











Intergovernmental
Planning will be
most successftil
where it builds
upon consensus be-
tween two local
governments. Areas
of conflict should
be handled by other
means.

KEY INTERGOVERNMENTAL ACTIONS

The Borough of Indiana endorses White Township ‘s intergovernmental actions,
specifically the following actions as they are determined feasible.

e More fully explore pragmatic advantages of shared planning techniques in
concert with Indiana Borough, including the potential for an intergovern-
mental implementation agreement.

e Explore basing land use planning upon mutually advantageous specialties
from a tax/service costs vantage.

e Ignore points of conflict within formal planning documents. Intergovern-
mental agreements should focus on genuine areas of agreement.

e This Chapter of the Comprehensive Plan should become the basis for more
in-depth intergovernmental action planning.

To build upon this foundation, the Borough offers an additional four point plan
for consideration by White Township, as it determines feasible:

e Designation of IUP as a Development of Regional Impact and Significance.
e If White Township adopts zoning, examine shared use zoning options.
e Jointly coordinate State grants and permits among both the Borough and

Township.

e Both communities should explore advanced planning techniques, such as
specific planning and transportation capital improvement programming, as
well as joint master planning exercises.

WHY WE ARE DOING THIS

Comprehensive Plans are
required to have both a state-
ment of the interrelationship
among the various plan com-
ponents and a statement that
the municipal Comprehensive
Plan is consistent with the
existing development, plan-
ning , and proposed develop-
ment in neighboring munici-
palities.

The entirety of the Borough
Comprehensive Plan seeks to
ensure consistency of the
document by basing each
plan chapter on the original
community development
goals and objectives. As these
community development
goals and objectives adhere

rigidly to the standards of
“location, character, and tim-
ing” of growth mandated in
the Pennsylvania Municipali-
ties Planning Code, consis-
tency is ensured. Thus, the
Community Development
Goals and Objectives actually
serve as the Borough’s com-
patibility statement.

Compatibility with the one
neighboring community
(White Township) has been a
part of the Borough Planning
process as well. The Township
will continue to meet intergov-
ernmental consistency stan-
dards as required by the
Pennsylvania Municipalities
Planning Code. In fact, the

Borough is interested in mov-
ing beyond mere compatibility
towards real cooperation
which will assist in actually
implementing policies that
are desired by both munici-
palities. The ultimate goal for
both communities is seeing
that the land use plan (a vi-
sion for idealized future devel-
opment) might be imple-
mented. The map attached to
this chapter shows that the
Borough and Townships vi-
sion is really very consistent.
The next task is to find means
to ensure that the vision is
realized in a similar manner.
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Map 13: Intermunicipal Land Use Vision
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- Area One: Historic Downtown
Area Two: Institutional Core
- Area Three: Downtown Transitional
Area Four: University Campus
Qg<jArea Five: Gateways
Area Six: Major Development Corridors
Area Seven: Transition/Preservation Corridors
Area Eight: Traditional Neighborhoods
- Area Nine: Vacant Land Resources
- Area Ten: Other Economic Activity Centers
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