Township applied for and received an exemption for Tussey Food Services Inc., from the Liquor Control Board's amplified sound regulations. In short, the regulations prohibit outdoor amplified sound where liquor is being served. This is an issue for Tussey, as they host weekly wing festivals each summer. The festivals feature live music and alcohol is also sold. When an exemption is granted, Tussey falls under the Township’s special events ordinance, which prohibits amplified sound after 10:00 PM on a weeknight and 11:00 PM on a weekend. State College Police can also use the crimes code to enforce noise issues. 

The original exemption expired on May 25, 2007. A subsequent exemption was applied for and received in 2007. The exemption, which was for two years, expired June 20, 2009. In order to receive another exemption, the Township must go through the same application process again on behalf of Tussey Food Services, Inc. The Liquor Control Board will schedule a public hearing at Tussey Mountain after receipt of the petition, resolution and related application material. Since the exemptions were first granted, the Township has received no complaints about noise. 

Supervisor Graham moved to approve Resolution 10-05, authorizing the submission of a petition to the Pennsylvania Liquor Control Board for a hearing to renew the exemption from amplified sound granted to Tussey Food Services, Inc. in 2007. Supervisor Rittenhouse seconded the motion.  It was approved unanimously

F. REQUEST TO USE FIRE POLICE:

Ms. Farkas announced the Rock Hill School at Linden Hall plans a 5 mile walk, run or bike along the "Linden Loop" tobe held on May 2, 2010. They are requesting the use of the Boalsburg Fire Police for traffic control during the event. 

Supervisor Rittenhouse moved to approve the use of the Boalsburg Fire Police on May 2, 2010 for the Linden Loop. Supervisor Graham seconded the motion.  It was approved unanimously.

MANAGERS REPORT:

Ms. Farkas presented her written report. 

APPROVAL OF VOUCHERS:

Vice Chairman Warner move to approve voucher transmittal sheet No. 2010-03 totaling $72,754.71. Supervisor Rittenhouse seconded the motion. The motion was approved unanimously

COG COMMITTEE REPORTS:

Executive Committee: Chairman Wilson reported that the Executive Committee set the agenda for the General Forum. 

Human Resources Committee: Chairman Wilson said that the Human Resources Committee previewed a proposal for an employee wellness program being considered by the COG and heard an update on pension benefits. 

Finance Committee: Supervisor Graham said that the Finance Committee meets tomorrow at 8:30. The agenda topic is the CATA budget, the fund balance report, and budget preparation for next year. 

Public Service and Environmental Committee: No report was presented.
Spring Creek Watershed Commission: No report was presented.

Transportation and Land Use Committee/MPO: Supervisor Rittenhouse reported that the state budget cuts are affecting the funding for projects in Centre County. He said most projects are at a stand still.  The MPO is continuing its review of the proposed Long Range Transportation Plan.

Public Safety Committee: Vice Chairman Warner said that the study of the Code agency’s operations is almost complete. The study is expected to suggest ways to make the office more efficient and the services more cost effective.
Parks Capital Committee: Supervisor Graham reported on the developments with the Hess Field acquisition.

Spring Creek Canyon Master Plan: Vice Chairman Warner said that the State handed the management of the Spring Creek Canyon over to the Fish and Game Commission, the Clearwater Conservancy and Penn State University.

Boalsburg Heritage Museum:  Supervisor Graham reported that the museum is set to open in April with a Ukrainian painted egg display. There are plans in the works for a climate controlled archival room. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION:

The Board convened a brief executive session to discuss a real estate matter.

ADJOURNMENT:


There being no further items to discuss, Supervisor Warner moved to adjourn the meeting. Supervisor Rittenhouse seconded the motion. It was approved unanimously. Chairman Wilson declared the meeting adjourned at 10:40 PM. 

Respectfully Submitted,

Amy Farkas

Township Secretary

Harris Township Board of Supervisors
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