


Page 2 Pg. 8046
SWS Re-zoning Request Public Hearing
December 9, 2013

2) Mr. Doug Smith of Fox Lane asked the Board to reconsider their decision not to
respend to questions asked by the general public.  He is adamantly opposed to the rezoning of
this property, stating that the unknown benefits to the Township would be far outweighed by the
damage that would be done to the surrounding properties to this site.

3) Mr. Richard Felix, Sellersville, was disappointed that the Board refused to answer
questions asked by concerned residents on this matter. He voiced his opinion against the
proposed zoning change.

4) Ms. Doreen Cooper, Reliance Road, reminded the Board that the sale of the
property in question to SWS is contingent upon this re-zoning request being granted. Therefore,
she contended that if the Board votes to approve this request, they are essentially voting to
approve SWS constructing a trash transfer station in this area. Ms. Cooper implored the Board to
deny this re-zoning request, and in effect, denying an additional trash transfer station for this area
of the Township, greatly affecting the residents who may have purchased their homes under
specific zoning regulations.

5) Mr. Marvin Rohrs of Village of Dorchester noted that there are glaring
inaccuracies with the traffic study presented by the applicant, particularly with the presumed path
that trash trucks would follow from the site to access Rt. 309. Mr. Rohrs commented that the
current heavy traffic presents a nightmare for residents, and he can only imagine the difficulties
that will arise with additional truck traffic passing through the already congested intersections in
the area.

6) Mrs. Susie Apple, Church Road, commented that no one can control traffic
traveling on a public road, citing that she lives on a roadway that she believes is one of the most
heavily traveled in the Township, which is used as a connector to major arteries by passenger
vehicles and quarry trucks alike.  She supports the SWS facility relocating to Hilltown
Township, rather than having this profitable company move to a neighboring municipality with
the additional truck traffic using our roads anyway, but with the revenue going to another
township.

7) Mr. Mark Geitz disagreed with Mrs. Apple’s comments, noting that the three
Supervisors can certainly control the addition of several hundred trash trucks per day by denying
this re-zoning request. He challenged SWS to consider constructing their trash transfer station
in another municipality that may be better suited for this use.

There was no further Public Comment at this time.
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that Hilltown Township needs to strengthen the tax base, and the income generated by the SWS
proposal would also be a great benefit

Chairperson Salvadore noted that the application before the Board this evening was to change
zoning on a parcel from LI to HI. She advised that the re-zoning request has nothing to do with
the plan which may or may not be submitted by SWS in the future.  The conceptual design
previously submitted by SWS was not a preliminary plan, and therefore did not get the scrutiny
that a preliminary plan will get in the future when being subinitted as a land development.

(**NOTE: Some members of the aundience continued to ignore repeated requests for order
as well as requests to approach the podium if they wished to provide public comment.
Thercfore, those individuals who refused to comply with Puhlic Comment rules did not
have their comments recorded and/or transcribed).

Public Comment:

1) Mr. Terry Carnes, chairman of the Hilllown Planning Commission, gave a concise
explanation of why the PC voted unanimously to recommend approval of the re-zoning request.
He commented that permitted by-right uses in the Light Industrial Zoning District run the gamut
of high impact uses, including the following — Truck Terminal, Research, Wholesale, Printing,
Contracting, Warehousing, Crafts-Commercial/Industrial, and Truck Business; while the Heavy
Industrial zoning district by-right permitted uses are much more limited, and most are not
permitted at all, or require a Conditional Use Hearing or Special Exception from the Township.

2) Mr. Charles Baker of Rt. 113 suggested that everyone recognize that this proposal creates
a positive tax impact for the Township, which may also offer opportunities for employment. He
noted that a housing development for this site would not only be a negative impact on the
schools, but it would also create a traffic problem.

3) Mr. Mark Geitz disagreed with Mr. Baker’s comments.

4) A resident of Spur Road (whose name could not be transcribed due to lack of sound
clarity) expressed concern with the possible use of Spur Road as a shortcut for additional trash
trucks to get to Rt. 309. She further advised that there is no posted speed limit on Spur Road
and asked that consideration be given to lowering the speed limit.  Mr. Schnaedter and Chief
Engelhart were directed to investigate the speed limit issue on Spur Road.

There was no further public comment taken by the Board of Supervisors.






