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2. Mr. Lippincott presented six escrows for the Board’s consideration, two ol
which are cash held by the Township:

Country Roads Phases I[, IIT and TV Voucher #4A $ 557.42
(Giant Foods Voucher #08 $ 659.05
Hilltown Hunt Voucher #51 $  383.04
Leonard Kunkin Associates, Inc. Voucher #08 $ 125.14
Longleaf Estatcs Phase I Voucher #39 $§ 960.17
Lynrose Estates Voucher #0% $ 58608

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authorize the release of the six escrows as noted above. Therc was no
public comment.

3. Mr. Lippincott presentcd a work status report by Mr. Guttenplan with
regard to the Comprehensive Plan Update, Zoning Ordinance Update, and Development
Reviews.

4. The Supervisors had directed Mr. Lippincoll to investigate what is
involved in becoming a member of Tree City USA. The Township would have to budget
approximately $21,000.00 in 2001 for tree plantings and future maintenance of those
trees.

5. The Park and Recreation Board tabled discussion concerning the lights on
the baseball ficld at the Civic Park.

6. The Park and Recreation Board requested that the Board of Supervisors
authorize Hilltown Township’s participation as co-sponsors of the Pipe Band, along with
East Rockhill Township, for Pennridge Community Day. They also recommended that
police and fire personnel be made available for Pennridge Community Day.

Motion was made by Supcrvisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authorize the expenditure of $450.00 as co-sponsors of the Pipe Band [or
Pennridge Community Day, and to authorize the use of Hilltown police and fire police at
Pennridge Community Day. There was ne public comment.

7. At the request of the Planning Commission, the Supervisors made a
motion at their May 8, 2000 worksession meeting to extend the submission time for
revised subdivision/land development plans from 14 days prior to the Planning
Commission meeting to 21 days prior to the Planning Cominission meeting. However,
Ms. Seimes discovered that a revision must bc made to the Subdivision Land
Devclopment Ordinance.
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13. Chairperson Bennington noted that PP&L has advised the streetlight at the
intersection of Hilltown Pike and Highpoint Road will be installed by May 23, 2000.

14.  The vacancy on the Planning Commission has been advertised. Deadline
for letters of interest is Friday, June 2, 2000.

F. CORRESPONDENCE — Mr, Greg Lippincott, Township Manager —

1. Correspondence has heen received from the Delaware Valley Regional
Planning Commission, seeking county and local support and participation in partnering
with the Commonwealth for the Endorsement of the Pennsylvania Public Safety Radio
Project. Information has been included in the Supervisor’s packets for review.

2. Correspondence has been received from Faith Baptist Church, seeking
waiver of rental fees for use of the Scout Cabin on Junc 17, 2000. The rental will be used
by the Crusaders for Christ Adult Bible Fellowship Class of the church. The church will
provide the $100.00 refundable security deposit as required.

Motion was made by Supcrvisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to waive Scout Cabin rental fees for Faith Baptist Church on June 17, 2000,
providing that a $100.00 refundable security deposit is placed with thc Township. There
was no public comment.

G. SOLICITOR’S REPORT — Mr. Francis X. Grabowski, Township Selicitor --

1. Solicitor Grabowski presented an Indemnity Agrecment for Giant Foods
indemnifying the Township for allowing a substitution for the rock protection netting at
the site.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to approve the Indemnity Agreement for Giant Foods, as noted above,
There was no public comment.

2. Solicitor Grabowski presented the Financial Security Agreement and Land
Development Agrcement for the Hilltown Plaza Qutparcels (Wendy's Restaurant and
Quakertown National Bank). The soft cost portion has been escrowed in cash in the
amount of $10,471.40 with the Township, and a Pcrformance Bond in the amount of
$52,357.00 has been issued to the Township as well.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, scconded by Supcrvisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to accept the Hilllown Plaza Qutparcels Land Development Agrecment and
Financial Security Agreement. There was no public comment.
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space arca. Mr. Wynn did view the basin, however it was not mulched and he does not
know if the stones were removed as required. Mr. Walt commentcd the stones were
recmoved, however the roots were not; and the basin was hydro sceded. Mr. Wynn noted
the approved plan requires straw mulch in the basin. Solicitor Grabowski reminded the
Board that there are separate stand-alone Agreements on Orchard Glen, and there are
default provisions in both Agreements. Mr. Larry Wargo of Heritage Building Group
explained that the Orchard Glen, Longleaf I, and Longleaf Il projects are totally
indcpendent of each other. Chairperson Bennington would agree with that statement, if
Heritage had not signed Agreements stating that the refuse in thc open space area would
be removed bcfore Longleaf II began. Mr. Wargo commented that there was a fill
problem in Longleaf I at the time the Agreements were signed. There was excess fill in
Longleaf I and a shortage of fill in Longleaf II, and the Agreements were signed in
January. The applicant thought they would begin conslruction of that project in February
so that the fill would not be an issue, however that did not work out. In Longleaf I, there
was difficulties with sewer EDU’s and difficulties with the property scller with regard to
the easemcnt. At present, the applicant is moving as much dirt as they can, however the
weather has not been cooperating. Mr. Wynn wished to clarify that it was in Septembcer
of 1999 when the two projccts were tied together. Mr. Wargo feels the Supervisors are
asking them to do something other (han what was agreed l0. A lengthy discussion took
place.

The Supervisors unanimously agreed to wait to sign the Longleaf II mylars at the June
12, 2000 meeting, if the developer provides specific dates for completion of the
outstanding public improvements.

*8:15PM — Chairperson Bennington adjourned the May 22, 2000 meeting of the
Hilltown Township Board of Supervisors in order to enter into the advertised Public
Hearing to consider the adoption of two Ordinances.

Solicitor Grabowski advised one of (he proposcd Ordinances is an amcndment to the
Suhdivision/Land Decvelopment Ordinance relating to sformwater management
provisions, and onc¢ of the proposed Ordinances is a separate, stand-alone Stormwater
Management Ordinancc. Both Ordinances have been appropriately advertised in the
Doylestown Intelligencer, and both have been filed in the Bucks County Law Library.

Mr. Wynn explained the Stormwater Management Ordinance was prepared pursuant to
Act 167, the Stormwater Managemcnt Act of (he Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; and
was preparcd in accordance with the model Ordinance drafled by thc Bucks County
Planning Commission and approved by the Pennsylvania Department of Environmental
Protection. This Ordinance was revicwed by the Bucks County Planning Commission,
who recommended adoption. The Township includes threc separale watersheds that are
shown in the Watershed District Boundary Map, which is attached as the last page in Lhe
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most part, is a 100% rclease rate with a smaller arca immediately adjacent to the flood
control dam near Rt. 309, as a direct discharge districi. That means thal there are no
stormwater management requirements for properties abutting the flood contro! dam. The
Perkiomen Creek Watershed, for which there has not yet been a completed study, is
treated as though it were a 100% release rate, which is the way subdivisions/land
developments are treated al present when stormwater management is planned.

Section 303 establishes implementation procedures, performance standards, and best
management practices for stormwater management. This includes requirements to control
the post-development stormwater run-off volume for up to the two-year frequency
rainfall through infiltration il soils permit. In order to determine whether or not
infiltration techniques will be utilized, there are requirements for site-specific percolation
studies and testing on development sites. It also requires that the post development ratcs
of run-off match those consistent with the various watershed districts. In most cases, it 1s
the 100% releasc rate district. It provides for a no-harm option in the arca of direct
discharge, which is only a small portion of the Township, and affects very few properties.

Section 305, the design criteria for stormwater management facilities and Best
Management Practices arc included, along with various criteria, many of which have
come directly from the Subdivision/Land Development Ordinance such as requirements
for emergency spillways, over embankments, stormwater management piping,
prohibition of the use of stone gabion baskets in stormwater management facilities,
retention and detention basin design criteria, landscaping criteria, and requirements for
planting the perimeter of a detention basin with evergreen and deciduous trees and
shrubs. It also provides that in the event the developer is proposing to dedicate a
stormwater management basin to the Township, therc is a requirement that the devcloper
contributc $15,000.00 per acre to the Township in a fund to maintain that basin in the
future.

Section 305.N. provides for the standards for Best Management Practices, and the order
of preference of those Best Management Practices, which will have fo be studied in the
future for any development activity. The order of preference is 1) An infiltration pit for
roof drop run-off; 2) Flow allenuation methods such as vegetatcd open swales and
depressions; 3) Artificial wetlands, wet ponds, and bio-retention structures; 4) Detention
basins. The Ordinance also provides standards that come right out of the Best
Management Practice Handbook of Pennsylvania, establishing the standard for
infiltration, depth to limiting zone depending on whether or not the runoff is from a roof
or from a parking area, slopes, requirements for wet ponds, slopes and detention basins,
and first flush detention requirements.

Scction 306 estahlishes the calculation methodology, which is directly out of the model
Ordinance.
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Section 517, Excavation and Grading, also provides for those provisions of Section 517
presently in the Ordinance to remain and which are necessary for subdivision control,
including only allowing concentration of surface water in swales and watercourses, not
diverting water onto adjacent landowners, limiting the amount of disturbance, restricting
the slope within 5 ft. of a property boundary, ctc. Appendix E actually revises basin
berm construction requirements to update the requirements for compaction testing, which
is the primary change in thc basin berm construction requirements.

Mr. Wynn noted Lhe adoption of the Subdivision Ordinance amendment will delete from
the current Ordinance those regulations which are inconsistent or which are contained
within the overall Stormwater Management Ordinance, and Jleave only those
requirements that are in addition to the Stormwater Management Ordinance. The
amendment to thc Subdivision Ordinance was reviewed by the Bucks County Planning
Commission and recommended for approval. The Stormwater Management Ordinance
was reviewcd by the Bucks County Planning Commission, the Pennsylvania Department
of Environmental Protection, the Delaware River Kceper, and the Brandywine
Conservancy, and recommended for approval by all agencics.

Mr. Wynn advised that currently the Perkiomen Creek Watershed is under study. There
will be a Perkiomen Creek Watershed Plan coming out that may require some
modifications to this Stormwater Management Ordinance, though it may not come about
for another 12 to 18 months.

Supervisor Bender asked if Mr. Wynn will be reviewing a stormwater manageinent plan
separately from a subdivision/land development plan. Mr. Wynn replied that there are
some instances where that would be the case, but typically he would not. It will change
the requirements for stormwater management studies that are submitted with subdivision
plans, but there are instances where there could be a regulated activity, which 1s neither a
subdivision nor a land dcvelopment. In that case, Lhat activity would require submission
of a separate plan for stormwater management. Supervisor Bender asked if there is a
review [ec involved. Mr. Wynn noted the Supervisors will need to adopt a Resolution to
modily the fee schedule.

Public Comment: None.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to adopt Ordinance #2000-5, the Stormwater Management Ordinance,
and to adopt Ordinance #2000-6, the Stormwater Management Ordinance
Amendment to the Subdivision/Land Development Ordinance. There was no public
comment.
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- Planning modules for on-sitc sewage disposal must receive approval
from the Bucks County Department of Health, Hilltown Township, and
DEP.

- Verification of approval of proposed erosion and sedimentation control
measures to be implemented during construction of a dwelling on Lot #2
must be received in writing from the Bucks Conservation District.

- Property monuments must be installed as shown on the plan and be
certified in writing by the responsiblc surveyor prior to plan recordation.

- In accordance with Section 805 of the Subdivision Ordinance, the
Township shall require the applicant to pay a fee in-lieu-of dedication
of recreational land. Resolution #99-16 adopted on May 10, 1999,
cstablishes the fee-in-lieu-of dedication at $1,500.00 per dwelling unit.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to grant preliminary/final plan approval to the Homsher Subdivision,
pending completion of all outstanding items as noted above. There was no public
comment.

3. Harlcysville National Bank (Prel.) — Mr. Phil Lederach of Lederach
Associates was in attendance represcnting Harleysville National Bank. The Planning
Commission unanimously recommended preliminary plan approval for the subject land
development located on Rt. 113 in the Planned Commercial-1 Zoning District. The site is
adjacent to the Eckerd Drug Land Development and will access Rt. 113 via a shared
driveway entrance with Eckerd Drug. Mr. Lederach adviscd an agreement has becn
presented to Eckerd Drug, however that has not yet been returmed to the applicant. It is
Mr. Lederach’s understanding that Eckerd Drug has agreed, however they are presently
under re-negotiations for the pad site.

Mr. Wynn provided a copy of the May 9, 2000 engineering review of the preliminary
plan. At the Planning Commission meeting, the applicant advised that they will agree to
all items within the review Ictter as conditions of preliminary plan approval. Although
therc are a significant number of items, the Planning Commission recommended
preliminary plan approval to permit this land development and access to Rt. 113 to be
coordinated with the Eckerd Drug Land Development on the adjoining site.

Two waivers were requested by the applicant. The waiver [rom Scction 523.3.B
regarding parking area selbacks was unanimously recommended [or approval. However,
the Planning Commission unanimously recommended denial of the waiver request from
Section 516.7.B(3) which requires the stormsewecr piping to be rcinforced concrete. The
applicant desires to utilize plastic pipe.
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Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carned
unanimously to deny the Fedele Tract Subdivision due to non-compliance with the
Zoning Ordinance/Subdivision Ordinance regulations, as itemized within the January 3,
2000 engineering review and the January 7, 2000 Bucks County Planning Commission
review, unless an extension is granted by the applicant; and if a revised plan s not
reccived, the Supervisors will not consider another extension, There was no public
comment.

7. Subdivision/Land Development Ordinance Revision — The Planning
Commission unanimously recommended revision to the Subdivision Ordinance to
provide for the recent administrative change that requires submission of plans three
weeks prior to the meeting of the Planning Commission. Section 301.5.C. and Section
305.1 provide that plans and documents must be submitted fourteen days prior to the
regular meeting of the Planning Commission.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authorize advertisement for a revision to the Subdivision/T.and
Devclopment Ordinance to provide for the recent administrative change that requires
submission of plans three weeks prior to the meeting of the Planning Commission. There
was no public comment.

L ENGINEERING — Mr. C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer

1. Orchard Glen — Mr. Wynn noted the Letter of Credit for Orchard Glen
cxpires at the cnd of June, 2000.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authorize the deadline for completion of the required improvements for
the Orchard Glen Subdivision to be extended until June 12, 2000. There was no public
comment.

2. Longleaf Estates Phase ] — This matter was discusscd previously.

L. MYLARS FOR SIGNATURE: None.

K. PUBLIC COMMENT: None.

L. SUPERVISOR’S COMMENTS:

l. Supervisor Parks noted the Board of Supervisors recently met with the
Fire Prevention Bureau, where discussion took place concerning difficulties expericnced
by fire departments because of lack of house numbers being pested and easily visible
from the road. Door hangers will be lefl at each dwelling unit in Hilltown by the








