
       THE TOWNSHIP OF MAXATAWNY 

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 17, 2022 

MINUTES 
 

CALL MEETING TO ORDER: Chairman Bucci called the meeting to order with the Pledge of 
Allegiance.  Members present:  Michael Berger, Rob Reynolds, Ethan Boyer and Dave Sobotka.  
Professionals present:  Solicitor, Beth Kohl;  Engineer, Chris Falencki;  Township Code Enforcement 
Officer, Chris Paff; and Township Secretary/Treasurer, Jerilyn Wehr.  
 
PUBLIC COMMENT: (Agenda items)  

1. There was discussion regarding the update to include public comment on agenda items at this 
point in the agenda.   

 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: 

1. Motion to approve the December 16, 2021 meeting minutes as originally presented 
a. Motion made by Reynolds and seconded by Boyer to approve the December 16, 2021 meeting 

minutes.  Motion passed (5-0) 
2. Motion to approve the January 20, 2022 meeting minutes 

a. Motion made by Boyer and seconded by Sobotka to approve the January 20, 2022 meeting 
minutes.  Motion passed (5-0) 

 

PLANS TO REVIEW: 
1. Arrowhead – Lot 11 

a. Rob Hain of Berks Surveying presented the plan.  A previous plan was approved and 
recoded for this property, however the owner decided that he needed an extra 10 linear ft 
of building space.  A Zoning Hearing is scheduled for March 30, 2022 to request 
variances with the project. 

b. The review letters of Falencki dated February 14, 2022 and Paff dated February 16, 2022 
were reviewed, as well as the Fire Marshall letter.  Hain stated that they can comply with 
the comments on the letters. 

c. There was discussion regarding the square footage addition and its location, as well as 
lighting, on lot septic, stormwater management, and truck deliveries.   

d. Waivers were requested for plan scale and prelim/final plan. 
e. Motion made by Sobotka and seconded by Boyer to recommend approval of the 

requested waivers.  Motion passed (5-0) 
2. Young Residence – Prelim/Final plan 

a. Larry Grybosky presented the plan.  The major change from the original is the location of 
the driveway 

b. The review letters of Falencki dated February 14, 2022 and Paff dated February 17, 2022 
were reviewed. 

c. There was discussion regarding the driveway location and if site distance can be 
achieved in that location.  Paff and Falencki will do the testing to confirm. There was also 
discussion regarding the new septic system and the existing well on the property and 
determining if it provides water to the neighboring property    

d. There were additional waivers requested for curbing, sidewalks, and road 
improvements. 

e. Motion made by Berger and seconded by Sobotka to recommend deferring the 
requirement to add any curbing, sidewalks, or road improvements at this time with it 
noted on the plan.  Motion passed (5-0) 



f. Motion made by Sobotka and seconded by Boyer to recommend conditional prelim/final 
plan approval based on Falencki and Paff confirming adequate site distance.  Motion 
passed (5-0)  

3. Mavis Tire – zoning variance request review 
a. Attorney Keith Mooney and Matt Landro from Bohler Engineering presented the plan.  

The Board of Supervisors approved a revision to the original Conditional Use for the 
property that allows for the proposed lot to be subdivided from the shopping center lot.  
The plan is showing some changes from the last time it was seen.  Mainly, it is now 
showing a “stem” of land running along the existing entrance to the shopping center, 
extending out to Kutztown Road to provide for road frontage to the parcel. Mooney 
stated that the project needs to go to the Zoning Hearing Board for requested variances 
including front yard parking, lighting, and loading space 

b. There was extensive discussion regarding the proposed variance requests.  The 
Commission would like to see a loading space.  They also feel that the parking space and 
the lighting requests were acceptable, as they would not change how the existing pad 
would have been developed had it not be subdivided. The Commission also questioned 
if the addition of the “stem” of land running along the existing entrance would cause a 
need for any additional variances.  

c. There was additional discussion regarding how deliveries would be made, where used 
tires would be stored (outside piles are not acceptable),  landscaping, and parking spaces. 

d. Motion made by Berger and seconded by Sobotka to recommend the addition of a 
loading space on the plan.  Motion passed (5-0) 

e. Motion made by Sobotka and seconded by Boyer to recommend approval of the parking 
space variance request.  Motion passed (5-0) 

f. Motion made by Sobotka and seconded by Berger to recommend approval of the lighting 
variance request.  Motion passed (5-0) 

4. Historic Commission – presentation of recommended property additions to historic 
preservation 
a. Brendan Strasser, Chairman of the Historic Commission presented the draft map of the 

township and the properties that they are looking to add to historic preservation.  There 
are about 200 properties that the Historic Commission would like to add to the register 
and the properties of interest include churches, cemeteries, barns, and homes. 

b. There was extensive discussion regarding the proposed map.  The commission members 
questioned what criteria was needed to have a property included (it was clarified that 
75+ years was the number chosen by the Historic Commission) as well as what types of 
restrictions would be placed on the property if added to the register.  There was also 
discussion regarding updating the Ordinance for the additions. 

c. The Commission stated that they would like to see more information regarding each 
property that is being proposed to be added to the register.  They would also like a color-
coded map showing the different types of properties including the properties that are 
already in Historic Preservation.  It was also suggested to review the map for errors, as 
multiple properties were questionable and to possibly submit in smaller groups, based 
on significance, for a more thorough review of each property.   

d. Resident Merick Boyer asked if a property in historic preservation needs to disclose that 
if being sold 

e. Resident Ken Franke asked how the Historic Commission came to the 75+ years 
f. Resident Steve Wehr asked if any of the proposed properties were historic in nature due 

to an event that happened on them vs. having a structure or cemetery on it and also 
asked if the Berks County Planning Commission could overrule any decisions made on 
these properties 

  



MONTHLY SUBDIVISION & LAND DEVELOPMENT STATUS REPORT: 

1. The Planning Commission reviewed the Status Report for the month.   
 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES: 

1. Solicitor – Beth Kohl 
a. Nothing at this time. 

2. Engineer – Chris Falencki 
a. Nothing at this time. 

   
HEARING OF THE VISITORS & PUBLIC COMMENT: 

1. Resident Marty Yourkavitch questioned why the Township does not recommend other 
properties available in the Township when a plan comes in that might fit better at another 
location 

2. Resident Meredith Strasser stated that, as a resident, she feels that they are just trying to 
understand how the Township rules work and clear up confusion on what can and cannot be 
done 

3. Resident Anne Franke again questioned the procedure for updating the zoning ordinance 
and who participates in the revisions and also reminded the Commission of the truck issue 
on her road and other roads in the Township 

 
ADJOURNMENT: Motion was made by Berger and seconded by Boyer to adjourn at 10:03pm. 

Respectfully Submitted, 
 
Jerilyn Wehr, Secretary/Treasurer 

 


