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Public Comment:

1. Mrs. Patricia Pena of 407 S. Sixth Street, Perkasie is the mother of
Morgan Lee Pena, who was killed in the tragic accident at Rt. 152 and Rickert Road. On
behalf of her family, Mrs. Pena thanked the Supcrvisors for bringing this issue up for
vote. Since the death of (heir daughter, Mr. and Mrs. Pena have come to realize the risks
involved when talking on a cell phone while driving, Mrs. Pena would like to believe
that if the cell phone companies had done their job to make consumers properly aware of
their own published safety recommendations to make calls while not in motion, this
accident could have been prevented. Since their outright refusal during meetings with
Senator Conti to do any such public education, it has become necessary for the public to
handle this matter themselves. Mrs. Pena does not want her message to be misconstrued

that she is opposed to the use of cell phones, because she is not. She has a cell phone and
intends to keep one in her vehicle’s glove box in the event of an emergency. Mrs. Pena
read the following statement from the owncr’s manual of her own cell phone which states
“For your safety, road safety comes first — don’t use a hand-held phone while driving;
park the vehicle first.” Mrs. Pena applauds the Supervisors for taking the first step in this
very important issuc. Cell phones are good safety tools, however they are not toys and
their use in moving vehicles should be taken very seriously. We can not ignore published
statistics such as a report in the New England Journal of Medicine, noting the
quadrupling effect in accident rates while using a cell phone, equivalent to driving with a
blood alcohol level at the legal limit. There will come a time when motorists can not
only talk on a cell phone, but access the Internet, send faxes, check c-mail, or trade
stocks, all while driving vehicles. Mrs. Pena is aware that in the next decade, high tech
firms are preparing to flood the market with other gadgets to make our cars mobile into
offices. In the words of an auto industry consultant, William Pritchard, as quoted in USA
Today “All the in-car conveniernces raise serious safety concerns. We may have reached
a point where the courts need to say enough is enough.” Mrs, Pena realizes that nothing
anyone can do will bring her daughter back, but hopefully the adoption of this Ordinance
will save another lifc,

2. Mr. Richard Devery of Shirley Lane referred to the accident of November
2", which was a dreary, rainy day with patchy fog, and was a lousy day for driving. That
intersection is not far from Mr. Devery’s home and he considers it a dangerous
intersection that has been the site of numerous accidents. The causc of that accident was
a vehicle that ran a stop sign due to a distraction. It is quite obvious to Mr. Devery that
the proposcd Ordinance does not seem to be based on fact. Mr. Devery contacted
Scnator Conti’s office asking for PennDot statistics concerning accidents and causes of
accidents, that he has not becn able to provide. Mr. Devery does not believe that a cell
phone 1s anv more of a distraction than someone tuning in a car stereo, talking on a CB
radio, shifting a manual transmission, or tending children or animals in the vehicle. Mr.
Devery asked if the Supervisors could produce any statistical information that would
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caused the death of Morgan Pena will be penalized with nothing more than 2 points and a
$50.00 fine. Ms. Olsen works in an area of the hospital that provides emergeucy carc,
and there have been numerous times that she was told about an accident caused by
cellular phone use. Ms. Olsen disagrees that using a cellular phone is the same as
adjusting a car stereo or eating while operating a vehicle, because she believes using a
cell phone takes a higher level of thinking. Ms. Olsen commented there are educated,
intelligent people who have already made a decision not to use cell phones whilc behind
the whecl of a moving vehicle. Unfortunately, there are uneducated, unintelligent people
still using this lethal combination.

Mrs. Pena advised that she will provide a 68-page report from PennDot that stipulates
cell phone related accidents that occurred within construction sites

6. Mr. Mike Hudack of 129 Green Street, who is Morgan Lee Pena’s
grandfather, feels lack of responsibility of motorists is the key issue at hand. Discussion
took place.

As an elected Township Supervisor, Supervisor Bennington belicves it is his
responsibility to protect the health, safety, and welfare of the residents of Hilltown
Township. Supervisor Bennington feels he is one of the most liberal Republicans in all
of Bucks County and he is not attempting to infringe upon people’s civil rights.
Supervisor Bennington and his family members are cell phone users, and he noted that
the Township collects rental fees for a cell phone tower located behind this municipal
building. It is not his intent to eliminate or preclude the cell phone industry, rather
Supervisor Bennington is trying to insure that people act responsibly. Supervisor
Benmington stated that the proposed Ordinance is not a primary Ordinance, rather it is a
concurrent Ordinance. The requirements of the proposed Ordinance is that police officers
can not stop motorists just for using a cell phone while opcrating a motor vehicle, but
only if they arc also driving erratically, tailgating, or going through stop signs. If during
that, they are stopped by a police officer while using a cell phone, they will receive a
concurrent fine of $75.00. Supervisor Bennington spoke to the mayor of Brookline, Ohio
this morning, which is the first municipality in the United States to implement this law,
who encouraged the Supervisors to adopt this Ordinance because it will save lives. If this
Ordinance saves only one life, Supervisor Bennington believes it is well worth it. In
1985, there were 200,000 cell phone subscribers, but last year there were 70 million ccl)
phone subscribers and that number continues to increase every day.

Supervisor Bennington received correspondence [rom Mr, John R. Mackley of Lititz,
Pennsylvania, who is a 6-year veteran traffic control technician for a major road
construction company that operates in Lancaster County. Supervisor Bennington quoted
a section of this letter which states “I have witnessed hundreds, if not thousands, of
operators using ccll phones while driving, and I might add have seen hundreds of near-
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*Chairman Bennett called for a 10-minute recess at 8:37PM. The Public Hearing was
reconvened at 8:55PM.

8:55PM - PUBLIC HEARING (Continued)

This proposed Ordinance would confirn and re-establish the Hilltown Township
Planning Commission, providing for the appointment of members, removal of members,
organization, powers and duties of the Planning Commission; and repealing an Ordinance
adopted on March 8, 1958.

Public Comment: Nonc.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and
carried unanimously to adopt Ordinance #99-15, to confirm and re-establish the
Hilltown Township Planning Commission, providing for the appointment of
members, removal of members, organization, powers and duties of the Planning
Commission; and repealing an Ordinance adopted on March 8, 1958. There was no
public comment,

*The advertised Public Hearing was adjourned, and the regularly scheduled meeting of
the Hilltown Township Board of Supervisors of December 27, 1999 was reconvencd at
9:00PM.

H. PLANNING — Mr. C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer —

1. Hilltown Plaza OQutparcels (Prel) — The Planning Commission
unanimously recommended preliminary plan approval of the Hilltown Plaza Qutparcels
Land Development with a proposed bank and fast food restaurant conditional upon the
following:

- A lot line adjustment subdivision plan must be prepared and submitted in
accordance with Township Subdivision Ordinance regulations. Zoning
dimensional requirements for both Use E6 and E16 must be included
on the plan.

- Parking calculations must be included for both the shopping center and
separate parking calculations for Use B6. Parking calculation must
verify that there is adequate parking on the sitc as required by Zoning
Ordinance regulations.

- Zoning Hearing Board approval must be obtained by the applicant to
increase the impervious surface to 81%. The applicant has indicated
that a Zoning Hearing is scheduled for January 20, 2000.
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Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and
carried unanimously to grant final plan approval to the Pileggi Land Development,
pending completion of all outstanding items as noted above. There was no public
commecent.

3. A & T Subaru (Prel) — The Planning Commission unanimously
recommended denial of the preliminary A & T Subaru Land Dcvelopment Plan unless an
extension is reccived from the applicant by January 14, 2000.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and
carried unanimously to deny the A & T Subaru Land Development, unless a written

extension is received from the applicant by January 142000, There was nopublc
comment.

4, Reckner Subdivision (Minor) — The Planning Commission unanimously
recommended denial of the Reckner Subdivision unless an extension is provided by the
applicant by January 14, 2000.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and
carried unanimously to deny the Reckner Subdivision plan, unless a written extension is
received by January 14, 2000, There was no public comment.

5. Eckerd Land Development — Mr. Wynn advised the applicant granted an
extension until January 31, 2000, and indicated that no one representing the applicant
would be present at this evening’s meeting.

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

1. Orchard Glen — The current time period for completion of improvements
expircs as of this date. At the end of August, 1999, Mr. David Watt of Heritage Building
Group was before the Supervisors to request a one-year extension to complete the public
improvements within that development. At that time, there was some concern that most
of the landscaping had not been installed, the roadway had not yet been paved, and
several othcr major items had not yet been addressed. This Board granted Hertage
Building Group until December 27, 1999 to complete those improvements. Although
most of the requirements of this plan have heen completed, several incomplete items still
remain, including minor detention basin re-grading to eliminate ponding and permit
maintenance of the basin as lawn. As-built plans for the roadways and the stormsewer
werc recelved from the applicant last week, along with correspondence dated December
23, 1999, Mr. Wynn will inspect the site in the next fow weeks and he helieves the
applicant will attend the January 31, 1999 meeting to discuss the possibility of
dedication. Technically the applicant’s time frame for completion of improvements
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this Township could be brought back to a good, healthy financial picture. Mr. Snyder
thanked Chairman Bennett for his years of service and his dedication to the community.

2. Mr. Robert Gundlach, legal counsel for the Elliot Building Group, was in
attendance concerning the proposed Hilltown Chase project, which was recently denied
preliminary plan approval at the Board’s November, 1999 meeting. Mr. Gundlach made
it clear at that meeting that in his professional opinion, it was improper for the Board to
deny that plan for the reasons it had given. Nevertheless, the applicant has filed a Notice
of Land Use Appeal in court. The applicant has since forwarded correspondence to the
Township dated December 15, 1999, contemplating a proposed settlement of that
pending litigation. Mr. Gundlach advised that the applicant met with many of the
residen irrounding the subje o ast Wednesday evening scuss—thi
proposal and he believes that they are on the right track. The main points of the
December 15™ lettcr contemplates the elimination of the connection to Beverly Road,
which Mr. Gundlach believes was overwhclmingly supported at last Wednesday’s
mecting by the residents of Beverly Road and Audrey Lanc; the reduction of the
proposed building lots to 44 lots and the increase in the size of those lots to at least
15,000 sq. feet (although the plan contemplates 17,000 sq. fi.); the realignment of the
proposed access roads to Telegraph Road so that headlights do not shine in homes
directly across the street; and the elimination of the package treatment plant in favor of
connection of a low pressure sewage conveyance system with individual grinder pumps
to Beverly Road. This would alleviate any gravity lines and would also prevent other
properties from tying into that low-pressure system. Since that meeting, Mr. Gundlach
received comments from a neighboring property owner, Mr. Rieser, along with another
property owner from Telegraph Road, and sent correspondence to the Township
explaining that the Elliot Building Group further agreed to construct a landscape buffer
between Mr. Rieser’s property and the site. Subject to the stormwater improvements on
both sides of the property and subject to the approval of the Township Engineer, the
applicant may propose a grass bottom detention basin in lieu of a wetland type of hasin,
which was a concern of a resident across the strect from the site. Even though this
proposal might not be what everyone wants to see constructed in the area, however Mr.
Gundlach feels it is a compromise that should be considered. There was some discussion
at that meeting last week, dealing with residential streets. A report was prepared by Swift
and Associates concluding that accidents are related to width of roadways, and therefore,
the applicant has proposed that widening of Telegraph Road not take place, which Mr.
Gundlach believes would help alleviate traffic accidents on this road. The Elliot Building
Group has also been questioned by the neighboring residents as to what type of dwellings
would be constructed. Mr. Gundlach explained the dwellings would be simitar to those
construcled in the Estates of Pebble Creek, a project currently being completed by Elliot
Building Group in Lower Makeficld Township. Prices of these dwellings will average at
approximately $325,000.00.
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the Seylar Schoo! and indicated the auditorium was over capacity with adults and
children, with no available aisles in the event of an emergency. Supervisor Bennington
asked Mr. Gillespie of the Silverdale Fire Company if a safety inspection of the Seylar
School, or any other school in the Township, has ever been conducted. Mr. Gillespie
advised such an inspection would be under the jurisdiction of the Building Inspector,
since therc is no Fire Marshall for Hilltown Township. Discussion took placc.
Supervisor Bennington suggested that the Silverdale Fire Company review safety
inspection records for the various schools in the Township to insure that thcy are in
compliance.

3 Several months ago, Supervisor Bennington noted that Mr. Phil Fitzgcrald
of Brinkley Drive, requested ta construct a swimming poolin hig back yard howeverhis

back yard is also considered a front yard along Rt. 113 due to Zoning Ordinance
regulations. The Supervisors had asked the Planning Commission to revicw and make
recommcndations for revision to the Zoning Ordinance so that this resident could
construct & swimming pool in his yard. Supervisor Bennington does not understand why
the Planning Commission disregarded the Supcrvisors direction to propose revision of the
Zoning Ordinance. Therefore, Supervisor Bennington directed the Township Engincer to
draft a revision to the Zoning Ordinance for possible considcration at the January 31,
2000 mceting.

Mr. Jack Fox, a member of the Hilltown Planning Commission, advised this scenario
tends to come up every three to five years, as far back as Mr. Fox can remember. The
recommendation of the Zoning Officer was to basically leave the regulations as they
stand, and if the issue arises, direct the applicant to apply to the Zoning Hearing Board. It
was the Planning Commission’s feeling that if a revision was made, it may cncourage
structures other than swimming pools, to be proposed for construction in “front yards.”
Supervisor Bennington does not feel it is fair for residents to have to pay the $500.00
Zoning Hearing fee for these types of requests. Mr. Wynn commented that the wording
of a possible revision to the Zoning Ordinance could be made very specific to swimming
pools. Mr. Wynn believes the real concern lies with double frontage lots, those lots that
contain a front yard on a local street, and another front yard in the rear on an arterial
roadway. The Ordinance could possibly be modificd to specifically address the
circumstances of double frontage lots. Supervisor Bennington directed Mr, Wynn to

prepare a draft revision for the Planning Commission’s review at their January, 2000
meeting.

4, In 1989, when Supervisor Bennington was the chairman of the Planmng
Commission, Chairman Bennett was the only Supervisor to vote to reappoint him to thc
Planning Commission. At that time, Supervisor Bennington decided to run for office of
Supervisor. Chairman Bennett and Supervisor Bennington have had their difterences
during the years, mostly becausc Chairman Bennett is very conservative and Supervisor






