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HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULARLY SCHEDULED PUBLIC MEETING
Monday, October 28, 1991
7:30PM

The meeting of the Hilltown Township Board of Superviscors was
called to order by Chairman Wiliiam H. Bennett, Jr. at 7:38PM
and opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

Also present were: Betty J. Kelly, Vice-Chailrperson
Kenneth B. Bennington, Supervisor
Bruce Horrgcks, Township Manager
Francis X. Grabowski, Township Solicitor
C. Robert Wwynn, Township Engineer
George Fgly, Chief of Policse
Lynda Seimes, Asgistant Township Secretary

Due to the large crowd this evening, Chairman Bennett introduced
thoge seated at the dias,

Chairman Rennett announced this regularly scheduled Board of
Supervisor's meeting will adjourn at 8:15PM for the advertised
hearing of the proposed Comprehensive Plan, The Board of
Supervisors will not vote this evening on the proposed
Comprehensive Plan, primarily because recommendatlions have not
vet been received from the Bucks County Planning Commission,
or the Hilltown Township Planning Comnission. Those who wish
to comment on the proposed Comprehensive Plan will be limited
to 3 minutes each.

A, APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Action on the minutes of September 23, 1991 Board of Supervisors
meet ing:

HMotion was made by Superviseor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington and carried unanimousty to approve the minutes of
the September 23, 1991 Board of Supervisors meeting ags written.

B. APPROVAL OF CURRENT BILLING:

Chairman Bennett mentioned there are ftwo bllls 1lisft for approval
this evening. The first hills 1list 1is dated October 2, 1691,
and totals $27,158.22,

Supervisor Bennington Qquestioned the bill in the amount of
$2,743.46, from Carter Van Dyke for a Feasibility Study. Mr.
Horrocks believes this bill is for the construction documents
for the former Civie Field, however he would check on this,
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Chairman Bennett commented the Towhship was paying approximately
$8,500.00 for Independence Blue Cross, however he noted a payment
of $9,332.26 and asked if thils had become the new monthly payment

for 1Insurance coverage. Mr. Horrocks was aware that Blue Shield
inecreased their rates this month, and also, one employee's rate
inegreased due to a change in marital status. Mr. Horrocks will

look into this matter.

Motion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington and carried unanimously to pay all bllls when due.

The second bills 1ist is due October 16, 1991 and totals
$16,627.34.

Regarding the Workman's Compensation and Insurance Property bills
listed on the {first page, Chairman Bennett asked 1f there were
any i1ncreases in these fees from previous payments. Mr, Horrocks
was not sure, but would research this issue further.

Motion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington and carried unanimously to pay all bills when due,

Supervisor Bennington mentloned that several meetings ago, the
Board of Supervisors had increased the Auditor's payment rate
to $1,200.00 per year and requested an itemized billing from
the Board of Auditors. The itemized bill has been received,
and Supervisor Bennington wondered whether the Board should process
the check payment approval at this time.

Based upon receipt of an itemized bill Irom the Board of Auditors,
motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to pay that bill, which had been
held for two months.

C. TREASURER'S REPORT:

Cﬁairman Bennett presented the Treasurer's Report as of October
24, 1991:

General Fund Checking Account
End of Month Balance - $298,953.25

Payroll Checking Account
End of Month Balance - $38.78

Fire Fund Checking Account
End of Month Balance ~ $74,562.53

Debt Service Investment/Checking Account
End of Month Balance - $111,438.25

State Highway Aid Checking Account
End of Month Balance - $69,068 .87

Escrow Fund Checking Account
End of Month Balance — $93,929.14
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Mobtion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington and carried unanimously to accept the Treasurer's
Report as read, subject to audit,

D. RESIDENT'S COMMENTS ON AGENDA ITEMS ONLY: None,

E. CONPIRMED APPOINTMENTS:

1. Mr. Samuel Plerce - Mr. Plerce was not present at this
time.

2. Mrs. Anng Almedovar - Regarding Bullding Inspector
rejecting windows on property - Ms. Adele Stevens, daughter of
My, and Mrs. Almodovar, was in attendance to speak for her parents
this evening. Ms. Stevens explained that her parents own a
property on Callowhill Road, which was inspected by Mr. Applegate,
Building Inspector/Zoning Officer, on Cctober 9, 1991, in hopes
of securing an QOccupancy permit. Mr. Applegate had made a 1list
of seventeen problem ditems which must be corrected before an

Occupancy Permlt could be igsued,. Mr. Applegate had advised
the applicant that the bedroom windows do not meet the egress
requirement, which is 20 dinches. The current windows are 18
inches.

Ms. Stevens advised the house was previcously inspected by the
Township's former Building Inspection firm and had been approved.
Mr., Applegate felt there was a safety hazard invelved since the
windows are two inches shorter than the BOCA Code indicates.
According to Ms. Stevens, tile has been installed in front of
all the bedroom doors, and there is a smoke alarm system connected
to the security system, wlth a battery back-up. The lower window
sills are only 16 inches from the floor of the bedroom, therefore
it would not be difficult to ex1t the home through the w  l10ows
in an emergency situation.

Ms, Stevens felt there was a great hardship involved for her
father, who has been building this home over a long period of
time. The home has been fully completed, with stonework installed
around the outside of the windows, and drywall installed around
the windows, Inside the home. To remove windows, chip away stone
work, and attempt to reconstruct the entire window base would
be very costly and time consuming for the applicant.

Ms. Stevens stated the windows are 20 inches wide, except when
they are open, which 1s where the problem lies according to Mr.
Applegate.

Ms. Stevens presented photos o©f the windows and the area
surrounding the windows. The home is a single story cont nporary
ranch house and Ms. Stevens did not feel the windew dinensions
would affect the safety of exiting the home in the eve of an
emaergency, sSince there are plenty of windows and doors f ACCESS
in the home. Ms. Stevens is asking the Board to waive the window
egress requirements.
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Ms. Whitney appeared before the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer
Authority, who directed her to appeal to the Board of Supervisors,
Ms. Whitney has contacted Strothers Associates, an engineering
firm, who are awaiting the Board's decision to elther construct
a gravel plt in the front yard or to coordinate with the sewer
1ine extension. Strothers Associates advised Ms. Whitney that
the gravel pit solution may be only temporary, at best.

Mr. C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer, stated an Act 537 revision
is required for extension of a public sewer line. Mr. Wynn
comnented the Bucks County Board of Health can approve the
connection of a single family home to an exlsting public sewer
without an Act 537, as a repair to a failed system, though this
is not the c¢ircumstance with Ms. Whitney. Ms. Whitney advised
Ms. Sorace has listed her septic system as "malfunctioning, ponded,
and failed."

Solicitor Grabowskl had attended the same Water and Sewer Authority
meeting that Ms. Whitney had attended. The Authority had suggested
Ms, Whitney contact a private engineer to discuss this matter
with the Township., Ms, Whitney's property is located approximately
200 to 300 feet east of the current sewer line extension. Ms.
Whitney's property 1s located one lot away from the two lots
being developed by S8St. Philip's Church, where the sewer line
eXtends to. Ms. Whitney explained the previous homeowner had
Separ:} *1 tha water. The sump pump, the shower and the dishwasher
waver runs out the front of the house through a pipe, onto the
street. This situation must also be rectified,.

Typically, Mr. Wynn advised, an Act 537 revision is reviewed
by the Planning Commission and their recommendations are then
pregsented to the Board of Supervisors. Superviscor Bennington
suggested Ms. Whitney present an Act 537 Revision Planning Module
request fto the Planning Commission at their November 18, 1991
meeting for their review and recommendations. The Board of
Superviscrs would not vote on +this issue until their HNovember
25, 1991 meeting. Ms. Whitney was concerned about the time period

involved and the winter months approaching. Mr., Wynn commented
the DER approval process would most likely go 1into the winter
months. There are several other outside agency approvals which

are also required, and this could take quite some time.

Solicitor Grabowskl recommended Ms. Whitney's engineer alsoc attend
the Planning Commission meeting in order to answer any dquestions
of a technical nature, as well as a sketch showing details and
possible impact of her request.

F. MANAGER'S REPORT:

1. In a re-structuring of the Administrative personnel,
Mr. Horrocks was pleased to offer the position of Township
Secretary to Lynda Seimes, Lynda has been Assistant Township
Secretary since July of 1990.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to appoint Lynda Seimes as Township
Secretary of Hilltown Township, effective immediately.
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for a "Junkyard" violation. Supervisor Bennington advised
correspeondence has been received from Mr. Bob Grunmeier, II
concerning "open burning'.

Supervisor Bennington made a motion to allow burning at the Moyer
property in an attempt to come Into compliance with the violation,
conditional upon the following ditems: the burning be 1limited
to hetween the hours of sunrise and sunset, that the burn itself
be controlled and supervised by someone from the Dublin Fire
Company, the applicant insure that only non-hazardous,
non—-combustible materials are burned, and to schedule the burn
when weather conditions are acceptable for burning wilthout
gXcegsive winds. Supervisor Kelly seconded the motion and it
passed unanimously.

7. The proposed Zoning Ordinance has been sent to the
Bucks County Planning Commission for thelr review.

G, CORRESPONDENCE :

1. Approximately 200 pamphlets have been received from
Waste Management of Indlan Valley regarding Housechold Hazardous
Waste. These pamphlets are available at the Administrative office
counter.

2. A request has been received from Plumstead Township
for coples of the 1991 expenditures, receipts and budget, for
thelr reference in regards to thelr 1992 budget preparation.

3. On October 23, 1991, the Bucks County Commissioners
revised thelr Solid Waste Ordinance, and therefore, a revision
or amendment to Hilltown Township's Ordinance may be required
to comply. Mr. Horrocks belleves +the change will be nothing
more than removing the 1ist of specific drop off sites for recycled
waste.

Solicitor Grabowski commented there had been some gquestion
concerning the County's existing Ordinance, in terms of restricting
the drop off of recyclable materials to certain locations.
Solicitor Grabowski suggested the Board review the '"model”
Ordinance being distributed by the County at the next Work Session,
for consideration of a public hearing at a future meeting.

b, Correspondence was received from the Township of
Franconia who has gent Hilltown Township their Recreation and
Open Space Plan for review and comment. Mr, Horrocks will forward
copies to the Hilltown Township Park and Recreation Board.

5. Chairman Bennett announced confirmation has been received
today advising that Mrs. Florence Simong, Hilltown Township
Tax Collector for the past six years, will be resigning effective
December 31, 1991. No action will bhe taken this evening, however
at the November 25, 1991 Board of Supervisor's meeting, the Board
will be appointing a new Tax Collector to the unexpired term
of two years. Anyone interested in applying for this position,
should direct thelr resume' to the attention of Mr. Bruce Horrocks,
Township Manager, at the Townshlip address.
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®8:20PM - Chalrman Bennett called for a five minute recess before
beginning the advertised hearing for the proposed Comprehensive
Plan.

o. 8:25PM - ADVERTISED HEARING FOR THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSIVE
PLAN:

Supervisor Bennington asked Mr. Jhack Fox, Planning Commission
Chalrman, for the Planning Commission's comments on the proposed
Comprehensgive Plan.

1. Mr. FoxX stated the Planning Commission is waiting for
reviews from the Bucks County Planning Commission, the school
district, and neighboring municipalities, before giving thelir
recommenda tions to the Board of Supervisors. Mr. Fox inftroduced
Mr., Dave Johnson, head of the Department of Transportation at
the Bucks County Planning Commission, to answer any questlons.

Chairman Bennett commented the major dissues in the proposed
Comprehensive Plan includes a change 1in zeoning 1In the Rural
Residential area to three acres, though he believes most of the
residents in attendance this evening are here to discuss the
proposed Rt. 113 bypass around Silverdale and Blooming Glen,
and also the proposed Rt. 313 bypass around Dublin Borough.

Mr, Fox thought he made it perfectly clear at last week's Planning
Commission meeting that the proposed Rt. 113 bypass would be
discarded and removed from the map.

Chairman Bennett c¢larified +that the Planning Commission will
not propose the Rt. 113 bypass to the Supervisors in their
recommendation of the propesed Comprehensive Plan. Supervisor
Bennington would 1like both of the proposed hypass lines removed
from the maps.

z, Mr. David G. Tauras, 913 Quarry Road - Mr. Tauras read
sections of a prepared statement regarding the proposed Rt. 113
and Rt. 313 bypasses, a copy of which is attached to these minutes.

Mr. Tauras felt the plan for the bypasses has no basis, is in
conflict with other parts of the Comprehensive Plan, viclates
gsome securlity zones and conservatlon easements, and if approved
without any detail supporting studles, will subject the Township
to significant litigation, Based on these points, Mr. Tauras
recommends very strongly that all maps be deleted and removed
from the proposed Comprehensive Plan relating to the Rt. 113
and Rt. 313 bypasses, and the three text paragraphs on page 55
of the plan, which describes the proposed bypasses, also be removed
from the Plan.

3. Mr, John Bender - 914 Quarry Road - Mr. Bender had
attended the Planning Commission's advertised hearing for the
proposed Comprehensive Plan Iast week, specifically addressing
the transportation matter and the regard which was shown to the
trees in the "quaint community of Dublin".
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At that time, Mr. Bender had outlined the impact on the residences
and the farms, some of which are protected under the Agricultural
Security District, and the impact on the environment. Mr. Bender
conducted further research sgince last Monday and has gotten more
specific regarding Hilltown residents who have been upPset and
who have lost peace of mind. Mr. Bender obtained a tax parcel
map, and followed the path of the dotted line of the Proposed
Rt. 313 bypass on the parcel map. After researching the 1issue
further, Mr. Bender found thirty Hilltown Township properties,
consisting of approximately 300 acres, would be destroyed and
condemhed for the purpose of the proposed bypass. There are
many more properties along the route the bypass would not
necessarily go through, however it would cause those property
owners to suffer economically. Mr., Bender presented a list of
those property owners, as well. The proposed Rt. 313 bypass
would cause the destruction of six to ten Hilltown Township homes
between Quarry Road, Rickert Road, Frontier Road and Shelfied
Road. Mr. Bender stated as a Hilltown Township resident, and
speaking for many others, he would like the Rt. 313 bypass removed
from the map.

2, Mr. Jim Neil -~ Mr. Nell, an attorney, was in attendance
representing Mr. Bender and other property owners in the ares.
Mr. Neil spoke about the framework of the Municipality Planning
Code, as it relates to completing work on the Comprehensive Plan.

One of the fundamental factors is that the Municipality Planning
Code requires the Planning Commission complete detailed studies
and analysis as part of it's work. The reaction Mr. Neil has
received concerning the proposal at this point i1s that "the cart
has come before the horse, as there is already a committment
to a particular route arocund Dublin as a way to handle the
perceived congestion problems in the draft Comprehensive Plan.
Mr, Nell felt it was too early to be adding a proposed bypass
to a map when there has not been a sufficient study done on the
congestion problem or to seek other avernues to solve this very
real problem.

From a legal standpoint, Mr. Neil stated the way the Municipality
Planning Code 1s written now, once the Township delineates a
specific lypass route on an official map, anyone who owns land
within that designated strip is prohibited from building, using
their land for subdivision, etc., Jjust by virtue of the placement
cof that bypass route 1line, & Special Encroachment permit from
the Township would hbe required to do any kind of work in that
area. I1f the Township were to adopt this plan without completing
the required studies, Mr. Neil stated it would be imposing the
burden on the residents.

From a regional planning standpoint, Mr. Neil advised the Township
is currently on the edge of a major development gquarter which
links Philadelphla with the Lehigh Valley along Rt. 309 and the
Northeast Extension. The Hatfield/Lansdale area, as well as
Hilltown Township, has seen tremendous growth within the last
ten years, because of 1t's connection with the roadway system
and highways. The Dublin end of the Township is designated more
rural. The same Comprehensive Plan that would inelude the Rt.
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313 bypass around Dublin, also ftries to make zoning less intense
in that area. Mr. Neil felt it was contradictary to drive a
highway through that same district since it 1is almost iInevitable
that more intense development comes with highways. As Mr., Tauras
and Mr. Bender have previously described, the Township, Iin it's
zoning and planning, 1s committed to keeping this area around
Dublin as a low denslity development area.

Mr, Neil felt much of the bypass planning is a result of the
Quakertown generated Rt. 663/Rt. 313 study, which envisions a
more intensive 1link up Dbetween Doylestown and the HNortheast
Extension along Rt. 313. Mr. Neil felt it was Important for
Hilltown Township to remalin involved in that planning process,
but would be appropriate for the Townshlp to back away from
comni tting themselves to a highway bhbypass through our Township.

As far as Bucks County 1is concerned, Chairman Bennett commented
they have been talking about a through corridor from the Quakertown
area, through Doyiestown to lower Bucks County, for many years.
Since Hilltownn Township has not seen the Bucks County Planning
Commission's reviews or recommendations, the Board does not yet
know their feelings on the matter. If, 1in fact, DBucks County
and PennDot would decide to construct a bypass around Dublin,
elther through Hilltown or Bedminister, Chairman Bennett asked
what course of action the municipality would have to fight that
proposal. Mr. HNeil suggested the Township Solicitor could offer
guidance on that, however, his reading of the Municipal Planning
Code in relation to the Comprehensive Plan is that it does not
establish that the County or the State's wishes would come first.
Mr, Neil felt the Townshilp would be in a good posltion by staylng
involved in the planning process to tell PennDot and the County
what 1t would 1like to see happen. Mr. Neil cited iInstances in
the Quakertown area where resident's negative reaction to a
proposed bypass in that area brought about auick and favorable
results.

Mr. Johnson of the Bucks County Planning Commission stated the
County has been working with the Rt. 663/Rt. 313 Task Force all
along. Bucks County PFlanning Commission is looking at this issue
during a 20 year time frame, although they do feel a bypass is
inevitable. Discussion took place bhetween Mr. Johnson and Mr.
Neil regarding the proposed Rt. 313 bypass.

Mr. Neil appealed tto the Supervisors to view the full range of
options for dealing with the traffic problems on Rt. 313 and
make a decislon accordingly.

3. Mr. Ron Theis - 4 Florence Cirecle - Mr., Theis quoted
the Municipal Planning Code where 1t states "The Planning Agency
mist do studies’, and asked who is the "Planning Agency” the

Code speaks of, Chairman Bennett felt when looking at our own
Comprehensive FPlan, the Municipal Planning Code 1s speaking of
Hilltown Township Planning Commission. Solicitor Grabowskl did

not feel that it was entirely comprehensive to suggest that the
the muncipalitiy's Planning Commission 1is the scle Commission
inveolved in that statement. Scolicitor Grabowski felt the Hilltown
Township Planning Commission, with the assistance of the Bucks
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County Planning Commission, the experts at PennlDot, and the
Delaware Valley Planning Commisslon would coordinate a review
in that instance. The reason Mr. Theis asked that Question was
because on page 15 of the proposed Comprehensive Plan, it states
"an in-depth study of the individual cultural and historical
resources of the Township has not yet been undertaken', Mr.
Thels felt this was a key point to bring to 1light, as far as
what has been loocked at within Hilltown Township for plamning.
Mr, Thels asked who has completed any studles in Hilltown Township
and who has actually placed the 1lines showing the proposed bypasses
on Hilltown Township's proposed Comprehensive Plan map. Mr.
Jack Fox replied the Hilltown Township Planning Commission's
recomnendation was for a two lane roadway, using existing streets,
as a bypass around Dublin Borough. The special congultant for
Hilltown Township, Carter Van Dyke Associates, was in agreement
with the Hilltown Township Planning Commission regarding the
proposed Rt. 313 bypass, and was the firm who designed the proposed
Rt. 113 ©bypass. Mr. Thels was not able to find any studies
completed 1n Hilltown Township concerning easement maps, research
of historical properties, agricultural =zoning, etc., and did
not see how these proposed bypasses were feasible without them,
Supervisor Bennington 7reminded Mr. Theis that the Planning
Commission is a recommending authority, and that the Board of
Supervisors has final authority on the proposed Comprehensive
Plan. Supervisor Bennington felt Dublin Borough should be
responsible for their traffic problems, whether it be lane widening
or left turn lane 1lights.

Mr, Theis read from the proposed Comprehensive Plan, page 35,
titled "Quallty of Life" which states "the objective is to promote
a quality environment by preserving and enhancing the Township's
charm and appearance to Dprotect 1it's unique natural features,
it's historic and scenic wvalues, and it's rural setting, by
permitting developments which provide quality neighborhoods.”

b, My. Nevin Moyer - 808 Quarry Road - Mr. Moyer stated
he is presently farming a parcel of land that the Rt. 313 bypass
is proposed to go through. Mr. Moyer 1s the eighth generation
on the farm. Most of Mr. Moyer's neighbors are elderly people
who would be forced to leave their life long homes should the
bypass be approved. Mr. Moyer appealed to the Board of Supervisors
to remove the proposed Rt. 313 bypass from the Comprehensive
Plan map.

5. Mrs. Lorraine Bender - 914 Quarry Road - Mrs, DBender
commented the proposed Rt, 313 bypass directly impacts her property
and those of her neighbors. As she had heard at the October
21, 1991 Planning Commission meeting, the Comprehensive Plan
showing the proposed Rt. 313 bypass was drafted on information
which was alteast five years old. This information did not show
current residences, conservancy easements, Hilltown historical
sites and trees, or secured Agricultural areas, yet a line was
drawn through these areas designating the proposed Rt. 313 bypass,
with a statement 1In the plan advising this bypass will serve
to maintain the historic character and trees within Dublin Borough,
while providing an unobstructed route through this regional
arterial. Mrs. Bender asked how a Comprehensive Plan can be
drafted or important decisions made to destroy Hilltown residences
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and properties with such outdated sources of information. Mrs.
Bender wondered where it states in the Plan that other alternatives
were resecarched, for instance, widening the road for a turning
lane, timing traffic lights, closing off town access routes during
peak traffic hours, or using exlsting roads for a bypass.

Mrs. Bender drives Rt. 313 every day during rush hour and she
did her own traffic delay study this past week through the town

of Dublin. Mrs. Bender's findings are as follows: Tuesday,
October 22, 1991 - waited one minute and thirty seconds for the
light, Wednesday, October 23, 1991 =~ waited zero minutes for
the 1ight. Thursday, October 24, 1991 - waited one minute and

five seconds at the light in the fog. Friday, October 25, 1991
- walted two minutes at the 1ight. Monday, October 21, 1991
- waited one minute and thirty seconds at the light., Mrs. Bender
explained this 1s an average of one minute and twelve seconds
to wait for a traffic light. TFor perspective, Mrs. Bender stated
she recently wailted nine minutes at the Rt. 202/Rt. 152
intersection, and also, it took her sixteen minutes to go two
miles 1In Maple Glen, a planned community in Montgomery County,
during rush hour. Mrs. Bender does not feel one minute and twelve
seconds to walt for a traffic light is excessive, certainly not
enough to destroy Hilltown resident's homes and property. It
would take Ilonger than that to go around Dublin via a bypass.

Mrs. Bender 1is sorry that the Planning Commission spent so many
long hours devising the proposed Rt. 313 bypass, however the
hours that were spent cannct equate to the destruction that the
plan recommends, Mrs. Bender does not believe the Board of
Supervisors want to destroy homes, farmland and CONsServancy arecas
in the Township in which they and thelr neighbors live.

Mrs. Bender feels Hilltown Township residents have been crushed
by the domineering forces of Doylestown and Quakertown, by the
callous decisions of the Planning Commission and by the
ineffectiveness of Dublin Borough to solve their own problems.
In this day and age of mistrusting politicians, Mrs. Bender
commented 1t is not hard to understand why people feel helpless
and feel +they cannot "right city hall". Mrs. PBender stated
residents need only fight politicians who are unreasoconable and
do not have +their own constituent's best interests in mind.
It is Mrs. Bender's hope that those persons elected to the Board
of Supervisors are not of that caliber.

Mrs. Bender cited Supervisor Bennington's awareness of the
predicament those along the bypass routes are facing. Supervisor
Bennington seems to understand the implications a line on a map
has on property value, and property enhancements. Supervisor
Bennington has previcusly voiced the opinion of many Hilltown
Township residents when asking for a feasability study and
alternatives to this destruction.

Mrs, Bender 1is requesting the Board of Supervisors remove the
current bypass lines from the map, as well as the text referring
to the bypasses, Mrs. Bender trusts the Board of Supervisors
will do all things possible to help and protect Hilltown Township
residents first.
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6. Mr. Dave Johnson - Bucks County Planning Commission
- Mr. Johnson submitted the Rt. 313/Rt.663 Task Force presentation
toc PennDot for highway Iimprovements. Mr. Johnson stated the
Task TForce has taken a long range approach to the bypass
alternatives, looking at a time horizon of 20 years. Realizing
the growth that 1s occurring, what the Task Force is trying to
achleve 1s to project the growth and recommend improvement s,
Mr. Johnson advised Rt. 313 through Dublin cannot be widened
according to right-of-way maps, and other than minor turning
lanes, etc., nothing can be done on a short term basis to allay
the traffic problems, It appears that 1t is not feasible to
construct a bypass through Bedminister.

Mr. Johnson commended the Hilltown Township Planning Commission
for stipulating thelr development distriects and for laying out
transporation improvements and a proposed bypass. These additions
should be completed at a Municipal level, and therefore the Task
Force feels the proposed bypass is warranted.

7. Mr. Jdack Fox = In Mr. Johnson's estimation, Mr. Fox
asked how 1long before the State takes this bypass matter into
thelr own hands. Mr. Johnson replied within the next 20 years,
since growth will continue.

3. Mr. David Satelle - Mr. Satelle asked Mr. Johnson who
he works for. Mr., Johnson replied the Bucks County Planning
Commission. Mr. Satelle asked 1if every municipality in Bucks
County submitted a proposed hypass route on theilr Comprehensive
Plan. Mr. Johnson commented not all municipalities are undergoing
a Comprehensive Plan wupdate at +this time, From a planning
perspective rand the growth projected, Mr., Johnson stated by taking
the steps now, Hilltown Township is attempting to accomodate
the impending growth.

9. Mr. Ron Theis - Mr., Thels commented Mr. Johnson had
mentioned the plan for roads within the Township for developmental
districts. Mr. Thels advised the developmental districts of
Hilltown Township are located mostly south of Rt. 113 near
Perkasie, and asked how a proposed bypass around Dublin would
help the Hilltown resident’'s developmental districts. Mr. Theis
stated Mr. Johnson had said it is not possible to widen the roadway
through Dublin Borough and also stated it is not feasible to
construct a Rt. 313 bypass through Bedminister. Mr. Thels would
like to see a cost benefit study or any other study used to
determine these points. Mr. Johnson replied the Bucks County
Planning Commission does not build roadways. Mr, Thels felt
the Bucks County Planning Commission and the Task Force is making
an assumption, without completing studies, that Hilltown Township
should have the proposed Rt. 313 bypass constructed through their
municipality. Mr. Johnson stated PennDot must complete an
Environmental Impact Study, which is not the job of the Bucks
County Planning Commission.

Mr. Johnson asked for proof that property values in Hilltown
Township would go down due to a Rt. 313 bypass. In every study
he has seen, Mr. Johnscn stated property values will increase
because of easier transporation accessability.
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10. Mr, Jim Neil - Mr. Nell noted, in most cases, bypasses
add traffic congestion, rather than take 1t away. Mr. Nell asked
Mr, Johnson if he would expect traffic on nearhy roads to lessen
with the construction of a Rt. 313 bypass. Mr. Johnson replled
if a bypass is a feasitble alternative to going through the center
of Dublin, than 1t would lessen traffic on nearby roads, due
in part tc the elimination of truck traffic through Dublin Borough.

11, Mr., David Tauras - Mr. Tauras asked Mr. Johnson's
Justification for the unfeasabllity of constructing the proposed
Rt. 313 bypass through Bedminister. Mr. Johnson replied if you
look at the number of homes to be impacted, as well as the length
you would have to g0 to provide a hypass to avoid major
concentrations of dwelling units, 1t appears the Bedminlster
side of Rt., 313 would be the less viable alternative,

1z. Mr. Frank Grabowski, Teownship 8Solicitor - Solicitor
Grabowskl explained sometimes a 1little knowledge 1s a dangerous
thing. He has heard a fterm in previous meetings that he has

not heard in this forum before, called "reverse frontage road'".
The Quakertown Rt. 663/Rt. 313 Task Force 1is advocating that
Rt. 663 remain a two lane highway. In conjunction with Milford
Township, what they are advocating 1s that in order fto take some
local traffic off Rt. 663, the Task Force is promoting a "Reversze
Access Road", which is a road that is built in the back yard
of the existing properties whiech front upon a roadway.

As Solicitor Grabowski drives through Dublin Borough, much of
the local Dublin traffic is a result of businesses and structures
located on Rt. 313. Solicitor Grabowski asked if any analysis
or review was done concerning constructing a reverse access roadway
on either side of Rt. 313, within the borough of Dublin, ¢to
regulate the traffic, Mr. Johnson replied this suggestlion is
one of the aspects the Task Force has and will continue to
research. The Task Force 1is seriously trying to 1look at access
management techniques, such as 1limiting the number of driveways
on the propogsed improvements, and the use of reverse frontage
roadways.

Solicitor Grabowski's impression this evening iz that there is
a conception that 1t may be more convenient and more expedient
to solve this problem by way of a proposed bypass through Hilltown
Township, rather than looking at other alternatives. Part of
the reason being not all of the other alternatives have been
discussed or reviewed at this meeting.

13. Mr, Nevin Moyer — Mr, Moyer asked how the traffic from
Rt. 313 will be detoured next year when Dublin Borough will be
closed for Improvements. Mr, Johnscon advised that 1is a PennDot
concern and they will devise thelir own detours.

14, Mr. Jack Fox = Mr., Fox was sympathetlic to those residents
who may lose thelr homes or property, and as a planner, this
is Mr. Fox's biggest concern. Mr. Fox asked Mr. Johnson if the
proposed R%t. 313 bypass was removed from the map and looked at
again in five or ten years, what effect would it have on the
roadway 1tself. Mr. Johnson explained the inclusion of a proposed
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bypass by loecal municipalites, shows suppbort and willingness
to work with PennDot.

Mr. Fox asked Solicitor Grabowski the Township's liabliiity when
in five or ten years, PennDot decides to approve a Rt. 313 bypass
and constructs 1t basically in the area the Hilltown Township
Planning Commission had originally proposed 1t to be. Solicitor
Grabowski did not feel the Township would be responsible for
any liability at all, and cited the situation involving the "Blue
Route” in Delaware County.

15, <(Chief George Egly - Chief Egly disagreed with Mr,
Johnson's last statement above. Chief Egly was bhorn and raised
in the lower end of Bucks County. At that time, the local Planning
Commission had proposed a bypass far from the vicinity of Chief
Egly's farm, however one day, construction of & highway began
through his family's corn and soyhean fields. PennDot did not
listen to that Planning Commission's recommendatlion, nor does
Chief Egly feel they will 1listen to Hilltown Township's Planning
Commission's recommendation in the future.

16. Mr. Ron Thels = Mr. Theis asked if the Township is
potentially adding more congestion to the Rt. 313 corridor by
creating a Light Industrial District proposed to be located at
Rt. 113 and Rt. 313.

Mr. Fox replied the Planning Commission has attempted to obtain

more Industrial land 1in the Rt., 309 corridor. Approximately
half of +the land the Planning Commission recommended to be
designated "Industrial" was not accepted for many reasons. Mr,

Fox felt the problem lles with the fact that two corridors exist
through Hilltown Township, consisting of the Rt., 309 and Rt.

313 corridor. If this proposed bypass ever goes through, that
is the kind of corridor Hilltown Township needs to move heavy
traffic. A Planned Commercial IT area currently exists along

the Rt. 313 corridor, therefore it was an i1deal area to propose
for a Light Industrial District.

17. Mr. Bob Bender - Mr. Bender asked the date of the hearing
for adoption of the proposed Comprehensive Plan,. Solcitior
Grabowski replied Mr. Horrocks mailed the proposed Comprehensive
Plan to neighboring municipalities, Bucks County Planning
Commission, the Hilltown Township Planning Commission, and the
Pennridge School District on September 23, 1991, with responses
due back by November 7, 1991, Solicitor Grabowskl suspects the
Board of Supervisors will advertise for a decision to be made
on the matter at the November 25, 1991 Board of Supervisors
meeting.

Mr. Thels asked 1f the Hilltown Township Planning Commission
must hold another hearing for the proposed Comprehensive Plan
since there are some substantial changes involved. Chairman
Benriett replied that 1s a decision which must be made by the
Planning Commission, however he did not feel it was the Planning
Commission's dintent to have another hearing. Mr. Fox explained
another hearing 1is not needed as the Planning Commission fully
understands the resident's feelings on the issue.

Solicitor Grabowski advised that Perkasie Borough has scheduled
a special meeting on November 4, 1991 to review Hilltown Township's
proposed (omprehensive Plan and it's effect on Perkasie Borough.



Page 10
Board of Supervisors
October 286, 1991

18, Mr., Taurus - Mr. Tauras finished reading his statement
of earlier fthis evening, which follows: The high density
development assoclated with Dublin Borough 1s concentrated more
on the Bedminister side of Dublin, rather than on the Hilltown

side, The Bedminister Township Comprehensive Plan identifies
the area of Bedminister Township, Immediately adjacent to Dublin,
as a High Density Development area. This area is more 1likely

to grow, since the area of Hilltown Township immediately adjacent
to Dublin Borough, 1is designated as a Conservation Area and is
zoned for low density housing. If studies indicated that a Dublin
bypass was needed, logic would place the bypass on the Bedminister
slde, since 1t would serve more people in a more rapldly growing
area. A bypass on the Hilltown side would not be accessible
to the people on the Bedminister side and to the future growth
population in that high density region. It would force these
people to drive through Dublin and again cause traffic congestion.
It therefore seems Inevitable that a bypass through Bedminister
Township will eventually be required, thus eliminating the need
for and the utility of a Hilltown Township bypass. Therefore,
proposing the Hilltown side bypass at this time 1is not supportable
from a population center point of view and will result in a waste
of money.

19. Mr. Nevin Moyer - HMr. Moyer asked if a property is
condemed to construct a bypass, would the fair market property
value be given from the State, Chairman Bennett did not feel
Mr, Moyer needed to be concerned, however fair market value is
normally given.

I. ADJOURNMENT QF THE PROPOSED COMPREHENSINVE PLAN HEARING
- The advertised hearing for the proposed Comprehensive Plan
was adjourned at 9:45PM., A 10 minute recess was called by Chairman
William H. Bennett, Jr. before returning to the Regularly Scheduled
Board of Supervisors meeting at 9:55PM.

J. CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS - Continued

4, Mrs, Vi Seigfried - Lease for Friends of the Library
- Mrs. Seigfried advised the Friends of the Library’'s lease runs
on a one year basis, from November to November. Mrs. Seigfried
inquired as to whether the Park and Recreation Board has any
use for the library's section of the former Municipal Building
for the next several years. As of this moment, Chairman Bennett
replied they do not, however, he feels they would only be willing
to agree to a one year lease extension at this point.

Mrs., Seigfried explained the Friends of the Library have railsed
approximately $7,000.00 so far this year, all of which goes to
the Library. There are 29 volunteers in the Friends of the Library
who help with the Thrift Shop and with recycling. Because of
the economic situation, Mrs. Seigfried would 1like to request
a two or three year lease for Friends of the Library fto continue
their worthwhile work to support the Pierce Library.
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Chairman Bernnett commented the Board of Supervisors do neot want
to overrule our own Park and Recreation Board's wishes. Mrs.
Selgiried requested the Board of Supervisors ask the Park and
Recreation Board to consider granting a two or three year lease
of the former Municipal Building to the Priends of the Pilerce
Library.

Supervisor Bennington suggested the Board grant a one year leass
immediately and ask the Park and Recreation Board if they would
be amenable to Mrs. Seigfried's request of a two or three year
lease.

Motion was made hy Supervisor Kelly to grant the Friends of the
Pierce Free Litrary a three year lease. Motion was not seconded.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, and seconded by Chairman
Bennett to grant the Friends of the Plerce Free Library a one
vear lease, pending approval by the Hilltown Township Park and
Recreation Board to extend the lease to a two or three year lease.
Supervisor Kelly abstained from the vote.

¥*Chalrman Bennett anncunced the Board of Supervisors and the
Township Solicitor met in Executive Session prior to this meeting
to discuss personnel matters,

K. SOLICITOR'S REPORT - Mr. Francis X. Grabowski, Township
Solicitor -
1. Solicitor Grabowskl menticoned a letter received from

Attorney Carl Lindsay, who represents Mr. and Mrs, William Connors.
Mr. and Mrs. Connors apparently had a zoning hearing with the
Hiiltown Township Zoning Hearing Board approximately one month
ago, at which time they asked for a variance to construct a garage
on thelr property. Attorney Lindsay 1is requesting the Board
of Supervisors to overrule the decision of the Zoning Hearing
Board and to instruct the Zoning Officer of Hilltown Township
to grant the permlt. Solicitor Grabowski advised the Board of
Superviscors deoes not have the power or authority to overrule
decisions of the Zoning Hearing Board. Solicitor Grabowskl has
not yet seen a copy of the Zoning Hearing Board decision to know
the merits of the case.

z. At the last Board of Supervisors Work Session, there
was a discussion concerning open burning in Hilltown Township,
the provisions of the BOCA Building Code, and DER regulations.
Solicitor Grabowski presented a copy of an Ordinance adopted
by Milford Township last week for the Board's review, which
addresses the dquestion of open burning in a rural residential
community. Milford Township 1s much like Hilltown Townsghip in
the rural nature of the community.

3. For action this evening, Solicitor Grabowski presented
a proposed set of Resolutions to accept a Deed of Dedication
for Richard E. and Carol A. Johnson. This Deed of Dedication
involves road frontage on Rellance Road and is part of the BFI
Land Development proposal, which was adopted some time ago by
this Board.

g4
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Motlon was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
.. - LU e . t

Mnatinn was made bv Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor

Mr. Wynn advised the storm sewer line which was needed for Deed
0f Dedication easement has already been installed, as represented
by Mr. and Mrs. Johnson's attorney and BFI, and the documents
have been gigned.

L. PLANNING - Mr, C. Robert Wynn, Townshilp Engineecr:

1. St. Philip's Church Subdivision (Final) =~ This plan
had previously received a preliminary plan approval from the
Board of Superviscrs and now has a recommendation by the Planning
Commission for final plan approval, conditional upon a Planning
Module being approved by DER, and an escrow agreement to guarantes
installation of all public improvements, street improvements
and buffer plantings. Installation of pins and monuments prior
to plan recordation had also been required, and that was certified
by the applicant's engineer and received hy the Township Secretary
the day following the Planning Commission meeting. Mr., Wynn
stated this three 1ot subdilivision 1s located on Clearview Road.
Construction of the church will take place on Lot #1, with Lots
#2 and #3 proposed as bullding lots.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to grant final plan approval to
the St. Philip's Church 3Subdivision, with the conditions mentioned
above.,

Concerning the same plan, Mr. Wynn advised in fthe beginning of
October, the Township received Planning Modules for submission
to DER for the public sewer connection of the two additional
lots. As Planning Module approval 1is one of the conditions of
the plan, & Resolution would be required to transmit the Planning
Modules to DER.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor

I 1o P

Father Black thanked the Board of Supervisors for the final plan
approval of the St. Philip's Church Subdivision.

2. Moody Subdivision (Minor) - Mr. Wynn presented the
Moody two lot subdivision located on Rt. 162, One lot contains
the exlsting house that Mr. Moody discussed at a previous meeting,
and the second lot 1s a proposed new building 1lot. The plan
has received a recommendation for conditional approval by the
Planning Commission, subject to the rear lot line of Lot #1 being
revised so that it becomes a "squared off" lot. Mr., Wynn received
a plan for review this evening from Mr. Moody which shows exactly
that. The applicant has managed to turn the septic system in
the opposite direction so that the lot line 1is square. That
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proposed revision was conceptionally shown to the Planning
Commission and endorsed by The Planning Commission.

Other 1tems for completion include approval from the Bucks County
Conservation District for Erosion and Sedimentation Control,
installation of pins and monuments as shown on the plan, approval
of Planning Modules by DER and installation of buffer plantings
on Lot #1, as well as some minor outstanding drafting 1items,.
Mr. Wynn stated the buffer plantings are proposed only on Lot
#1, There are a number of trees currently located along the
frontage of Lot #2,

Supervisor Bennington asked if the subdivision approval has any
bearing on the house itself, and Mr. Wynn replied that 1t does
not, as the subdivislion 1s a separate 1ssue. Mr. Moody advised
they have been working continually with Mr. Applegate, Bullding
Inspector/Zoning Officer and are close to resolving the matter.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to grant final approval to the
Moody Subdivision plan, with the stated conditilons.

3. Crawford Subdivision (Minor) - Mr, Wynn explained
this minor subdivision does not c¢reate any additional bullding
lots and 1is 1located on Rt. 152, Proposed 1is an addition of
approximately 10,000 square feet of land from the adjoining 63
acre parcel onto the existing property of Mr, Crawford, Mr.
Crawford has requested waivers including survey of ftopography,
Street improvements, and Bucks County Conservation District
sulmission. All of the requested waivers were recommended for
approval by the Planning Commission, except for the dedication
of right-of-way. The Planning Commission has recommended approval
subject to dedication of the right-of-way across the Crawford
property and adjoining tract of ground, which will be attached
to the Crawford property, and installation of pins and monuments
a5 shown on the plan, which 1is only on the Crawford portion of
the tract.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded hy Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to grant final plan approval to
the Crawford Subdivision, pending completion of the outstanding
i1tems mentioned above,

b, Tollgate Village (Country Roads) Subdivision = Phase
I (Final) - Mr. Wynn stated this plan 1s now before the Board
as a final plan, for Phase I only, and the entire plian 1is proposed
to be completed in four phases. Phase I consists of the twin
homes and townhouse units located on the section of the development
of f Walnut Street. Open space has been revised to a homeowner's
assocliation, after being rejected by the Townshilp at last month's
meeting, This plan has a number of condiftions for recommendation
of f%nal plan approval, The plan has heen re-named "Country
Roads".

According to Mr. Wynn, outstanding 1ifems Include the approval
from the Department of Environmental Resources with encroachment
of the entrance road within the 100 year flood plain, as well
as eilther a waiver or a permit for Field Stream Drive's



Page 20
Board of Supervisors
October 28, 1991

encroachment within the waters of the Commonweglth. Finagl approval
is still required from the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer
Buthority for fthe proposed public water and sewer connectlons.
Correspondence has been recelved from the Silverdale Fire
Department indicating the proposed fire hydrant locations are
acceptable, Planning Module approval has been recelved from
the Department of Environmental Resources, Mr. Wynn advised
for Phase I, there 1s a temporary construction easement required
across the 1lands of Mr. and Mrs, Welkel at the entrance, which
must be acquired by the applicant. The applicant has had
preliminary discussions with the property owners and feels there
will not be a problem obtaining that easement. Approval is still
required from the Bucks County Conservation District for Erosion
and Sedimentation Control, and from PennDot for a highway occupancy
permit at Rt., 152. There has been an additional review by PennDot,
however final approval has not yet been received. Dedication
of the ultimate right-of-way of Walnut Street, South Perkasie
Road and Telegraph Road, as shown on the plan, 1s also required.
A legal description for the right-of-way dedication has been
received. The Planning Commission alsoc endorsed the future plans
from +the preliminary plan set which will show the Iimit of
disturbance of the woodland. Property outhoundary monumentation
around the perimeter of the site must be installed prior to pilan
recordation and monumentaticn must be certified by the responsible
surveyor. An Escrow Agreement 1s redquired to guarantee all public
improvements. Concerning the open space area originally Intended
to be dedicated to the Township, after review by the Hilltown
Township Park and Recreation Board and the Board of Supervisors,
the Township did not accept the open space area. When the plan
was resutmitted, the Planning Commission duestlioned what would
now be done with the open space area. The Planning Commissicon
has recomme nded that all open space area currently in
"agricultural" be established as lawn, and that the open space
include development of a wood chip walking trail. The applicant
has 1indicated to the Planning Commission that this would be
acceptable.

Superviscr Bennington was curious as to why the Planning Commission
had voted 5:1, and questioned the rationale of the person who
voted against the final plan. Mr, Wynn replied the dissenting
individual did not comment as to why she was opposed.

The applicant has agreed to 1nclude the escrow of funds to
guarantee the design and construction of the bridge for
construction during Phase III, at the time of Phase I final plan
approval, Supervisor Bennington asked 1f the bridge has yet
been desligned. Mr. Wynn replied that it has not. Supervisor
Bennington asked how the Township knew what was being escrowed
if the bridge has not yet been designed. Mr. Wynn explained
the applicant's engineer has completed cost estimates, which
happened to be very close to Mr. Wynn's own forecasted cost for
the design and construction of the bridge.
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PennDot's initial review was to suggest the entrance onto Walnut
Street should be removed and all access fto the Country Roads
subdivision should take place on Telegraph Road or South Perkasie
Road, which would place all of the developement's traffic on
Township roads instead of a State rocadway. Solicitor Grabowski
asked 1if there has been any discussion by PennDot as to proposed
repairs to the Walnut Street bridee. Mr. Wynn replled upon
PennDot's initiagl review there was, though 1t was dropped after
further consideration. It was PennDot’'s concern that improvements
might have to be made to the bridge to improve sight distance,
which was the reason for thelr Initial consideration.

Supervisor Bennington stated as long as all the money 1is 1n an
escrow for the entire construction of the bridge, he would make
a motion for final plan approval of Phase I of the Country Roads
Subdivision, including the completion of the conditions 1isted
above. Motion was seconded by Supervisor Kelly and carriled
unanimously.

5. Fretz Land Development (Prelimingry) - Mr, Jack
Hetherington advised the Planning Commission has recommended
approval of this project. The appliicant is waiting for

correspondence from PennDot regarding the fact that roadway work
will not be required on 0ld Bethlehem Pike.

Mr., Wynn stated the Planning Commission recommended preliminary
plan approval with the outstanding items 1ncluding the DBucks
County Conservation District approval for Erosion and Sedimentation
Control, verification of approval from PennbDot for the driveway
and temporary constructlon access, verification of all existing
proposed property monumentation, and completion of some outstanding
drafting items which were contained in Mr. Wynn's previous review
dated October 15, 1991.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to grant prelimirary plan approval
to the Fretz Land Development plan with the stated conditions.

6. Carney Land Development (Preliminary} - This site is
located on Rt. 309, just north of Line Lexington, and has received
the Planning Commission's recommendation for prellminary plan
approval, subject to conditions. Those conditions include approval
of encroachment of the covered tee area that is found to be located
within the side yard, or the approval of the Zoning Hearing Board

to allow it to remain. Verification of approval from PennDoft
for the proposed access and improvements which include curbing
and widening of the entire frontage of the site, and access for
the new parking lot to service the site. Alsc included 1s the
conNectbion of a retention basin which is located in the northwest
corher of the site and will discharge 1intoc an existing PennDot
inlet on Rt. 309. Approval of the Bucks County Conservation
District for Erosion and Sedimentation Control Measures,
installation of property monuments at the frontage of the site,
and showinhg the 1location o¢of any existing iron pins or other
monuments on the balance of the tract is also required. The
Planning Commission has recommended that the applicant not be
required to install all pins and monuments, due to the size of
the site and the fact that there 18 no proposed encroachment
along the upper boundary of the site.
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Mr. Carney has a written agreement wlth the owners of the Ice
City property, as they would 1like to obtain a rear field belonging
to Mr. Carney, 1In exchange for Mr. Carney making use of the access
to Ice City's property at thelr proposed traffic light.

Mr., Wynn commented a few engineering drafting detaills must be
resolved on the final plan, and this would also include an Escrow,
which would be a final plan item,

Chairman Bennett asked how required parking spaces were determined
for the site. Mr. Wynn explained the parking calculations were
based upon the uses proposed on the site. Discussion took place
regarding access to the property.

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to grant preliminary plan approval
to the Carney Land Development pending completion of outstanding
ltems as noted.

7. Souder Subdivision (Minor) - Mr. Wynn advised the
Souder Subdivision consists of a lot 1ine change and was
unanimously recommended for approval by the Planning Commission,
with no conditions. The site 1is Jlocated on Highland Park Road.
The plan does not propose any additional lots, however a flag
lot shaped parcel will be attached to the existing lands of Grace
Gerber. Property pins and monuments have been installed at the
site and certified by the responsible surveyor. There 1s an
exlsting house on the property and a wooded area to the rear,
as well as a tree row which will be consolidated to one parcel
of approximately 6 acres. The rest of Lot #1 1s proposed to
remain as Agricultural. The right~of~way was dedicated under
a previcus subdivision.

Motion was made Dby Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to approve the Souder Subdivision
as stated.

8. BOCN Subdivigion (Minor) =~ Mr. Wynn explained this
is a minor subdivision before the DBoard for final approval.
The plan was previously a preliminary plan due to allegations
of buried o©il drums on the site. The site 1s a former PennDot

maintenance storage facility. This subdivision proposes one
new building lot. Lot #1 is a 50,000 square ft. lot to be served
by on-slte sewage, Lot #2 has had perk tests completed, as

required by the Bucks County Department of Health Planning #Module
procedure and is not proposed to be further subdivided at <this
time, although it could.

Mr. Wynn had sent a letter to DER requesting thelr input after
they had visited the site in Feburary or March of this year.
Mr. Wynn had presented a copy of correspondence to DER for the
Board's review, where DER indicated they had completed no tests
on the site. Chalrman Bennett was surprised at this statement,
as he had been there, and tests were definitely taken.

When the Planning Commission had recommended approval of the
plan at thelir August meeting, the outstanding ditems were the
Installation of pins and monuments, approval of Planning Modules
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by DER, dedlcation of Hilltown Pike, and the ultimate right-of-way.
The remaining item was following up with DER, which has been
accomplished. Mr. Wynn advised action 1is redquired before the
next Board of Supervisor's meeting.

Supervisor Bemnington stated an unsubstantlated allegation exists,
however 1t leaves future owners open to a bad situation if the
Township does not alert them to the fact that the allegations
of buried oll drums exist. Mr. Wynn commented the only information
the Township has 1is information from a consultant hired by the
property owner, who completed tests of water leeching from the
bottom of the pilile, indicating there were no contaminants.

Chairman Bennett explained the entire issue stemmed from
allegations made by a former, disgruntled PennDot employece, who
alerted the press and Hilltown Township. Mr, Wynn further
comnmented DER did some preliminary investigations into the matter
at that time. Supervisor Bennington asked if written
correspondence eXists to document that Hilltown Township "went
the extra mile"” to request that DER perform tests, and also to
make DER aware that if at any time in the future someone should
attempt to hold Hilltown Township liable, we would not accept
that responsibility. Mr. Wynn replied the only information the
Townshlp has 1s fthe documented ftesting completed by the property
owher's consultant, as well as Mr. Wynn's own correspondence
to DER. Supervisor PBennington felt a response, 1in writing,
from DER would be warranted. Chairman Bennett did not think
DER would comply with that request.

Soliciftor Grabowskl suggested an additional note be attached
to the plan, stating "Lot #2 was formerly used by the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation as a rocad material storage faclility,
and correspondence is on file with the Towhship concerning same."
Solicitor Grabowski felt this statement did not suggest any
impropriety that the Township can prove, though it would serve
as a form of noftice to future property owners.

When Chatirman Bennett visited PennDot, they claimed they had
abandoned the site in 1985 and the site has not been in use since
that time. Solicitor Grabowski suggested Mr. Wynn and Mr., Horvocks
meet with him tomorrow to draft some language that might be used
as a note on the plan. Mr. Wynn informed the Board that there
is not time for that, as a decision must bhe made this evening.
Mr. Wynn suggested a note be added to the plan stating "To alert
future property owners 1in a manner that 1s acceptable to the
Solicitor".

Motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and carried unanimously to approve the final BOCN
Subidivision plan with the conditions stated, with an additional
condition (#17) language to be spelled out to prevent liability
to the Township.
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