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HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
REGULARLY SCHEDULED MEETING
Monday, September 25, 2000
7:30PM

The regularly scheduled meeting of the Hilltown Township Board of Supervisors was
called to order by Chairperson Kenncth B. Bennington at 7:31PM and opened with the
Pledgc of Allegiance.

Also present were:  John 8. Bender, Vice-Chairperson
E. Diane Parks, Supervisor
Gregory J. Lippincott, Township Manager
Francis X. Grabowski, Township Solicitor
C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer

Kerry L. Trauger, Chief of Police
Lorraine E. Leslie, Township Treasurcr

Chairperson Bennington announced that the Board met in Executive Session following
the September 11, 2000 Supervisor’s worksession meeting in order to discuss rcal estate
and personnel matters; and also met this evening prior to this meeting in order to discuss
real estate and personnel matters.

Al PUBLIC COMMENT ON AGENDA ITEMS ONLY: None.

B. APPROVAL OF CURRENT BILLING: Chairperson Bennington presented the
Bills List dated Seplember 26, 2000, with General Fund payments in the amount of
$112,885.76, State Highway Aid Fund payments in the amount of $1,610.42, and Escrow
Fund paymcnts in the amount ol $1,029.13; for a grand total of all payments in the
amount of S115,525.31,

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, scconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to approve the Bills List dated September 26, 2000. There was no public
commecint.

C. CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS: None.

D. MANAGER’S REPORT — Mr. Greg Lippincott, Township Managcr:

1. Mr. Lippincott requested authorization (o attend an Economic
Development Seminar at Penn State University from December 3rd through December
8th. If registered by October 31, 2000, the cost is $510.00 plus $71.00 per night lodging,
The course is designed to draw participants from across the eastern United States for the
purpose of learning theoretical and practical approaches to economic development and to
attract a company by crealing high interest in business and community development,
retention and planning.



Page 2 Pg. 5010
Board of Supervisors
September 25, 2000

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authorize the attendance of the Township Manager at the Economic
Development Course at Penn State University, as noted above. There was no public
commient.

2. At the Supcrvisor’s worksession meeting of September 11%, the
Supervisors tabled the issue of Mr. Jager’s request to graze sheep and/or livestock on
Township open space. The Supervisors advised Mr. Jager that they would render their
decision at this evening’s meeting. However, when Mr. Jager attended the last Park and
Recreation Board meeting, they tabled this issue [or further consideration at their next
meeting. The Supervisors agreed to table a response to Mr. Jager’s request until after a
recommendation has been received from the Park and Recreation Board.

3. The regular Supervisor’s mecting ol Monday, October 23, 2000 has been
rescheduled for Monday, Octaber 30, 2000.

4. The Board of Supervisors and the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer
Authority will hold a joint meeting on Wednesday, September 27, 2000 at 7:30PM.

5. The Park and Recreation Board has rescheduled their October meeting to
Thursday, October 5, 2000 at 7:30PM.

6. Mr. Lippincott presented the Supervisors with the proposed C.D. Moyer
Demolition Sequence Schedule as provided by Heritage Building Group. Chairperson
Benninglon was very surpnised that the demolition process of the C.D. Moyer property
had not yet begun. Mr. Lippincott explained that Heritage Building Group is stili
researching issues and reviewing prices [or demolition.

7. Impact Signs Inc. has quoted a price of $450.00-§485.00 per sign for
“Welcome to Hilltown Township™ signs. Discussion took place.

8. A speed survey was conducted on Conestoga Way and the Police
Department recommends a speed limit of 20 m.p.h. Mr. Lippincott is seeking Board
authorization for the Solicilor to prepare and advertisc a Speed Limit Ordinance for
Conestoga Way.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to authonzc the Township Solicitor to prepare and advertise a Speed Limit
Ordinance to reduce the speed on Conestoga Way to 20 m.p.h. There was no public
comment.
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Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to adopt Resolution #2000-25 to accept the internal road within the
Hilltown Hunt Subdivision; and to adopt Resolution #2040-26 to declare that the
internal road within the Hilltown Hunt Subdivision is for public purpose. There was
no public comment.

2. Solicitor Grabowski advised that the internal roads within the Orchard
Glen Subdivision are ready for rccordation. Once this is accomplished, the internal roads
will be eligible for Liquid Fuels reimbursement.

Motionwas made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to adopt Resolution #2000-27 to accept the internal reads within the
Orchard Glen Subdivision; and to adopt Resolution #2000-28 to declare that the
internal roads within the Orchard Glen Subdivision are for public purpose. There
was no public comment.

3 Solicitor Grabowski presented a Declaration of Easement for road
[rontage offered to the Township by thc developer of the Frank Eckert Subdivision
located at Rt. 152 and Rickert Road.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to adopt Resolaution #2000-29, a Declaration of Easement for road
frontage for the Eckert Suhdivision. There was no public comment.

4. Solicitor Grabowski presented three Declarations of Easement for the
Copc/Landis/Alderfer Lot Line Adjustment located at the intersection of Fairhill School
Road and Maron Road. This minor subdivision necessitated that all three families
provide an eascment to the Township.

Motion was made by Supervisor Parks, seconded by Supervisor Bender, and carried
unanimously to adopt Resolution #2000-30, a Declaration of Easement for road
frontage from the Cope family for the Cope/Landis/Alderfer Lot Line Adjustment;
and to adopt Resolution #2000-31, a Declaration of Easement for road frontage from
the Landis family for the Cope/Landis/Alderfer Lot Line Adjustment; and to adopt
Resolution #2000-32, a Declaration of Easement for road [rontage from the Alderfer
family for the Cope/Landis/Alderfer Lot Line Adjustment. There was no public
comment.

5. The Director of Public Works is intercsted in the Township considering
the adoption of a Snow Emergency Ordinance. Solicitor Grabowski presentcd a draft
Ordinance for the Board’s consideration and is seeking authorization to advertise the
proposed Ordinance for possible adoption at the October 30, 2000 mecting. This
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Glen to determine its historic value. The cost is approximately $2,500.00. Once the site
is deemed historical, future C.D.B.G. funding could be used to refurbish the building.
The second proposal was an application for paving of three roads — Central Avenue in the
amount of $29,770.00, Maron Road in the amount of $30,400.00, and Fairhill School
Road in the amount of $41,740.00. The third proposal was from the Hilltown Historical
Sociely for continued restoration of the Hartzel Strassburger Homestead in order to
complete brickwork repair and make much needed roof repairs, with no specific doilar
amount given. At the August 28" meeting, the Supervisors agreed to continue this Public
Hearing to tonight’s meeting to further consider thesc proposals, and requested that the
Historical Society provide a master plan for their overall restoration budget along with
the specific amount of funding requested.

Mr. John Gras, comresponding secretary of the Hilltown Historical Society, advised that
the Supervisors arc in reccipt of the September 20, 2000 correspondence from the
president of the Historical Society, Mr. Jack Fox. Mr. Fox’s comespondence outlines
costs assoclated with some of the proposcd repairs, specifically the roof and brick
corrective work. The Historical Society’s main priority is the roof repair to prevent
further damage to the interior. Mr. Gras noted that although only one roof repair estimate
was provided, it was not through lack of trying. Mr. Fox contacted 16 roofing
contractors, 10 of which never responded, 4 of which were “too busy,” and 1 who
promiscd an estimate, yet never forwarded it to the Society. The estimate is in the
amount of $47,880.00, which was based upon a cursory review of the work to be
completed and includes 15%-20% for unexpected contingencies. The Historical Society
suggests that approximately $50,000.00 is necded in order to repair the roof of the main
house, the 1810 addition, and the front porch,

It appears to Supervisor Parks that the entire site is in need of extensive repairs, most of
which was earmarked to be completed in 1986. All of thosc items on the list provided by
the Historical Society, wcre accomplished by the contractor who did not do the work
correctly, and subsequently, declared bankruptcy. Mr. Gras disagreed, and explained that
the items on the 1986 list were accomplished through funds of the Historical Society or
Community Development Block Grant funds that wcre previously granted, along with
labor and donated materials from members of the Society. Mr. Gras explained that the
roof is a problem that has developed since the substandard brickwork was done by Brite
Maintenance, and subsequently repaired by the Masonry Prcservation Group. The only
remaining brick work consists of two gable ends of the original house, and 1/3 of one
portion of the 1810 addition, as noted in Mr. Fox’s corrcspondence. The main priority is
to repair the roof on the front porch, the main house, and the 1810 building, with an
estimate for this repair in the amount of $47,880.00. Mr. Gras presented a master plan
for repairs that are required on these historic huildings through mid-2002.
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This design requirement could be met by revising the plan, however
it would result in an unnecessarily sharper curve on Ridgeview Court.
Accordingly, the Planning Commission unanimously recommended
waiver of Section 510.5.

- Section 511.1.A — The proposed twin unit located at the western
intersection of Hampshire Drive and Ridgeview Court has the
driveway located approximately 50 ft. from the ultimate right-of-way
of Ridgeview Court. Section 511.1.A rcquires a miniinum separation
of 60 ft. By a majority vote (5:1 with Mr. Kachline opposed)
the Planning Commission recommended waiver of Section
511.1.A for this twin unit.

- Section 504.2 K — The Planning Commission unanimously recommended
approval of a waiver of lot depth to width ratio requirements for
all townhouse units. The 3 to 1 limit on lot depth to width ratio
is a standard typically applied to single-family dwellings. A lot design
strictly in accordance with minimum requirements of the Zoning
Ordinance (with a minimum lot width of 22 ft. and minimum lot
area of 2,200 sq. ft.) has a lot depth to width ratio of 4.5 to 1.

A lengthy discussion took place concerning the above waiver request.

- Section 504.2.D — A waiver has heen requested from the requirement
that side lot lines intcrsecling street lines must be at substantially
right angles or radial to street lines for ceriain townhouse units located
on curved sections of the proposed strects. The Planning Commission
unanimously recommended approval of the waiver request
conditional upon the revised plan providing an enlarged detail
of the proposed improvements along the frontage of the affected
lots to ensure there are no encroachments of driveways onto
adjoining properties.

- Section 511 — The Planning Cominission unanimously recommended
watver of the requircments to install concrete monuments at every
property corner within the development. Specifically, and as
approved for the Orchard Hill Subdivision, the townhouse units wil
be concretc monumented at the end of each building with the internal
property boundaries field marked with iron pins.

- Scction 504.2.A — This section limits block length to 1,600 feet,
Although the applicant disagrecs with the interpretation of the
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Wynn commented the open space portion would require better access since the open
space recreational facilitics is entirely internal to the site. Chairperson Bennington is
concerned that if the alternative design is used and an additional road is constructed, the
dcnsity of the development would become much greater toward the existing residences in
the Diamond Street area. Mr. Wynn advised that the alternative plan would create two
roads parallel to one another, which will mean that townhouses will back up to twin
homes. Without common easements, there is no way to get a lawnmower or harbeque
grill, for example, into the back vard of a center unit without trespassing onto private
property, unless it is carried through the house itsclf. This is a real problem that is being
expericnced at present by property owners in the Country Roads development. If an
additional road through the open space were to be proposed, Supervisor John Bender
asked the net cffect on traflic flows. It is his opinion that if there is a longer stretch of
road, speeds of motor vehicles would most likely increase. Mr. Wynn agreed that is
probably true, however there may be the same length of road around the loop. The
applicant has considered other methods of traffic calming at the behest of the Planning
Commission, including narrowing the width of the roadway.

Since the Park and Recreation Beard did not provide a recommendation for ownership of
the open space in this subdivision, and the Planning Commission has not had the
opportunity to review the alternative design sketch plan, Chairperson Bennington
suggested that the developer meet with both those boards on Thursday, October 5, 2000,
the date that each board has rescheduled their October meetings. The Supervisors could
then consider the applicant’s waiver requests at their October 9, 2000 Workscssion
Meeting.

Mr. Bob Bender understands Chairperson Bennington’s concemn with regard to the issue
of open space ownership, howcver he asked the Supervisors to consider the
disadvantages to Township-owned open space in this development. Mr. Bob Bender
commented that the primary users of open space in any community are normally the
people who live in that particular development or immediately adjacent to it. He belicves
that people tend to use open space that they may drive to, walk to, or bike to that are
more akin to being Township or County parks. Mr. Bob Bender stated that the
disadvantage to the alternative sketch plan with the additional roadway through the open
space Is that the townhouses will be back-to-back and the access to the open space will be
limited for most of the new devclopment residents. He believes the applicant has
presented a plan that provides good access to the common area for the people that are
really going to use it, the residents of that new commumty. Secondly, Mr. Bob Bender
noted that the additional roadway would provide another obstacle for children to cross to
get to the open space. Chairperson Bennington commented that the Pleasant Meadows
development, which is located very close to the Papiernik Tract does not provide any tot
lots or playfields for its residents, and he believes they might make use of that open
spacc. Supervisor John Bender agreed and noted that the Township’s walking path will
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those trecs die, the developer is then relieved of any responsibility for future replacement.
Mr. Wynn recommended that the Supervisors authorize him to advise the developer that
the Supervisors would consider the completion of the Country Roads maintenance period,
provided there are sufficient additional maintenance funds escrowed to guarantee the 16
recently replaced trees, as well as receipt of funds for the invoice sent to the developer by
the Township in July of this year for swale work; and reimbursement to the Township for
any outstanding costs. The Supervisors directed Mr. Wynn to advisc the developer of
Country Roads that they must provide additional funding in thc amount of $2,500.00 for
the 16 recently replaced trees in the event they do not survive.

L MYLARS FOR SIGNATURE: None.

L. PUBLIC COMMENT:

I Mrs. Joan Grasmeder of Beverly Road moved to Hilltown Township three
years ago for the rural setting and the safety of her children. Unlortunately, in October of
1998, Ordinance #98-13 was passed, and subsequently revised. During the time that
Ordinance #98-13 was in elfect, several developers’ suhmitted subdivision plans and
development would now takc place, particularly at the Hilitown Chase site located
adjacent to her neighborhood. While Mrs. Grasmeder understands that development
cannot be stopped, she noted that a great deal of other changes took place. She was
hoping that these changes were for the good of the community. Mrs. Grasmeder stated
that the major issue with the Hilitown Chase Subdivision was public sewer, [t was her
understanding that i[ the developer obtained approval for public sewer, Lhe extension of
Beverly Road would not be permitted due to safety reasons. Mrs. Grasmeder is
devastated by the conclusion of the court settlement with regard to the Hilltown Chase
Subdivision because she feels that the quality of life in Hilltown Township will certainly
change. Mrs. Grasmeder is sad, disappointed, and angry about this decision, and feels
that her voice does not count in Hilltown Township. She warned the Supervisors that
lthey would have to deal with the consequences of their actions and dccisions because she
and her neighhors will be back to voice their opinions.

2. Mr. Bob Grasmeder of Beverly Road has personally spoken to and e-
mailed the Board of Supervisors expressing his displeasure with the Hilltown Chase
Suhdivision. He beccame angry this evening after Supervisor Bender’s comment
concerning the Papiernik Subdivision that a longer stretch of roadway would encourage
speeding motorists. Mr. Grasmeder advised that the Supervisors, hy allowing Lhe
exlension of the Beverly Road cul-de-sac street, have made Beverly Road longer and
therefore, susceptible to increased speeds. It appears to Mr. Grasmeder that the Township
has always supported the extension of Beverly Road, no matter what the residents
wanted, becausc Township “experts” supported that decision. Mr. Grasmeder reminded
the Supervisors that other “experts™ also advised the Supervisors to adopt the Cluster








