pPg. 2460
HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISQR$
REGULARLY SCHEDULED PUBLIC MEETING
Monday, May 22, 1995
7:30PM

The regularly scheduled public meeting of the Hilltown Township
Board of Supervisors was called to order by Chairman William H,
Bennett, Jr. at 7:35PM and opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

Also present were: Kenneth B. Bennington, Vice-Chairman
Jack C. Fox, Supervisor
Bruce G. Horrocks, Township Manager
Francis X. Grabowski, Township Solicitor
C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer
George C. Egly, Chief of Police
Lynda S. Seimes, Township Secretary

*7:37PM - PUBLIC HEARING - PROPOSED ZONING ORDINANCE:

Chalrman Bennett announced a Public Hearing has been advertised for
7:30PM for the possible adoption of the proposed Zoning Ordinance,
which has been pending for a number of months.

There were three minor changes since the last Public Hearing. One
revision concerned Village Centers which would force confirmation
of new dwellings or business structures in the three Village
Centers to conform with existing structures. There was no public
comment on this issue.

The second revision was a change in the performance subdivision mix
of dwelling units which eliminated the minimum and maximum between
garden apartments and detached homes. There was no public comment
on this issue.

The third revision 1involved including the Impact Statement,
basically word for word, as it was originally found in the 1983
Zoning Ordinance which is in the private petition in order to
change zoning. The Impact Statement covers the Comprehensive Plan,
Environmental Impact, Transportation Impact, Services Impact, and
Regilonal Impact; and defines ilmplementation. There was no public
comment on this issue.

Chairman Bennett explained there were two significant "standing
room only" Public Hearings held in the fall of 1994, in which the
Supervisors presented a draft of the proposed Zoning Ordinance.
Chairman Bennett believes there were approximately 71 public
comments heard at those meetings,

Supervisor Bennington wished to clear up a misconception that the
Planning Commission has with regard to the Supervisors sending the
Zoning Ordinance back to them for further review. Supervisor
Bennington explained he has never wavered on his support for the
three acre minimum requirement. The reason the Zoning Ordinance
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was returned to the Planning Commission was to get thelr feedback
on the nine issues noted by the Bucks County Planning Commission.
Supervisor Bennington still firmly supports the three acre minimum
with the conditions as specified in the joint meeting held between
the Planning Commission and the Board of Supervisors.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to adopt Ordinance #95-2 - The
Hilltown Township Zoning Ordinance of 1995, as specified.

Chairman Bennett stated he has been against the three acre zoning
requirement and a few other minor issues as proposed in this Zoning
Ordinance. Chairman Bennett is concerned about changing minimum
building lots in the Rural Residential Zoning District from 50,000
sq. ft. (which is 1.16 acres) to three acre =zoning. Chairman
Bennett's main reason is the legality of it. He has spoken to the
Township Solicitor, the Township Engineer, a private attorney, and
the Chairman of the Bucks County Planning Commission, all of whom
feel it is a legal risk and mentioned that the Township could be
sued by a developer for three acre zoning in 75% of this Township.
If it was merely in a 20 acre area, Chairman Bennett would not be
5o set in his opinion. However, with a Township consisting of 27
square miles with 70% to 75% of it being zoned Rural Residential,
Chairman Bennett feels it is a restriction that the courts will
throw out if Hilltown is challenged. Two and a half acre zoning
has already been thrown out in Tredyffrin Township, three acre
zoning 1s in the courts at present in Warrington Township, and
Nockamixan has recently reduced their zoning from five to two
acres. To defend this type of a suit could easily cost the
Township anywhere from $50,000.00 to $100,000.00 from what Chairman
Bennett has been told by people in the legal profession. Secondly,
in Chairman Bennett's opinion, the whole premises based on water
shortage has not been substantiated. Chairman Bennett does not
believe there is a water shortage in the Township as a whole.
There have been no studies to apply this type of thinking to 20
square miles or 70% of the Township. Chairman Bennett complimented
Supervisor Bennington on devising a compromise solution which is
cluster zoning. This means that if there is a community well or
public water in the Rural Residential area, you could build on as
little as 30,000 sg. ft., instead of 50,000 sg. ft., with the
proviso that you would have to provide 55% open space. Chairman
Bennett is not a fan of open space which would require either a
homeowner's association or the Township for maintenance. Chairman
Bennett would like nothing better than to see a golf course
constructed in this community, something that would take at least
150 acres of land, which would be one of the best things to be done
with open space. Chairman Bennett feels open space behind a
development is worthless, however he believes more open space 1s
needed specifically for park and recreation. Chairman Bennett
recognizes that a great deal of work has gone into revising the
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Zoning Ordinance over the past several years and feels the plan
presented this evening, for the mest part, is a wvery good
Ordinance.

The advertised Public Hearing for the proposed Zoning Ordinance was
adjourned at 7:45PM. Chairman Bennett reconvened the regqularly
scheduled meeting of the Hilltown Township Board of Supervisors of
May 22, 1995 at 7:45PM.

A. APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Action on the minutes of the April 24, 1995 Board of
Supervisors Meeting: Due to a copying error, these minutes were
tabled for approval until the June 26, 1995 Board of Supervisors
Meeting.

Supervisor Bennington stated there are some people in this Township
who have been spreading a rumor that when he was telephoned during
the April 24, 1995 meeting while on a business trip in Holland,
the phone bill was over $1,000.00. Supervisor Bennington presented
a copy of the phone bill for that time period for the 24 minute
phone call to Holland which totalled $21.99.

Action on the minutes of the May 8, 1995 Board of Supervisors
Worksession Meeting: Motion was made by Supervisor Fox, and
seconded by Chairman Bennett to approve the minutes of the May 8,
1995 Board of Supervisors Worksesslon Meeting, as written,
Supervisor Bennington abstained from the vote because he was not
present at that meeting.

B. APPROVAL OF CURRENT BILLING: Chairman Bennett presented the
Bills List, dated May 23, 1995, with General Fund payments in the
amount of $63,995,18, State Highway Aid payments in the amount of
$148.92, and Escrow Fund payments in the amount of $1,866.52, for
a grand total of all payments in the amount of $66,010.62.

Motion was made by Supervisor Fox, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to approve the Bills List dated
May 23, 1995, subject to audit.

C. TREASURER'S REPORT - Mr. Bruce G. Horrocks, Township Manager:
Mr. Horrocks presented the Treasurer's Report with the feollowing
balances as of May 19, 1995:

General Fund Checking $§ 187,943.52
Payroll Checking $ 201.52
Fire Fund Checking S 85,852.74
Debt Service Checking $ 192,589.41
State Highway Aid Checking $ 220,777.23
Eecrow Fund Checking § 136,534.06
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At the June meeting, Mr. Horrocks will present the Board with a
six month review for comparison.

Motion was made by Supervisor Fox, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to approve the Treasurer's
Report, dated May 19, 19395, subject to audit.

D, RESIDENT'S COMMENTS ON CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS ONLY: None.,

E. CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS:
1. Mr. Mike Leibley - Brite Maintenance - Hartzel-
Stragsburger Home Repointing - Mr. Leibley 1s the general

contractor of the brick repointing at the Hartzel-Strassburger
Home. Mr. Leibley is in attendance this evening in the hopes to
rectify a misunderstanding between himself and Supervisor Fox, and
to request payment for the initial cutting of the mortar joints at
the Hartzel-Strassburger Home. These cuts were verbally approved
during work in progress. Mr. Leibley stated at no time was
Supervisor Fox anything but a gentleman, which is why he is sure
these two items will be rectified. Mr. Leibley explained his firm,
Brite Maintenance, began cutting the mortar Jjoints approximately
one month ago, and then the brick pointers began work. Supervisor
Fox met with Mr. Leibley, expressing some concern at the start of
the project as to the look of the building, stating it did not have
the historical look it had before Brite Maintenance began the
restoration work. Mr. Leibley agreed with Supervisor Fox, advising
the contract called for a recessed joint, however his workers began
flat pointing it, which is a flat mortar joint. Mr. Leibley
explained the reason for this is more mortar gets between the
bricks, which provides for a better quality job. The original job
specifications did call for a recessed joint, and Mr. Lelbley
agreed Supervisor Fox was correct in that. Brite Maintenance then
attempted to recess the joints that had previously been flat
pointed, and Mr. Leibley noted it certainly did not make for a
clean job. Mr. Leibley advised Supervisor Fox that before his firm
left that property, he would take care of the problem, whether it
meant re-grinding the jolnts or using a rubbing block of some sort
to correct the error. Brite Maintenance then continued with the
job on the lower half of the first wall. Supervisor Fox and Mr.
Leibley met again, and at that time, Supervisor Fox appeared to
express a bit more approval with the joint. Mr. Leibley believes
this 1s where the misunderstanding took place. Mr. Leibley was
under the impression that was what Supervisor Fox was looking for,
however Supervisor Fox was under the impression that before Mr.
Leibley continued with the Jjob, the problem would be corrected.

Mr. Leibley presented several photographs for the Board's review.
The first set of photos show the original mortar joints on the
building, which are certainly not recessed. Mr. Leibley suggested
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that the color of the mortar was the problem. Instead of using
white cement, Mr. Leibley suggested using gray cement which would
provide an aged look. After speaking with Supervisor Fox again,
Mr. Leibley returned to the site and tried some test patches using
the gray mortar and also using yellow mortar. Mr. Leibley feels
this may be what Supervisor Fox was looking for and if it was, he
would be willing to correct the problem. Mr. Leibley feels this
solution would give the mortar a more historic look and provides
for a nice, clean appearance. Mr., Leibley stated this solution is
contingent upon receiving payment for the original cutting of the
mortar joints.

Supervisor Bennington commented he 1s not an expert in historical
buildings or in masonry, so therefore he can not tell if the Jjoints
are correct or incorrect. Supervisor Bennington felt the funding
for this entire project should have gone right from Bucks County
to the Historical Society and that the Township should not have
been involved in the project. However, since the Township is
involved, Supervisor Bennington relies on Supervisor Fox's
expertise concerning the job. Supervisor Fox stated the Township
received a document from Mr. John E. Harry, an expert in
restorations, just this afternoon that the Supervisors have not yet
had the opportunity to review. Mr. Horrocks noted this document
was also sent to Mr. Jeffrey Marshall, the Director of Historical
Preservation, for his review. Upon reading the conclusion of the
report alone, it would be Mr. Horrocks recommendation to allow the
Supervisors to review the report and make a decision at a later
meeting. This report addresses the fact that the 1initial
restoration work was not done to specifications as provided in the
original bid package and that the work, to date, may be
substandard. Chairman Bennett wvisited the site this afternoon,
but admits he is no expert in this type of work. 1In one respect,
Chairman Bennett did not feel that the work looked bad, however it
appeared the mortar joints were gquite heavy on the side that had
been completed. Chairman Bennett quoted one comment in the report
which states "Before any further work or remedial actions are
taken, T strongly recommend that careful planning and testing takes
place." Therefore, Chairman Bennett recommended the Board not take
action this evening, and suggested the Supervisors review the
report thoroughly for a decision at the next meeting. The Board
was in agreement.

Mr. Leibley did not feel that this decislon should have any bearing
on the work that had been previously approved. Mr. Leibley
requested payment for the cutting of the mortar joints. Chairman
Bennett advised the Board would consider Mr. Leibley's request.

Supervisor Fox suggested Mr. Horrocks contact Jerry Jamison at the
County to meet with Mr. Leibley. Mr. Horrocks will make the report
available to both Mr. Jamiscon and Mr. Leibley for review and then
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meet with both parties for further discussion.

F. MANAGER'S REPORT - Mr. Bruce G. Horrocks -

1. Following this meeting, Mr. Horrocks asked for the
Supervisor's signatures on the Zoning Ordinance which was adopted
earlier this evening.

2. Mr. Horrocks presented ten escrow releases, nine of which
are bank held letters of credit, for the Board's consideration.

Country Roads I Voucher #38 8 652.60
Country Roads I Voucher #39 $ 2,500.00
Country Roads II Voucher #04 $ 280.55
Derstine Land Development Voucher #02 $ 80.40
Quiet Acres Voucher #04 $48,582.00
Quiet Acres Voucher #05 § 2,032.75
Sterling Knoll Voucher #4A 8 552.95
Telvil Corporation Voucher #20 S 7,500.00
Telvil Corporation Voucher #21 $ 655.20
Wietecha Subdivision Voucher #01 5 59,00

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to release the ten escrows as stated
above.

3. Mr. Horrocks is seeking Board approval to hire a part-
time temporary employee for twenty hours per week for ten weeks at
$8.00 per hour, for a total of $§1,600.00. The young man Mr.
Horrocks would 1like to hire 1is presently attending Temple
University, and has worked for the this Township, as well as East
Rockhill Township and New Britain Township on an intern basis, this
past spring. If approved, Greg Lippincott will be working with
administration computers, developing data base programs which would
eliminate work that is presently done manually.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to approve hiring temporary part-time
services, as stated above.

4. Mr. Horrocks requested approval to close Fretz Road,
between Broad Street and Middle Road, to local traffic only. Mr.
Horrocks explained the detour of Rt. 313 has created a great deal
of excess traffic on Fretz Road, which has caused the road to
literally break up.

Motion was made by Supervisor Fox, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to close Fretz Road, except for
local traffic, for an indefinite period of time.
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Sewer Authority. Supervisor Bennington noted the Supervisors had
previously given authority to Chairman Bennett to speak directly
to Fast Rockhill Township concerning this matter. Mr. Horrocks
explained that when East Rockhill appeared before the Authority,
the Authority was not necessarily receptive to discussion prior to
the Supervisors authorizing that discussion.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to authorize sending correspondence
to the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer Authority concerning
future discussions between the Authority and East Rockhill
Township, as specified above.

7. Mr. Horrocks presented a proposed resolution dealing with
revigions to the Rules and Regulations Policy of the Hilltown
Township Police Department. Due to recent c¢ourt rulings and
recommendations by insurance liability carriers, Chief Egly
explained the Rules and Regulations Policy for the Hilltown
Township Police Department had to be updated.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to adopt Resolution #95-23, the
revisions to the Hilltown Township Police Department Rules and
Regulations Policy.

8. Mr. Horrocks asked the Board to consider approving the
lease between Hilltown Township and A.W.A.C.S. Inc., doing business
as Comcast Metrophone. The lease proposes a 129 ft. high tower
with a 1light, placed on this property. The following
specifications have been addressed in the lease:

- Construction of a 129 ft. high tower with a light.

~ Comcast has agreed to remove and relocate the existing
helipad which is presently located within the buffer yard
area, at their cost (up to $3,000.00).

- Comcast has agreed to supply the Township with 10% rental
of any further sublets of cellular telephone users.

- Lease is for four five-year terms with the amounts per month
being $800.00; $900.00; $1,000.00; and $1,100.00 for each
of those terms.

- Comcast has agreed to return the site to its existing
condition, prior to any construction.

Mr. Horrocks noted there are a number of items Comcast has modified
or eliminated, with Solicitor Grabowski's assistance and
negotiation. Supervisor Bennington asked if the stipulation that
the tower will be removed, at the applicant's expense, 1f
technology improves, thereby making the tower obsolete, was still
a part of the lease., Mr. Horrocks replied the removal of the tower
is addressed in the lease itself, and also gives the Township the
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option to purchase that tower for $1.00. Mr. Horrocks explained
the current proposed location of the tower fully meets the
regquirements of the Zoning Ordinance.

Supervisor Fox believes the Township needs this tower and can
certainly make use of it, however he had made a motion at a
previous meeting which included several conditions, yet one of
those conditions has not been met. Supervisor Fox does not feel
the tower was lowered enough when it was lowered from 150 ft. as
originally proposed for the Bolton Farm site, to 130 ft. for this
site. Supervisor Fox's motion, several meetings age, was that he
would not approve this tower to be constructed here at the Township
building until the height was significantly lowered.

Initially, when the applicant appeared before the Board, Supervisor
Bennington was prepared to vote against conditional approval of the
tower because he did not feel there was a need for a tower in this
Township. When the Planning Commission suggested the tower be
moved from the Bolton Farm to another specific spot in the area,
and after listening to four days of testimony, Supervisor
Bennington came to the realization that no matter what the Board
did, the applicant would construct a tower somewhere in this
Township.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, and seconded by Chairman
Bennett to approve the lease which was negotiated between Hilltown
Township and Comcast Metrophone for construction of the tower on
Township property. Supervisor Fox was opposed. Motion passed.

g. Mr. Horrocks noted comments concerning the Township's
telephone system began prior to his employment in August of 1991.
At that time, the elected Auditors had recommended a change in the
telephone system. This matter has been reviewed and discussed a
number of times, and an attempt was made to address the problem in
1991 by cutting back on lines. In 1994, public bids were
advertised for a new phone system, and two bids were received
however a bid was not awarded. Once again, several lines were
eliminated and the system was reviewed with technicians from Bell
Atlantic. Early this year, 1t came to the Township's attention
that there was a company who had won the State bid for telephone
systems. Mr. Horrocks would like the Board to consider the option
of purchasing this telephone system, with no bidding process
required since this firm has been awarded the State contract. Mr.
Horrocks has conducted a survey and asked for recommendations from
users of this proposed phone system, including Bucks County, which
led to very favorable responses. It 1s Mr. Horrocks recommendation
to purchase this telephone system, utilizing Bond funds. It is a
capital expense, and traditionally, capital expenses have not been
a budgeted item. In the past, the Township has purchased police
cars, trucks and park equipment from the Bond. Chairman Bennett
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asked if the price still remains at $21,959.00, and Mr. Horrocks
replied that it is.

From Chairman Bennett's point of view, the new phone system 1is
definitely needed. Today, for example, the phone rang eleven times
with no answer, and thirteen times before it was answered the
second time. The switching process from the Administration
Department to the Police Department is also very deficient.
Chairman Bennett believes the phone system has been unsatisfactory
since it was first installed in 1989.

Several months ago, Supervisor Bennington requested that this issue
be tabled in order to obtain more information. Working so far away
from the Township and relying heavily upon phone communication with
the Township Manager on a daily basis, Supervisor Bennington feels
the present phone system is very inadequate. Supervisor Bennington
has reviewed the information provided by Mr. Horrocks thoroughly,
and believes a new telephone system is definitely needed to lmprove
the service for our customers, the residents.,

Supervisor Fox asked how much interest would be paid for this type
of a system over the five year period. Mr. Horrocks replied no
interest would be paid because the money is currently in the bond.
If the Board authorizes funds to come from the bond, the phone
system would be purchased outright. Supervisor Fox has a concern
about using bond money to pay for the new phone system, since those
funds have been earmarked for park and recreation purchases. The
trucks and police cars purchased in the past were part of the bond
issue, however this phone system was not. Supervisor Fox wondered
what the Township will do when there is no more bond money for the
parks. Despite that, Supervisor Fox does agree that the new phone
system is needed.

Chairman Bennett noted the bond debt is averaging approximately 6%.
Mr. Horrocks explained if the Township purchases the phone system
with bond funds, the difference in net savings 1s approximately
$12,000.00, and if the system is purchased with a lease, the
difference is approximately $5,000.00. The overall savings drop
if the Township leases and pays interest. If the system 1is
purchased outright, there is no interest. The Township currently
pays $602.16 per month. The new system would bring the total
charges to $286.95 per month. Chairman Bennett stated the Township
started the year with a surplus of funds and suggested the new
phone system be purchased outright from the General Fund.
Supervisor Bennington and Supervisor Fox agreed, with the proviso
that those funds be reimbursed from the bond at the end of the
year, if the General Fund is in a negative position. The
Supervisors were in agreement.
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they must pay for the water itself. Mr. Horrocks wished to point
out that the timetable to correct this issue is at the jurisdiction
of E.P.A.. A resident asked Mr. Beck, vice-chairman of the
Hilltown Water and Sewer Authority, if the Authority will provide
the residents with a document stating they will not be forced to
cap their contaminated wells. Mr. Beck replied he does not have
the authority to make that commitment, that would be a decision
made by the Authority Board. Mr. Beck stated any resident who
agrees to connect to the public water system and who caps their
well, will receive a rebate. From what he understands, Solicitor
Grabowski noted that agreement is only for residents in the Central
District. Mr. Beck commented no one will force the residents to
cap their wells.

Chairman Bennett suggested this matter be tabled for further
discussion at an upcoming meeting, and the Board was in agreement.

G. CORRESPCNDENCE: None.
H. SOLICITOR'S REPORT - Mr., Francis X. Grabowski, Township
Soligitor -

1. At the last meeting, it was reported that a declsion was

rendered concerning Bernie Enterprises by the Pennsylvania
Commonwealth Court, finding for the Township. At that time, it was
possible that Bernie Enterprises could file an application for a
re-argument with the Commonwealth Court or file a petition with
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, asking them to hear the case,.
Solicitor Grabowski advised Bernie Enterprises has filed an
application for re-argument with the Commonwealth Court and has
also filed a petition with the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. With
the Board's permission, the Township Solicitor will aggressively
oppose both the application and the petition.

Motion was made Dby Supervisor Fox, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to oppose both the applicaticn
to the Commonwealth Court and the petition with the Pennsylvania
Supreme Court concerning the Bernie Enterprises appeal, as
specified above.

2. Chairman Bennett announced that the Board of Supervisors,
the Township Solicitor, and the Township Manager met in Executive
Session prior to this meeting to discuss legal matters.

**The meeting was recessed at 9:05PM for a five minute break.

**9:12PM - The regularly scheduled meeting of the Hilltown Township
Board of Supervisors was reconvened at 9:12PM.
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I. PLANNING - Mr. C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer -

1. Olesky Land Development (Final) - The Planning Commission
unanimously recommended final plan approval to the Olesky Land
Development subject to the following conditions:

- Verification of approval of proposed on-lot sewage
disposal received 1in writing from the Bucks County Health
Department.

- Verification of approval of proposed erosion and
sedimentation control measures received in writing from the Bucks
County Conservation District.

- Property monumentation installed and certified prior to
plan recordation.

- Dedication of Spur Road right-of-way via an easement to
Hilltown Township, and granting of a utility easement along the
frontage of Bethlehem Pike to Hilltown Township accomplished in a
manner satisfactory to the Township. Plan must be revised to
reflect the granting of the above referenced easements.

- A financial security/development agreement must be
executed between the applicant and the Township to guarantee
installation of public improvements.

- Miscellaneous drafting 1tems as contained in the
engineering review dated May 1, 1995.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to grant final plan approval to the
Olesky Land Development, with the conditions as specified by the
Planning Commission.

2. Loeffler Subdivision (Final) - This plan is a lot line
adjustment affecting the property located at Telegraph Road and Rt.
113, which is the former Dembrosky's Restaurant. Mr. Wynn

explained the tract located in the rear, containing a house and
pond with quite a bit of frontage on Telegraph Road, alsc contains
a 25 ft. wide strip through the parking area of Whitney's Grille.
This is where the current access is located to the existing house.
This plan takes the 25 ft. wide strip and adjoins it to lands owned
by the restaurant. In doing that, it will cut access to the
exlsting dwelling, therefore, the owner of that rear property
proposes construction of a driveway to their frontage on Telegraph
Road.

The Planning Commission unanimously recommended approval of the
Loeffler Subdivision subject to the following conditions:

- Dedication of the ultimate right-of-way of Telegraph Road
along the frontage of Lot #1.

- Recommended walver of street Iimprovements, with the
exception of a street light at the intersection of Rt. 113 and
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Telegraph Road. The Township has received request for a street
light at that location by the applicant. PP&L costs (amortized
over 10 years) for installation and operation of the light should
be the responsibility of the applicant.

- Driveway detail should be revised to identify driveway
width, paving radii at Telegraph Road, and extension of the
driveway culvert.

- Lot #2 should be combined in a common deed with adjoining
TMP #15-11-66-1 so as not to create a lot non-conforming to zoning
requirements regarding lot width and area.

- Verification of approval of proposed erosion and
sedimentation control measures received in writing from the Bucks
County Conservation District.

- Planning Modules submitted for approval by the Bucks
County Health Department, the Township, and DER unless waived by
DER.

- Property pins and monuments as shown on the plan required
to be installed and certified prior to plan recordation.

- Relocation of driveway access to serve the existing
dwelling on Lot #1 accomplished prior to plan recordation. Driveway
permit secured from Hilltown Township prior to any construction
activity within Telegraph Road right-of-way.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to accept the final plan for the
Loeffler Subdivision, pending completion of the outstanding items
as noted above.

3. Country Roads Lots 4, 5, and 6 (Final) - Mr., Wynn advised
this is an adjustment of a lot line within the twin home portion
of the development. The revision is necessary due to the
constructed location of a twin home which did not follow the
property boundary. The house was constructed askew, which offset
the house from the property line and was not discovered until the
home was completely constructed. The plan modifies the lot line
between Lots #5 and #6, takes some property from Lot #4, and also
modifies two lot lines between the three lots. One of the problems
the applicant experienced with submitting this plan to the Planning
Commission was that Lot #5 ends up with lot-to-width building
setback of less than 40 ft., which is required by the Zoning
Ordinance for twin homes. The applicant then appeared before the
Zoning Hearing Board, who granted a variance to the lot width
requirement.

The lot line adjustment for Lots #4, #5, and #6 in the Country
Roads development was unanimously recommended for approval subject
to the following conditions:

- Zoning Hearing Board decision regarding lot width
variance for Lot #5 should be noted on the plan.
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- Installation of concrete monuments as shown on the plan
required to be installed and certified prior to plan recordationm.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to grant final approval to the Country
Roads Lots #4, #5, and #6 lot line change, with the conditions as
specified above.

4, Boulware Subdivision (Final) - This is a minor
subdivision located on Dublin Road. Lot #1 consists of 1.5 acres,
an existing barn, shed and dwelling; and Lot #2 consists of a 10
acre lot that has been perked, but 1s not proposed for development
at this time. While there are a number of outstanding items
remaining, the Planning Commission felt that most were simple
issues which could be resolved easily.

This plan was unanimously recommended for approval by the Planning
Commission with the following conditions:

- Notation should be added to the plan indicating the barn
on Lot #2 may not be utilized for livestock pursuant to Section
405 A.l1. of the Zoning Ordinance.

- Completion of the site cleanup including removal of
discarded building materials, old farm machinery, etc. located on
the property.

- Note must be added to the plan indicating that street
trees must be installed along the frontage of Lot #1 in accordance
with Section 415 of the Subdivision Ordinance in the event a
dwelling is constructed. A total of three (3) trees is required.

- Plan must clearly indicate location of the existing
driveway relative to the site outboundary.

- Note must be included on the plan indicating there will
be no construction activity or excavation 1in areas labeled as
fleoodplain, floodplain soils, and/or potential wetlands.

- Proposed driveway shown for Lot #2, dwelling, etc. should
be removed from the plan.

- Right-of-way area. of Dublin Road shall be dedicated to
Hilltown Township.

- Property pins and monuments as shown on the plan should
be installed and certified prior to plan recordation.

- Verification must bhe received from the Bucks -County
Conservation District indicating an erosion and sedimentation
control approval is not required.

- Existing corrugated metal culvert located within Dublin
Road along the frontage of the site should be shown on the plan,

- Planning Module approval must be received from the Bucks
County Health Department, Township and DER.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to grant final plan approval to the
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Boulware Subdivision, pending completion of the eleven conditions
as specified.

5. Comcast Metrophone - The Planning Commission unanimously
recommended waiver of land development submission for the Comcast
Metrophone tower to be constructed on the Township Municipal
Building property.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to waive land development requirements
for the Comcast Metrophone tower, as specified unanimously by the
Planning Commission's recommendation.

6. Supervisor Bennington asked the status of the Pellow
Subdivision plan. Mr. Wynn explained that plan is still before the
Planning Commission and that the applicant has granted an
extension. Solicitor Grabowski noted Ms. Pellow attended the last
Authority meeting, and he believes the Authority will schedule a
meeting with her in order to attempt to resolve the problems at the
site.

7. At one of the Planning Commission meetings, Supervisor
Bennington recalls a suggestion being made that a complete water
study be done of the Township, and asked how much a study like that
might cost. Mr. Wynn does not know how much a study like that
would entaill.

J. ENGINEERING - Mr. C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer - None.

K. RESIDENT'S COMMENTS:

1. Mr. Paul Lapinski of Middle Road was in attendance to
express concern about the increased amount of traffic on his road
due to the Rt. 313 detour through Dublin Borough. Mr. Lapinskl
explained Middle Road is approximately 18 f£ft. wide with no
shoulders. Vehicles have actually been driving on his and
neighboring properties because the road is not wide enough to
handle the sizes of some of the wvehicles, including tractor
trailers. Middle Road and Fretz Road are literally falling apart
due to the increased traffic, which is also posing a real danger
to children and pedestrians in the area. Mr. Lapinski counted 514
vehicles using Middle Road this afternoon between the hours of
4:10PM and 5:10PM. Late Saturday afternocon, from 5:50PM to 6:50PM,
341 vehicles traveled on Middle Road. Mr. Lapinski asked the
Board's cooperation and suggestions for curbing the detour traffic
on Middle and Fretz Roads, both of which were not designed and
constructed for this type of traffic. Chief Egly agreed that
several Hilltown Township roads are being ruined due to this
detour. Supervisor Bennington suggested the Township contact
Representative Druce, asking for his aid in getting the original
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Rt. 313 detour reinstated. Chief Egly commented he has been trying
to get some Township roads closed to truck and commercial wvehicle
traffic for many years.

Mr. Horrocks noted the Township has contacted PennDot warning them
to keep detoured traffic out of Hilltown Township. The original
signs stating "local business traffic only* through Broad and
Middle Roads have been removed. Mr. Horrocks believes the only
viable solutien the Township can legally attempt would be to bring
in an officer on overtime, in a marked car from 6:002AM to 10:00AM,
and from 4:00PM to 6:00PM, to park on Middle Road. This would make
it inconvenient for drivers, however Chief Egly stated this
selution would place the liability problem squarely on Hilltown
Township. Supervisor Bennington feels the Township should close
both Middle Road and Fretz Road to local traffic only. Mr.
Horrocks suggested the Board authorize for the advertisement of an
Ordinance to prevent truck and commercial vehicle traffic (except
for local deliveries) on Fretz Road, Middle Road, Upper Church
Road, Frontier Road, Bypass Road, and any other roads the Board may
feel necessary. Mr. Horrocks noted the Board can contact
Representative Druce in the hopes that the Township can receive
some State funding for repair of Township roads due to the detour.

Motion was made by Supervisor Fox, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to authorize advertisement of
an ordinance to prevent truck and commercial vehicle traffic
(except for local deliveries) on several Township roads, those of
which are to be determined by Chief Egly, Mr. Buzby, and Mr.
Horrocks.

Mr. Horrocks also suggested that a uniformed officer be brought in
on overtime to enforce the closure of Fretz Road for repair by the
roadcrew.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Fox, and carried unanimously to authorize overtime for a police
officer, at the Police Chief's discretion, to insure the safety,
health and welfare of Township residents, as stated above.

At the Board's direction, Mr. Horrocks will contact Representative
Druce and Senator Heckler to request that the original Rt. 313
detour be re-implemented. Chief Egly noted an officer will be
available for the closing of Fretz Road tomorrow morning.

Chairman Bennett commented the Board sympathizes with Mr.
Lapinski's situation and will do its best to rectify the matter.

2. Mr. John Snyder, chairman of the Zoning Hearing Board,
stated recently the Zoning Hearing Board was inundated with four
zoning hearings. When dealing with that many hearings in a short









