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CONCISE STATEMENT OF MATTERS COMPLAINED OF ON APPEAL

Appellant Toll PA XVIII, L.P. (“Toll” or “Appellant”) hereby submits the following
matters complained of on appeal from the October 1,2018 Orderand Opinion issued by this Court
(the “Lower Court”): |

a. The Lower Court erred by not reversing the Westttown Township
(“Township”) Board Qf Supervisors® denial of Toll’s conditional use applicatidn (“Application”)
for é residential development of the Crebiliy Farm property under the Flexible Development
Regulations of the Township Zoning Ordinance [Article IX, Section 170-900 et seq.];

b. The Lower Court erred by not determining that Toll"s Application satisfied
the applicable objective criteria under the Flexible Developfnent Regulations and the Township
Zoning Ordinance,

c.’ The Lower Court erred by determining that Toll is required to construct a
“collector road” through the Crebilly Farm property and that Toll waived its ability to argue against
such a réquirement;

d. The Lower Court erred by determining that the intersection of Route 926
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and S. New Street is considered “on-site”;

e. The Lower Court erred by determining that Toll is required to construct off-
site intersection improvements at the PennDOT controlled intersection of Route 926 and S. New
Street and that the Township has the authority to require such improvements;

f. The Lower Court erred by determining that Toll is required to revise its
conditional use site plan to depict alternative site accesses discussed and evaluated during the
hearings on the Application; and

g. The Lower Court erred by determining that Toll failed to address or depict
“all lands visible from any adjacent public road” when the Conservation Design Regulations of
the Township Zoning Ordinance [Article IX, Section 170-1617] require preservation of “scenic
views from existing streets”, which the Court held is not an objective standard.
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