
Tinicum Township Planning Commission Minutes 
March 23, 2021 

 
 
Members Present (Via Zoom Online meeting):  
 
John Clement, John Cole, Terry Johnston, Carl Ruthardt, Neil Sullivan, David Upmalis and Joy von 
Glueck. 
 
Others In Attendance: Tracy Tackett (Township Planner); Members of the public: Eleanor Breslin, 
Diane Alison 
 
Call To Order: David Upmalis 
 
Public Comment: None 
 
Approval of Minutes: Motion by Neil Sullivan and seconded by John Cole to approve the minutes of the 
Planning Commission Meeting of February 23, 2021. Unanimous vote to approve. 
 
New Business: None 
 
Old Business: 
 
1. Solar Farms – Continued Discussion of Potential Regulations 
 

Ms. Tackett presented a draft solar ordinance regarding accessory solar energy installations 
based on prior discussion. It was agreed that such an accessory use would be permitted in all 
districts, whether commercial or residential. It was further agreed that the maximum height 
restriction for ground-mounted panels be 12 feet.  
 
Regarding a limit on the size of accessory solar systems, it was agreed that the maximum power 
generated not exceed 110% of the power consumed by the subject property, to be documented by 
the submission of power company electricity usage bills or other form of documentation 
acceptable to the Township. 
 
Regarding height requirements for fencing of a commercial solar installation, Mr. Clement noted 
that the NEC has its own requirements that must be adhered to. Mr. Johnston agreed to check the 
current NEC standards, but it was agreed to set a minimum height of 6 feet and a maximum 
height of 8 feet with no barbed wire. 
 
Ms. Tackett agreed to check with the local fire department regarding their recommendations for 
roof-top solar installations and/or inspections. 
 
Regarding language for a maintenance agreement with a commercial operation to address future 
concerns, such as if a solar installation falls into disrepair or disuse, Ms. Tackett agreed to 
consult with the Township Solicitor. 



 
  

2. Fencing 
 
Regarding a previous motion made for dwellings located in close proximity to the road, it was 
agreed that clarification be added to stipulate that the allowances for fencing in the front yard 
setback be clarified to apply to fencing between 4 and 6 feet in height.  
 
It was agreed that deer fencing have a height requirement of 8 feet.  
 
As agreed in the last meeting of the Planning Commission, Dr. Upmalis consulted with the 
Township Manager and Township Solicitor to determine whether previous rulings by the Board 
of Supervisors regarding deer fencing set a legal precedent going forward. Dr. Upmalis reported 
that he was advised such rulings do set an “expectational” precedent, but not a legal one.  
 
Motion by Mr. Sullivan that non-agricultural deer fencing of 10 acres or less be permitted by 
right in all residential districts up to 15 feet from the Ultimate Right of Way. Approved: John 
Clement, John Cole, Terry Johnston, Carl Ruthardt, Neil Sullivan, and Joy von Glueck. 
Opposed: David Upmalis. The motion carries. 
 
Motion by Mr. Ruthardt that non-agricultural deer fencing of 10 acres or less maintain a ten-foot 
setback from both side and rear property lines. Seconded by Mr. Sullivan. Approved: John 
Clement, Terry Johnston, Carl Ruthardt, Neil Sullivan, and Joy von Glueck. Opposed: John 
Cole. Abstained: David Upmalis. The motion carries. 

 
 
3. Codification  
 

Ms. Tackett presented an overview of the changes and revisions incorporated into the 
Township’s Ordinance, including notes and comments from the Township Manager. She noted 
that in the RC and RA districts, Greenhouses and Animal Husbandry were listed as By Right as 
well as By Conditional Use. To correct that inconsistency and upon the direction of the 
Township Solicitor, Ms. Tackett recommended that they be classified as By Right only and the 
Commission agreed.  
 
Ms. Tackett also suggested that a “catch-all” provision be included in the Ordinance to ensure 
that all uses are allowed in the Township as required by law, such as: “Any use not defined as 
permitted in a particular district shall be allowed in the PI District.” The Commission agreed.  
 
Ms. Tackett pointed out that H9-Commercial Garage and H10-Transient Use of Property is not 
currently listed in the Table of Uses. Ms. Tackett agreed to add them.  

 
Discussion: None 
 
Motion to Adjourn by Mr. Cole, seconded by Mr. Sullivan. Unanimous vote to approve.  


