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HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULARLY SCHEDULED WORKSESSION MEETING
Monday, June 13, 2005
7:30PM

The regularly scheduled Worksession meeting of the Hilltown Township Board of
Supervisors was called to order by Chairperson Kenneth B. Bennington at 7:35PM and
opened with the Pledge of Allegiance.

Also present were:  George C. Egly, Jr. — Vice-Chairperson
Richard J. Manfredi — Supervisor
Christopher Engelhart — Chief of Police
Thomas A. Buzby — Director of Public Works
David W. Taylor — Code Enforcement Official
Daniel Jenkins - Fire Marshal
Lorraine E. Leslie — Township Treasurer

Chatrperson Bennington announced the Board met in Executive Session prior to this
meeting in order to discuss personnel.

Chairperson Bennington called for a moment of silence for a young Marine, Lance Corp.
Robert Mininger of Hilltown Township, who was killed in the line of duty in iraq.

Chairperson Bennington had the pleasure of coaching this young man at Deep Run for
many years.

A Public Comment on Agenda [tems Only: None.

B. TREASURER’S REPORT — Chairperson Bennington presented the Trcasurer’s
Report with the following balances as of May 31, 2005:

General Fund Checking S 665,484.02
Payroll Checking $  1,353.23
General Reserve Fund $ 32,541.82
Open Space Fund § 991,485.69
Park and Recreation Fund § 110,527.98
Road Equipment Fund § 130,979.96
Fire Fund Checking $ 106,602.69
Debt Service Checking $ 329,009.60
State Highway Aid Checking $ 241,242.02
Escrow Fund Checking $1,596,322.59
Capital Projects Fund § 43,547.21

Motion was made by Supervisor Egly, seconded by Supervisor Manfred:, and carried
unanimously to approve the Treasurer’s Report dated May 31, 2005, subject to audit.
There was no public comment.
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C. CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS:

1. Mrs. Juhe Davis, Dunlap Associates — 2004 Audit Review — Mrs. Davis
provided a brief review of the 2004 audit. She advised that 2004 was the first year for the
new reporting model, GASB-34, for which the Township is in compliance. Mrs. Davis
referred to page 14 of the Financial Report showing the Statement of Net Assets that
combines all the governmental funds of the Township, of which the Pension Funds and
the Escrow Funds are not included. This is on a full accrual basis, which is different
from past years, when the Township was on the cash basis of accounting. Mrs. Davis
advised that there was a total of $1.186,491.00 in cash at the end of December 2005. For
the first time under this new reporting model, Mrs. Davis advised that a list of capital
assets and net of depreciation has been provided, from which a value of $6,822,440.00
has been determined. This new reporting model also shows the debt along with the rest
of the assets and liabilities. Under “Net Assets” the Invested in Capital Assets, Net of
Related Debt totals $4,239,652.00. Total net assets as of December 31, 2004 was
$6,218,786.00 under this basis of accounting.

With respect to pages 15 and 16 of the report, Statement of Activities as presented on the
full accrual basis, reflects expenses under the different governmental activities with the
net of the revenues collected specifically for those activities. General Revenues of the
Township are also included on these pages including Taxes, Grants and Contributions,
Investment Incomne and Rents, and Miscellaneous. Under this reporting, the change in
Net Assets for the year was $1,914,869.00. One of the quirks of GASB-34 is that two
sets of statements are presented. Capital assets and debt are not shown on these
statements, though the statement does reflect payment fund debt and capital expenditures
as expected, which are shown on the next set of statements.

Pages 20 and 21 of the rcport shows the revenues and expenditures, along with the
changes in fund balances of governmental funds. This is presented on a major fund basis,
meaning a calculation was done to determine which funds were considered “major.”
The results include General Fund, Open Space Fund, and Debt Service Fund, with all
remaining funds combined as Non-Major Funds. This statement shows Capital Purchases
as an expense. The year’s total General Fund Revenues totaled $4,563,390.00 versus
total Expenditures for the year in the amount of $4,249,442.00 for an excess of revenues
over expenditures of $348,091.00.

Page 23 and 24 of the report contains a Statement of Fiduciary Net Assets wherc the
Pension and Escrow Funds are presented The Pension Funds increased in Net Asscts by
$501,070.00 for 2004.
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Bids were opened on June 8§, 2005 for the following items:

Bid #2005-1 — Asphalt —

1) H & K Materials — 4,000 tons — ID-2 Wearing - $29.50/ton
2,000 tons — ID-2 Binder - $26.50/ton
TOTAL - $171,000.00

2) Glasgow - 4,000 tons — ID-2 Wearing - $31.75/ton
2,000 tons — ID-2 Binder - $27.25/ton
TOTAL - $181,000.00

Supervisor Manfredi recused himself from voting on this issue due to a business
relationship with Haines and Kibblehouse.

Motion was made by Supervisor Egly, and seconded by Chairperson Bennington to
award Bid #2005-1 for Asphalt to H & K Materials in the amount of $181,000.00 as
noted above. Supervisor Manfredi abstained from the vote. There was no public
comment.

Bid #2005-2 — Agoregate —

1) H & K Materials - 500 tons #1B Crushed Stone $8.90/ton
500 tons #2A Material $6.65/ton
500 tons #2 Crushed Stone $8.26/ton
50 tons #3 A Crushed Stone $7.90/ton
150 tons #4 Crushed Stone $7.40/ton
300 tons #3A Modified $7.15/ton
200 tons Surge $8.00/ton
1,500 tons ¥ Stone NO BID
TQTAL - §17,150.00

2) Glasgow - 500 tons #1B Crushed Stone $10.75/ton
500 tons #2A Material $ 7.35/on
500 tons #2 Crushed Stone $10.75/ton
50 tons #3 A Crushed Stone $ 8.35/ton
150 tons #4 Crushed Stone $ 8.35/ton
300 tons #3A Modified Stone $ 8.60/ton
200 tons Surge NQO BID
1,500 tons Ya" Stone $ 8.35/ton

TOTAL - $31,200.00

Mr. Buzby noted that the lowest bidder, H & K Materials, did not provide a bid price for
1. Stone, which is used mainly in winter operations for anti-skid material. Therefore,
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he will obtain three phone quotes to purchase the required 1,500 tons of ¥4” stone.

Motion was made by Supervisor Egly and seconded by Chairperson Bennington to award
Bid #2005-2 for Aggregate to H & K Materials in the total amount of $17,150.00 as
noted above. Supervisor Manfredi abstained from the vote. There was no public
comment.

Bid #2005-3 — ID-2 Wearing Course

1) Blooming Glen Contractors 1,000 LF Pavement Joints § S.I5/LF
1,764 tons Leveling Course $39.30/ton
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing $39.10/ton
TOTAL - $246,632.50

2} M & M Stone - 1,000 LF Neat Cut $ 3.45/LF
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing $43.17/ton
1,764 tons Leveling Course $39.75/ton
TOTAL - $263,646.51

3) Bracalente - 1,000 LF Neat Cut $ 4.00/LF
1,764 tons Leveling Course $47.15/ton
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing $47.15/ton
TOTAL - $254,774.05

4) P K. Mover - 1,000 LF Neat Cut $ 7.50/LF
1,764 tons Leveling Course $48.50/ton
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing §45.96/ton
TOTAL - $295,371.85

5) James MotTissey - 1,000 LF Neat Cut $10.00/LF
1,764 tons Leveling Course $44.50/ton
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing $47.50/ton
TOTAL - $297,640.50

6) GoreCon - 1,764 tons Leveling Course $62.00/ton
4,403 tons ID-2 Wearing $57.00/ton

TOTAL - $360,339.00

Motion was made by Supervisor Egly and seconded by Chairperson Bennington to award
Bid #2005-3 for ID-2 Wearing Course to Blooming Glen Contractors in the amount of
$246,632.50 as noted above. Supervisor Manfredi abstained from the vote. There was
no public comment.
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that 1s running off of our property onto Hilltown Pike. We are going to put three berms
each with a 6-inch pipe to funnel the water into the drain that runs onto Hilltown Pike. [t
is DRVSA’s hope that by putting in these berms it will help to slow the water nin-off and
eliminate the overflows.” Discussion took place.

Motion was made by Supervisor Manfredi to direct Mr. Buzby and Mr. Wynn to meet
with the Deep Run Board of Directors and an engineering representative of Deep Run to
determine recommendations to resolve this problem once and for all, with a report
provided to the Supervisors either at the July Supervisor’s Worksession meeting or at the
regular Supervisor’s meeting by Mr. Wynn. Mr. Hans Sumpf, president of Deep Run,
advised that the Board of Directors would not be meeting again until August 9, 2005,
Supervisor Manfredi withdrew his original motion.

Motion was made by Supervisor Manfredi to direct Mr. Buzby and Mr. Wynn to meet
with the Board of Directors of Deep Run and Deep Run’s engineering expert to discuss
and determine a proposed solution to the stormwater runoff problem by a date no later
than the August 22, 2005 Supervisor’s meeting. No formal vote was taken.

Mr. Sumpf asked what the purpese of this meeting would be. Chairperson Bennington
referred to the May 24, 2005 Deep Run Board of Director’s Meeting, which states that
Deep Run intends to install three berms each with a 6 inch pipe to funnel the water into
the drain that runs onto Hilltown Pike, without any input from the Township. Mr. Sumpf
belicves that a Bucks County Conservation District permit for this type of work is not
necessary unless a threshold area of earth moving takes place. Supervisor Egly agreed,
however he noted that Mr. Sumpf does not have an expert’s opinion as to whether or not
the area of work in question is under that threshold limit. Mr. Sumpf explained that a
volunteer expert, who he believes is an engineer, conducted a pro bono study for Deep
Run and is willing to insure that this proposal is brought in under the amount of earth
moving that would require a permit from BCCD. Mr. Sumpf spoke te Mr. Wynn, who
advised that the engineering study itself would encompass other neighboring properties,
not just Deep Run.  Supervisor Manfredi stated this was the first he had heard that
comment.

To address the stormwater runoff problem at this site, Supervisor Egly commented that it
is not as simple as Mr. Sumpf or the May 24, 2005 Deep Run Board of Director’s
meeting minutes make it out to be. He suggested that Deep Run contact the Bucks
County Conservation District in order to protect the land and the soils, and to meet the
requircments with the proper soil compaction and seeding. Mr. Sumpf stated that the
Deep Run May 24, 2005 meeting minutes do not reflect the entire conversation that took
place that evemng. If that is the case, Supervisor Egly does not believe the Deep Run
meeting minutes are done properly.  Discussion took place. Supervisor Egly can
understand PennDot’s lack of response because they want the stormwater runoff
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It is Mr. Taylor’s understanding that the Hilltown Post Office has offered to provide
delivery service to the proposed Oskanian Tract Subdivision. It was suggested to Mr.
Taylor by another postal employee, that perhaps the Township might want to send writtcn
notice to Mr. Jordan, the new regional manager of the Philadelphia Postal Service,
seeking approval for the Hilltown Post Office to provide delivery service.  Lengthy
discussion took place regarding the Township’s efforts in the past to seek a Hilltown
mailing address for residents, which would provide a better identity for the Township.
Hilltown is currently serviced by 11 different post offices, which often causes confusion,
The Supervisors directed Mr. Taylor to draft correspondence to the new regional manager
of the Philadelphia Postal Service to begin discussions regarding delivery service by the
Hilltown Post Office.

In the past Mr. Marshall of Pinewood Lane brought complaints of what he believed to be
an illegal home business being operated by his neighbor. Mr. Taylor recently received a
building permit application from Mr. Marshall, who asked that he communicate to the
Board that Mr. Marshall’s neighbor continues to park his work vehicle in the driveway,
rather than in the garage. Apparently, Mr. Marshall does not intend to file a written
complaint, however Mr. Taylor intends to investigate.

Public Comment:

1. Mr. Hans Sumpf of 9 Beverly Road asked what the ramifications are if a church,
for instance, erects a temporary sign notifying of a future event, such as a spaghetti
dinner. Technically, Mr. Taylor explained, that sign would be considered an illegal, off-
premise sign. Mr. Sumpf sees a great deal of signs springing up at intersections on a
daily basis, some for local community organizations. Discussion took place.

G. HILLTOWN AUTHORITY REPORT -~ No one was present.

H. ZONING HEARING BOARD REPORT — No one was present. A copy of the
Zoning Hearing Board Report for the month of May 2005 is on file at the Township
office.

L. HILLTOWN FIRE COMPANY REPORT - No one was present. A copy of the
Hilltown Fire Company Report for the month of May 2005, which is on file at the
Township office.

I SILVERDALE FIRE COMPANY REPORT - Mr. John Gillespie, Chief — Mr.
Gillespie presented the Silverdale Fire Company Report for the month of May 2005; a
copy of which is on file at the Township office.





















