
MINUTES OF MEETING 
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP 
 
 The Board of Commissioners of Springfield Township met in regular monthly meeting 
on Wednesday evening, May 13, 2015, at 8:00 PM in the Springfield Township Building for the 
purpose of transacting the general business of the Township.   All members of the Board were 
present with the exception of Mr. Standish.  Mr. Dailey presided.   
 
 Mr. Dailey asked everyone to join the Board of Commissioners in a moment of silent 
reflection honoring the service men and women who have placed themselves in harm’s way in 
order to help preserve our safety. 
 
 Mr. Dailey led the Pledge of Allegiance. 
 
 Mr. Dailey noted that the Board of Commissioners conducted an executive session on 
April 30, 2015 related to a real estate matter. 
 

Motion (Schaum-Wilson) vote 6-0, dispensing with the reading of the minutes of the 
previous meeting and approving same as written and recorded in the official minute book 
of the Township. 

 
 Mr. Dailey acknowledged that Mr. Standish was unable to attend this evening’s meeting 
as he had insured himself earlier in the day. 
 
 Announcement was made that the Board of Commissioners had concluded the public 
hearing on the Lloyd tract.  Comments will be welcomed during the comment period of the 
meeting.  
 
 Genie McClintock, 17 Brookside Road, indicated she attended the May workshop 
meeting and understands that there was too much water volume to utilize Hillcrest Pond as a 
detention basin, that there was not enough improvement in the flood elevation to warrant moving 
forward with a grant under consideration.  She also noted that Joanne Cisco Olszewski was still 
pursuing private fundraising opportunities to dredge the Hillcrest Pond. 
 
 Rita Ford, Windsor Road, inquired whether the grant previously discussed for the 
Hillcrest Pond was being pursued.  She was informed that it was not being pursued as it would 
not be qualified under the grant conditions as discussed earlier. She asked what the value of the 
Carlisle Road detention basis was, and she was informed that the basin would cost approximately 
$800,000 to construct, and some of the neighbors on whose property the basin was to be placed 
were not interested in the project. 
 
 Richard Sikora, Esq., Norristown, addressed the Board of Commissioners on behalf of 
Dr. Billinski, 8608 Cheltenham Avenue.  Mr. Sikora noted that the issues related to Dr. Billinski 
connecting to the public sanitary sewer system had been discussed in the past and since that time, 
a lien has been placed on his property related to an assessed value for the sanitary sewer system.  



He questioned the manner by which the assessment was made but would not address same at this 
time.  He also acknowledged that the Township can require connections to the sanitary sewer 
system if the building is in within 200 feet of the sewer as it is in this case.  He noted that two 
other neighbors were relieved of the requirement to make the connection to the sanitary sewer 
system and also believes Dr. Billinski has two options other than the subject public system.  First 
option is to connect to another public system in front of his property on Cheltenham Avenue.  
The second option is to provide for an on lot system on his property.  Mr. Sikora was asked 
whether Dr. Billinski had a poured concrete basement. Mr. Sikora confirmed that he did.   
 
 Margaret Mary Burke, of Oreland, presented a photo of a sign that was placed on an 
industrial property warning new property owners in an adjacent townhouse development of the 
24-7 work schedule of the industrial property.  Ms. Burke opined that the industrial property 
owner is not interested in working with area residents.  She encouraged others to attend this 
evening’s meeting to support the Limited Industrial zoning district.  She noted that Rep. Steve 
McCarter supports the Limited Industrial zoning district.  She asked for a straw vote on whether 
the Board members would support moving forward with the Limited Industrial zoning district.  
Mr. Dailey indicated the Board of Commissioners plan to vote to advertise the Limited Industrial 
zoning district ordinance this evening but there will not be a vote. 
 
 Antonella Triforo, 113 Orlemann Avenue, inquired as to when the review of the land 
development plan for the Cheltenham Transportation would begin.  Mr. Garrity suggested that 
the review has begun with the Township Engineer and the Township and County Planning 
Commissions. 
 
 Cleveland Grant, 1713 Newbold Lane, indicated that he was against the rezoning of the 
Lloyd tract.  He recounted a conversation with Commissioner Schaum when the Commissioner 
asked if he and the neighbors were willing to take the risk of the dense apartment development if 
the rezoning was not granted.  Mr. Grant said that he was indeed interested in taking the chance 
but hoped that further negotiations might take place.  He would like to maintain his style of 
living and keep his neighborhood as is but it is not realistic to believe that it will stay the same 
forever. 
 
 Sam Brackeen, 8407 Newbold Lane, inquired what the issues were before the Board of 
Commissioners in considering the rezoning of the Lloyd tract.  Mr. Dailey indicated that the 
issues have been laid out over several years of meetings including a 3.5 hour public hearing last 
month.  Mr. Gillies indicated that he is the local ward representative and suggested there has 
been a great deal of history with regard to considerations for the property.   After the property 
was purchased by the owner, there was some consideration for a non-profit senior living facility, 
a Cheltenham Township mid-rise senior living facility, Arcadia University athletic fields, and an 
event facility for weddings, etc.  The Commissioners from both Cheltenham and Springfield 
Townships met many times and also hired a planning consultant to create development 
alternatives.  Some of the major considerations included minimizing the number of dwelling 
units on the property, at one time saving the manor house and also to save the brick wall along 
Willow Grove Avenue.  Mr. Gillies believes the message from Cheltenham Township since they 
approved the rezoning in Cheltenham is that they do not wish to litigate the mid-rise apartment 
building issue.   



 
 Bob Elphant, of Cheltenham Township, opined that the threat of the mid-rise 
development is not a true threat and the owner is simply using this as leverage over the two 
townships.  He noted that the residents had also hired private legal counsel.  He does believe that 
Cheltenham is willing to litigate the matter to prevent the mid-rise apartment development.   Mr. 
Dailey stated that originally there were 27 dwelling units in Cheltenham Township, which was 
reduced to 18, but Springfield took on extra homes in order to make a better overall development 
project.  The development is to be developed as one community and one style of living.  He 
noted that Springfield had asked Cheltenham Township over the past three years for a letter that 
would explain their position on the matter.  He expressed his concern for maintaining 32 to 34 
single family dwellings on 25,000 sq. ft. lots in Springfield Township with an adjoining 216 unit 
midrise apartment development in Cheltenham Township. 
 
 Maryann Ford, 8 Shepherds Way, addressed the Board and expressed her opinion that she 
did not believe Willow Grove Avenue would ever be the same nor would the Laverock 
community due to the increase in density and traffic from the development.  She indicated that 
she had been told the community was being “protected” from the high density development.  She 
suggested that the Commissioners postpone their vote on the matter and wait until the high 
density proposal is removed.   
 
 Len Eisenman, of Laverock, wished to follow up on previous testimony by the developer 
on the number of school children.  The testimony indicated that the development would bring 
approximately 25 children to the schools.  He contacted the Cheltenham Township School 
District which utilizes a .8 children per household ratio which would mean there would be 56 
new children in the school district rather than the 25 testified to.  The cost vs. expense testimony 
indicated that it cost approximately $11,000 per year per child to educate.  Assuming 25 
children, the cost would be $275,000.  Assuming 56 children, the cost is $616,000 to educate the 
children.  Mr. Eisenman opined that the developer is not guaranteed a profit on his investment 
like any other investment made. 
 
 Cheryl Cutler, 7818 Newbold Lane, discussed that her parents have lived at the same 
address for many years.  She believes that the 32 new homes in Springfield Township would be 
acceptable.  Her parents and others choose to live in this particular neighborhood due to the 
makeup of the neighborhood. 
 
 Bonny Davis, West Heather Road, suggested that the Springfield Township Board has 
been more open than the Cheltenham Township Board when discussing this matter.  She agrees 
that the profit issue is not an issue for the Township to be concerned about.  She noted that the 
Cheltenham Township real estate taxes are approximately 30% greater than those in Springfield 
Township.  She is not in favor of the building of the midrise apartment buildings.  She expressed 
her concern for the removal of vegetation during the construction process.  She also noted that 
the assessed value of some newly developed properties was less than expected and the same may 
occur with this development.   
 
 Adina Birnbaum, 15 West Mill Road, inquired how the community would be protected if 
Springfield rezoned the tract of land suggesting that the developer could still proceed with the 



midrise in Cheltenham Township.  Mr. Garrity agreed that there is no guarantee that the 
developer would not consider the Cheltenham proposal further.  Indeed it is still legally possible 
to proceed with the midrise in Cheltenham Township.  Ms. Birnbaum expressed concerns for 
stormwater management in Springfield Township.  She asked that the Commissioners protect the 
Township from the development and not change the zoning laws.  She also asked about the 
status of the library building use policy.  Mr. Wilson indicated that the Board of Commissioners 
was considering modifications to the policy working from the existing policy in place.  Ms. 
Birnbaum was provided a copy of the draft policy. 
 
 John Naghski, 1418 Willow Grove Avenue, recounted a discussion that he and his wife 
had with their daughter with regard to how important compromise is in these matters.  He also 
asked that the rise in Willow Grove Avenue adjacent to the Lloyd tract be addressed as a safety 
issue.  He was informed that this was a land development issue and not a rezoning issue.  He also 
discussed his interest in sidewalks and bike paths, both of which are land development issues as 
well.  He concluded by suggesting the rezoning question is whether to maintain the existing 
zoning and the risk of the development in Cheltenham Township or proceed with new zoning. 
 
 Adina Birnbaum, West Mill Road, readdressed the Board with regard to the library 
building use policy.  She questioned the appropriateness of restricting religious instruction and 
religious worship at the library building.  Mr. Garrity agreed that it is a difficult distinction but 
believes it is appropriate to create the separation of church and state. 
 
 Wendy Blutstein, 1805 Hillcrest Road, does not believe that the current plan is complete 
and does not believe the threat in Cheltenham Township is real.  Mr. Dailey restated the interest 
of Springfield Township to receive information from Cheltenham Township on the interest and 
concerns of Cheltenham Township in this matter. 
 
 Miss Sophia Naghski, 1418 Willow Grove Avenue, reminded the Commissioners of the 
importance of the vote and suggested to vote against the proposal or delay the vote as the 
decision made today has costs in the future.  
 
 Guysen Lockett, 8001 Newbold Lane, pointed to his concerns for quality of life issues in 
the neighborhood including traffic and school bus traffic.  He does not believe it is necessary to 
make a decision this evening and more time is needed.   
 
 Sam Brackeen, 8407 Newbold Lane, suggested that there should not be anything to 
preclude the use of the library building for religious purposes.  He believes that the use of the 
public building is protected under the Constitution of the United States.  Mr. Garrity suggested 
that there is a risk of a suit if the building is used for religious purposes.   
 
 Sonya Lockett, 8001 Newbold Lane, expressed her concern with the new neighbors in 
this type of community.  She also discussed traffic, aesthetics and the loss of nature in the 
neighborhood.  She is also concerned with whether the new neighbors will be considerate of the 
existing Laverock neighborhood. 
 



 Joel Pearlstine, Willow Grove Avenue, made the following comments:  (1) his 
expectations of when he purchased his property and the type and number of houses that would be 
built on the Lloyd tract given the existing zoning, the immediate type of development was not 
foreseen, (2) he believes that the real estate tax projections took liberties when creating the 
report; he also noted that existing property values of the surrounding properties may decrease 
due to property reassessment due to the development and therefore there may be a net decrease 
in tax receipts, (3) he believes that the Cheltenham Township ordinance that was created seven 
or eight years ago that permitted the 216 units was misguided; he believes that the developer 
would have already moved forward with the project if indeed the project was a good project and 
he does not believe there is a market for this style of development and financing will be difficult, 
(4) he believes that litigation is likely if the midrise project moves forward.  Mr. Pearlstine 
suggested that the neighbors are willing to take the risk of the building of 216 unit midrise 
development as opposed to the alternate being discussed. 
 
 Ross Weiss, counsel for the Hansen Group, owners of the Lloyd tract, addressed the 
Board.  He agreed that over the years there is nothing more threatening to a neighborhood than 
that of a development.  He understands the desire for vacant nearby ground to be maintained.  He 
understands that fear of the unknown drives the concerns.  He opined that the Commissioners 
have an obligation to all parties to view the matter before them objectively.  With regard to the 
threat of the midrise development, he indicated that the developer went to Cheltenham Township 
with only the midrise development in mind, and during their review, the Cheltenham 
Commissioners were asked to only allow the developer to do what they were permitted.   The 
developer, in turn, planned to move forward to do as they were permitted but Cheltenham 
suggested that they consider an alternate.  The Cheltenham Township Planning Commission 
asked the developer to rethink their development and density and the retention of the mansion, 
and while meeting with Springfield Township, they were also asked to compromise from the 
midrise 216 units in Cheltenham Township.  They had been working with the two townships for 
more than 7 years.  They were asked to consider concerns with the existing conditions on the 
Harkins property, and the Harkins and his client have negotiated an agreement that will be 
recorded to help preserve current conditions with the Harkins family.  He noted that Cheltenham 
Township recently voted 5-2 in favor of the rezoning in Cheltenham Township after multiple 
revisions to the subject ordinances.  Mr. Weiss discussed the number of homes and traffic study, 
and the desire for sidewalks and bike paths, all of which will be addressed through the PennDOT 
highway occupancy permit process.  In the event Springfield Township approves the rezoning 
ordinances, he stated that he plans to formally notify Cheltenham Township that they will not 
move forward with the 216 midrise apartment units.  Mr. Hansen was asked to stand up and state 
that he would not move forward with the plan in Cheltenham Township if Springfield approves 
the ordinances in Springfield.  Mr. Hansen stood up in the meeting and confirmed same. 
 

Mr. Dailey, Chairman of Zoning Committee, reported: 
 

Mr. Dailey announced that during the month, the Zoning Hearing Board did not receive 
any applications for hearings. Therefore, the regularly scheduled Zoning Hearing Board meeting 
for May has been cancelled.  The next regularly scheduled meeting of the Zoning Hearing Board 
will be on June 22, 2015 at 7:00 PM in the Springfield Township Building. 

 



Motion (Dailey-Gillies) to enact Ordinance No. 935 to amend the Code of the Township 
of Springfield, Chapter 114, Zoning, by changing, adding or deleting certain sections of 
the zoning regulations to amend Article VIIIB, Cluster Residential District, by modifying 
the allowable density, land coverage, steep slope provisions, lot size, building height 
definition, building separation requirements, setbacks, buffers and street widths.  Mr. 
Harbison suggested that procedurally the Commissioners may wish to consider the 
ordinance to rezone the tract of land before considering any text amendments since, if the 
rezoning is not approved, the amendments to the text are not necessary.  Messrs. Dailey 
and Gillies agreed to withdraw the motion. 
 
Motion (Dailey-Gillies) to enact Ordinance No. 936, an ordinance amending the Zoning 
Map of the Township of Springfield by changing a certain parcel of land from “AA 
Residential” to “Cluster Residential District”.  The zoning code map amendment rezones a 
32.337 acre tract of land located on the westerly side of Willow Grove Avenue near 
Newbold Lane in Springfield Township, which parcel has an address of 1777 Willow 
Grove Avenue, and which parcel is more particularly identified through several 
Montgomery County tax parcel ID numbers which were provided by Mr. Dailey.  The 
ordinance also provides a metes and bounds legal description of the subject property.  Mr. 
Gillies made comment that remarks were made that there is no market for a 55 and over 
development such as proposed by the midrise development.  He pointed to the Hill at 
Whitemarsh Development, expansion of the Masonic Home in Whitemarsh, and also the 
recent proposal in Springfield Township for the Atria Senior Living facility, all of which 
are 55 and over developments.  He acknowledged that approximately 50% of the residents 
appear willing to take the risk of the midrise development moving forward.  Mr. Gillies 
suggested that the Cheltenham Township zoning change created the issue and that 
Springfield Township is being asked to look at alternates for the long term benefit of the 
community.  He believes it is better to have a residential development next to the existing 
residential neighborhood as opposed to the midrise development.  He also discussed the 
differing view shed from the existing neighborhood of the proposed residential buildings 
as opposed to the different view shed and style of living of the midrise development.   Mr. 
Wilson acknowledged the process began in 2008 and noted that the property is a 
physically difficult site for development, citing steep slopes and property access issues.  
He believes that the impact on Springfield residents for the 66 new homes will change the 
neighborhood dramatically.   In Springfield, it is too high a cost to consider the rezoning 
and also expressed concern for the lack of willingness to improve Willow Grove Avenue 
as a part of this development.  Mr. Harbison stated that zoning laws create the fabric of a 
community and expectations of future development.  If exceptions are to be made, they 
must be made for the greater good of the community.  He referenced issues of why change 
might be considered and they included a past willingness to save the mansion and the 
concern for the overlay high density development proposed in Cheltenham Township.  He 
identified the worst case scenario risk to include 216 midrise apartment units in the front 
portion of the property, and approximately 32 homes in the rear portion of the property.  
He believes that all the neighbors in attendance appear willing to take the risk that the 



midrise development will not move forward if the zoning is not changed.  Referencing an 
earlier quote, he believes that Springfield should allow them to build what they may build 
by right.   Mr. Schaum indicated that he is currently inclined to vote against the rezoning 
proposal.  He noted that Springfield asked Cheltenham to provide an explanation as to 
their concerns and Springfield has still not receive same.  
 
Motion (Schaum-Samtmann) to table the vote on the rezoning.  Mr. Dailey said that he has 
been asking for the information from Cheltenham Township for some time and has spoken 
to several Cheltenham Township commissioners regarding same.  Mr. Dailey quoted the 
meeting minutes of the Cheltenham Township Board of Commissioners March 18, 2015 
meeting whereby Cheltenham voted 5-2 in favor of rezoning in Cheltenham Township.  
He believes that a vote this evening would be appropriate to move forward.  Mr. Gillies 
suggested that if the motion was tabled it might be a good opportunity to permit Mr. 
Standish to participate in the vote.   
 
A vote on the motion to table the vote on the rezoning was conducted.  Vote was 3-3.  
Messrs. Dailey, Harbison, and Wilson opposed.  The motion to table the rezoning motion 
did not carry. 
 
A vote on the motion to enact Ordinance No. 936 to rezone the Lloyd tract was conducted.  
Vote 2-4.  Harbison, Samtmann, Schaum and Wilson opposed.   The motion did not carry. 
 
The Board of Commissioners were thanked for providing their individual reasons for their 
vote. 
 
Motion (Dailey-Gillies) to waive the $31,291 sanitary sewer assessment and the removal 
of an existing municipal lien on 8608 Cheltenham Avenue, related to the construction of a 
public sanitary sewer extension adjacent to 8608 Cheltenham Avenue.  Immediate 
connection to a public sanitary sewer main will be required if one of the following three 
conditions occurs:  (1) the on-lot system on the property fails, (2) the property owner sells 
the property, or (3) if the property is connected to the Caroline Drive sanitary sewer 
system extension, the $31,291 assessment plus interest shall be paid to the Township.  Mr. 
Gillies said he previously did not believe Dr. Billinski had other options for connections.  
He also noted that two other residents adjacent to the project have been excluded from   
the project.   Mr. Harbison asked if Dr. Billinski connected to the sewer main in 
Cheltenham Avenue would the Township need to absorb the $31,000 assessment cost.  He 
was informed that the Township would need to absorb those costs.  Mr. Dailey stated that 
he did not believe that the Township staff, engineer or solicitor did anything wrong in this 
process but it was a decision by the Board, he can’t reconcile the need for Dr. Billinski to 
participate in the project, and believes the Township made a mistake and should absorb 
the costs.  Mr. Schaum noted that he was not present at the last meeting when the earlier 
vote was taken to include Dr. Billinksi in the project.  He also noted that there are options 
for connections to the sewer system beyond the immediate connection point on the sewer 



extension.  Vote on motion to waive the sanitary sewer assessment and remove the 
existing municipal lien was conducted.  Vote 4-2.  Harbison and Wilson opposed. The 
motion was approved. 

 
 Mr. Schaum, Chairman of Public Works and Public Safety Committees, reported: 
 

Motion (Schaum-Gillies) vote 6-0, to grant permission to both the Flourtown and Oreland 
Fire Companies to attend the Pennsylvania Fire Expo in Harrisburg on May 15, 2015.  
Permission was sought by the fire companies pursuant to Section 34-2.1 of the 
Springfield Township Code which requires the fire companies to secure permission from 
the Township when their activities take them further than a 20 mile radius of the 
Township.  The permission relates to insurance coverages provided by the Township to 
the fire companies.  The two fire chiefs have made arrangements for proper fire coverage 
during the absence of some of the fire company members. 

 
 Mr. Gillies, Chairman of Internal Affairs Committee, reported: 
 

Motion (Gillies-Schaum) vote 6-0, to approve the April check reconciliation in the 
amount of $1,925,176.59 and the May bill listing in the amount of $1,031,286.13. 

 
Motion (Gillies-Samtmann) vote 6-0, to authorize the advertisement of a public hearing 
to be held on the earliest possible date in conjunction with amendments to the Industrial 
zoning district, the creation of a Limited Industrial zoning district, and the rezoning of 
specified industrial land to the proposed Limited Industrial zoning district.  The Board of 
Commissioners could enact the Zoning Code amendments following the public hearing 
as a part of the regular business meeting of the Board of Commissioners held on that 
same date.   

 
Motion (Gillies-Schaum) vote 6-0, to engage Valbridge Property Advisors to create a 
property appraisal report for 1725 Walnut Avenue, Oreland, for an amount not to exceed 
$4,500. 

 
Motion (Gillies-Wilson) vote 6-0, that a letter be sent to the Upper Dublin Board of 
Commissioners expressing concerns of Springfield Township that ten additional dwelling 
units were placed on the Piszek tract and that those units were relocated to a lower 
portion of the property adjacent to Springfield township, which is inconsistent with a plan 
approval of July 19, 2012. 

 
Mr. Wilson reported on behalf of Mr. Standish, Chairman of Community Development 
Committee: 

 
Motion (Wilson-Gillies) vote 6-0 to accept a letter dated April 7, 2015 from Mary 
Holland resigning her position as a member of the Springfield Township Planning 
Commission.  The Board of Commissioners thanked Mary for over ten years of service to 
the Planning Commission, during which her experience as an architect and her insights 
into the planning process had been invaluable to the Planning Commission.   



 
 With Ms. Holland’s resignation, there is a vacancy on the Township Planning 
Commission.  Residents interested in serving on the Planning Commission should send a letter of 
interest or resume to the Township via the Township website or through the mail.  
 

Motion (Wilson-Schaum) vote 6-0, that in conjunction with Section 512 of the 
Pennsylvania Municipal Planning Code, the Board of Commissioners waive the formal 
land development review process for the renovations to “The Springfield”, 1800 
Bethlehem Pike, Flourtown.  The subject of the land development is the conversion of the 
existing building for a future mixed mercantile/residential use.  The proposal includes 
4500 sq. ft. of retail space and one apartment on the first floor, and the upper floors 
would contain 12 apartment units.  The waiver shall be conditioned on the following:  (1) 
that the improvements be consistent with the plans created by Woodrow and Associates 
dated April 16, 2015, revised April 28, 2015, (2) that all conditions imposed on the 
January 8, 2015 land development waiver be maintained, (3) that the applicant shall 
construct a building to enclose the exterior refrigeration units placed in the parking lot 
area east of the main building, (4) that the applicant shall construct a walkway to the 
refrigerated walk-in units on the northeasterly corner of the main building, and (5) the 
applicant shall submit additional site plans for the Township staff review.   Mr. Harbison 
remarked that this act was the next step of the Board’s support to assist the Flourtown 
Farmers Market.  He also noted that a small business loan was forthcoming from 
Montgomery County. 

 
Mr. Harbison, Chairman of Cultural Resources Committee, reported: 

 
 Mr. Harbison announced that during the month of April 2015, Springfield Township 
residents recycled 246.1 tons of materials with a householder participation rate of 81.4%.  The 
net cost for the month was $6,368.53. 
 
 Ms. Samtmann, Chairwoman of Human Resources Committee, reported: 
  

Motion (Samtmann-Wilson) vote 6-0, to authorize a letter be sent to the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania endorsing a Montgomery County grant application to the 
Commonwealth in order for the County to continue the County Wissahickon trail along 
Stenton Avenue. 

 
Motion (Samtmann-Gillies) vote 6-0, to reappoint Rhonda McLaughlin, Adrienne 
Smythe, and David Morris to new three year terms of service as members of the 
Springfield Township Park and Recreation Advisory Committee.  The new three year 
terms of service shall expire May 12, 2018. 

 
 Mr. Wilson, Chairman of Library Committee, reported: 
 

Motion (Wilson-Samtmann) vote 6-0, to adopt an updated policy for the use of the 
Library by residents, township-based groups or organizations, non-profit organizations, 
government officials, and government agencies providing constituent services to the 



residents of Springfield Township.  Mr. Wilson paid particular attention to the hard work 
of Ramona Salotti and Brenda Bott of the Library Advisory Committee to revise the 
policy.   Mr. Gillies suggested that maybe the Board should permit religious activities at 
the library, especially during emergency situations.  It was noted that the Board of 
Commissioners can certainly modify the policy when desired. 
 

Steven Pileggi, of Oreland, was identified as the new freelance reporter for the Springfield Sun. 
 
Alan Garry, 1600 Walnut Avenue, asked the reason for the property appraisal 

authorization for an appraisal for the Tank Car Corporation property.  Mr. Dailey noted that 
since 2005 the Open Space Plan for the Township has recommended acquiring the Tank Car 
property for recreational purposes.  

 
Linda Furlong, 315 Roesch Avenue, inquired as to the use proposed for the Tank Car 

property.  Mr. Dailey suggested that the Township is deficient in the amount of recreational 
space and if purchased, the Tank Car property would come under the control of the Township for 
public purposes.   

 
Sam Brackeen, Newbold Lane, expressed his general concern for the environment noting 

that some towns have been pulling back on recycling efforts.  Mr. Harbison stated that the 
Springfield community has a commitment to recycling and that one aspect of the costs associated 
with recycling is the RecycleBank program.  He provided a brief description of that program. 

 
Howard Supplee, Orlemann Avenue, suggested that the lighting from the bus depot 

across the railroad tracks from his property is still an issue.   
 
Eddie Graham, 2004 Quill lane, asked that the Township urge PennDOT to address the 

graffiti problem on Sandy Hill Road.   
 
 There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 11:00 PM. 
 
       Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
       Donald E. Berger, Jr. 
       Secretary 
 
DEB:cmt 
6/3/15 
 
 
 
 


