Pg. 6466
HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
PUBLIC MEETING
DECISION FOR ZONING CHANGE PETITION
FILED BY HAINES AND KIBBLEHOUSE, INC.
Thursday, August 25, 2005
7:30PM

The Hilltown Township Board of Supervisors Public Meeting to render a decision on the
Zoning Change Petition filed by Haines and Kibblehouse Quarry was called to order by
Chairperson Kenneth B. Bennington at 7:31PM and opened with the Pledge of
Allegiance.

Also present were:  George C. Egly, Jr. — Vice-Chairperson
Francis X. Grabowski — Township Solicitor
C. Robert Wynn — Township Engineer
Lynda S. Seimes — Township Secretary

Chairperson Bennington announced that he and Supervisor Egly met in Executive
Session the morning of Thursday, August 25, 2005, in order to discuss the Jegal issue of
this Zoning Change Petition and proposed Agreement.

A, CHAIRPERSON'S REMARKS — Chairperson Bennington commented that he
and Supervisor Egly would be reading from prepared statements this evening, copies of
which are attached and will become an official part of these minutes.

The first Public Hearing to consider the Zonmg Change Petition filed by Haines and
Kibblehouse in 2003 was held on March 25, 2003, with sixteen additional Public
Hearings being held over the course of the past 3 years. As a result, Chairperson
Bennington and Supervisor Egly have reviewed and carefully considered over 2,000
pages of testimony from all parties concerned. The Supervisors also retained the services
of its own experts and consultants to assist in the review of testimony, data, and
documents. Those experts include Mr. Jeff Clarke, a professional hydrogeologist from
Del Val Soils; Mr. George Hessler of Hessler Associates, a nationally acclaimed noise
and blasting consultant from Virginia; Mr. Andreas Heinrich of Heinrich and Klein, the
Township’s Traffic Engineer; representatives of the Bucks County Planning Commission
regarding planning issues; legal counsel from the law firm of Manko, Gold, Katcher and
Fox, including Mr. Joe Manko, Mr. Jonathan Rinde, and Mr. Neil Witkes, in addition to
Township Solicitor Francis X. Grabowski of Grabowski Associates; and Mr. C. Robert
Wynn, Township Engineer, conceming engineering issues.

B. REVIEW OF PROPOSED AGREEMENT - Chairperson Bennington provided a
Power Point presentation, which detailed all paragraphs of the proposed Agreement, and
is outlined in the attached prepared statement.
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§-25-05
STATEMENT OF GEORGE EGLY

Thank you, Ken. Yes, I do have a couple of comments. First
of all, as a Township representative, I probably have been familiar
with Haines & Kibblehouse longer than anyone in either the
position of an elected official or a Hilltown employee. As quarry
operators go, I believe Haines & Kibblehouse is much better than

most. They have been a good neighbor while dealing with difficult

1ssues that affect many of us.

Notwithstanding the professionalism of Mr. Haines and
Mr. Kibblehouse, their Quarries deal with difficult issues such as
blasting, noise, traffic and niany other things. They are difficult
1ssues. Many people have asked me over the years, why don’t we
simply tell H& K to close down. It just isn’t that simple. We
can’t tell H & K to shut down anymore than we can tell you to
leave your home. Under Pennsylvania law, quarry owners have

the right to mine rock. In addition to law and the support of that

law . by. the Coutis.in.Pennsylvania, these.Quarries have been in. . .owccomn.-

Hilltown since the early 1930s. There is nothing that we can do

about that. |
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advised us of an ongoing dispute between the Pemnsylvania
Commonwealth Court and the Pennsylvania Supreme Court over
how procedural challenges should be handled. Rather than getting
into the complexity of the issues that involve the dispute between
these two State Courts, I would just as soon that we not go through
the risk of another round of Court hearings to decide whether or
not a Court in Philadelphia or Harrisburg will decide whether we
did something right or wrong 25 years ago. Quite frankly, I think
that the Pennsylvania Supreme Court is wrong in how they are
deciding procedural challenge cases; and that the Commonwealth
Court has used its common sense in their deciéions. Unfortunately,
the Supreme Court can overrule the Commonwealth Court; and has

done so in all of the procedural challenges that have been brought

on quarries so far.

I believe that the Agreement before us is our best option; and
it provides for a better quality of life to all of our Hilltown

‘Township residents.

Therefore, Ken, I make a motion to accept the Agreenment

.. .containing all of the limits.and.new regulations before us-tonight... - .
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