HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
AUGUST 13, 1990

The meeting was called to order by Chalrman William J. Bennett
at 7:35PM. and opened with the Pledge of Allegilance.

Also present were: Kenneth Bennington, Vice-Chairman
Betty Kelly, Supervisor

Lee Buchanan—-Gregory, fActing Township Manager
Frank Grabowski, Solicitor

C. Robert Wynn, Township Engineer

Police Chief George Egly

Barbara A. Grove, Township Secretary

1. SUPERVISORS' MEETING MINUTES OF JULY 23, 1990:

A motion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Chairman Bennett
and carried unanimously to approve the minutes of July 23, 1990
as written. Supervisor Bennington abstained from the vote due
to the fact he was on vacation and not present for the July 23,
1990 meeting.

Supervisor Bennington directed questions to Solicitor Grabowksi
coricerning the Miley Subdivision (Habitations). Final approval
was granted with ten (10) houses having a previous water study
conducted by Habitations and an escrow account established in the
amount of $30,000, as agreed to by Mr. Miley at the July 23, 1990
meeting. Further, during the meeting of July 23, and in the absence
of Mr. Miley, one (1) additional name was placed on the list (Mr.
Walter Helhowski), Supervisor Bennington questioned i1f this could
legally be done in Mr, Miley's absence, Solicitor Grabowski stated
this actlon was incorporated into the action letter of July 27,
1990 1issued by the Townshlip to Mr. Miley and there has been no
objection to date of this addition.

Chalirman Bennett stated this was recognized at the time of the
meeting on July 23, 1990, and he therefore requested the Township
Solicitor contact Mr., Miley for his approval of the addition to
the 1list of names to be covered in the event of water problems.

2. APPROVAL OF CURRENT BILLS:

Supervisor Bemnnington questioned the bill for Code Inspections
in the amount of $3,000.00, Lee Buchanan-Gregory stated Code
Inspection's bill is a three-part bill, from the preliminary plan
tc an inspection and through the final inspection, and therefore,
the bill is a combinatlion of different inspections.
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Chairman Bennett commented on the phone bB1ill in the amount of
$1444.00 and asked if +this c¢ould be considered a normal bill.
Lee Buchanan-Gregory stated tracking is hbeing done on the individual
extensions, monthly 1long distance and 1local charges, along with
the taxes the Township pays and this is normal. This shows a
decrease due to the elimination of five (5) lines gsince the last
meeting. The phone system 15 constantly under review.

Chairman Bennett stated in the Executive Sesgsion conducted this
evening, he did request that the bilis for BAHPCO be held on
maintenance agreements for $1420.00 and $1350.00, which represent
bilis for the keypad system and the video gsystem for ftwo police
cells.

4 motion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington, and carried unanimously to pay all bills, other than
BAHPCO for $1420.00 and $1350.00.

3. TREASURER'S REPORT:

Lee Buchanan—Gregory gave the Treasurer's Report as follows:

Beginning Balance End of Month
Balance
General TFund Checking $255,322.68 $311,426.15
Payroll Checking Account 12.13 36.73
Debt Service Invest. 5,561.73 6,413.,43
State Highway Aid Checking 128,488.52 116,978.69
Police Pension Invest. 20,991.11 21,094.91
Non-Uniform Invest. 26,356.40 20,472.65
Escrow Fund Checking 29,061.19 25,534.79

The Board has also received a Statement of Expenditures and Revenue
for wmonth-ending July 31, 1990. The Beoard has received a
Supervisors' Report on the account activity ending July 31, 1990,
month—end report of cash escrow accounts, with five being reported
and total balance of $26,479.34 for month-end July 31, 1990.

A motion was made by Supervisor Kelly, seconded by Supervisor
Bennington and carried unanimously to accept the Treasurer's Report
as read, subject to audit.

4. APPOINTMENT TO THE HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION:

Chairman Bennett stated three applications had heen received for
the vacancy on the Hilltown Township Planning Commission. A motion
was made by Superviscor Bennington, seconded by Chalirman Bennett
and carried unanimously to appoint Christine Bishop Edkins,
Transportation Planner with the New Jersey Department of
Transpeoration in Trenton, New Jersey, speclalizing 1in Stategic
Planning.
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Ms. Bishop-Ldkins received a Masters degree 1in Regional Planning
from the University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill, with an emphasis
in Transporation and Land Use Planning. Her course work consisted
of reviewlng and developing County and Local Land Use Plans.
Supervisor Kelly abstained from the vote. This appointment is
to take effect immediately.

5.  CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS:

A. Ms. Julie Gustanski, Director, Bucks County Agricultural Land
Preservation Program gave a presentation and presented a '"Fact
Sheet" on the Easement Purchase Program (attachment A). This
program, developed in conjunction with state funds, allows the
County to have an easement purchase program, whereby the County
will purchase agricultural easements on farms that qualify for
the program. This program has been 1in operation approximately
eleven months. The c¢hilef purpose of this program 1is to save the
prime agricuitural land in Bucks County —-—- not only preservation,
but sustalning this 1land as well. Hilltown Township does have
an active agricultural security area that can participate 1n this
FEasement Purchase Program. The 1989 joint County and State funds
allctted for this program were in the amount of $2,06l,000.00,
with slightly less than this figure for 1990.

Ms. Gustanski stated twenty—-five (25) acres 1is minimum for
participation under <thils program. The terms of the easement may
be perpetuity or for a period of twenty-five (25) years.

6. AWARDING OF BIDS:

g0-10 - 12 TON DUAL TANDEM TRAILER - Chalrman Bennett stated two
bids were received - one from Detlan Equipment Incorporated Ifor
$8,150.00, and the second from Beck Brothers Corporaticon for
$7,711.00. Both of these were inspected on site by the Acting
Township Manager, Lee Buchanan—-Gregory, and the Directer of FPublic
Works, Tom Buzby, and recommendation was for the purchase of Beck
Brothers Corporation for $7,711.00.

A motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly, and carried unanimously to accept the bid from Beck Brothers
Corporation for $7,711.00.

=i



Page 4 of 18
August 13, 1990

g0-11 - INDUSTRIAL WHEEL LOADER BACKHOE - Chairman Bennett stated
two bids were received - one from Plasterer Equlipment in the amount
of $59,840.00 and the second bid from Road Machinery, Incorporated,
in the amount of $56,756.00. Again, the Acting Township Manager
and Director of Public Works, Tom Buzby, reviewed the submitted
bids and specifications and due to the deviation list submitted
by Road Machinery, the recommendation was for Plasterer Equipment
in the amount of $59,840.00 (John Deer Equipment ).

Supervisor Bennington reiterated that Plasterer Equipment was not
the lower bhid, but Road Machinery's deviaticn 1list did place the
piece of equipment outside of the specifications requested. Also,
Plasterer has submitted a John Deer product, servicable 1in
Silverdale.

A motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and unanimously approved tc accept the bid of Plasterer
Equipment in the amount of $59,840.00.

7. CONFIRMED APPOINTMENTS = RECONVENED:

B. Mr. Hayes Ramsey, Hilltown Township resident, stated he has
many questions concerning the Miley Subdivision. He further asked
if the concerned public ccoculd review the escrow agreement documents
for the Miley Subdivision before actual execution in the final
form. Supervisor Bennington stated this question was brought up
in the Executive Session this evening and 1t c¢coculd he reviewed
before finallzation. Chairman Bennett and Supervisor Kelly were
in full agreement. Solicitor Grabowski stated he would prepare
the agreements when the developer calls for them. He will <then
leave a copy at the Township office, in draft form, for viewing
by an concerned resident.

C. Mr. Wally Rosenthal, Curtis Furniture (J.R. ASSOCIATES)} once
agaln requested clarification in having to submit a Site Development
Plan as vrequested by the Hilltown Township Planning Commission,
as it 1s his feeling the changes he intends to make will be internal
only and will not impact zoning.

Mr. Rosenthal stated he iz maintaining a single entity, single
identity, single address, single everything. Solicitor Grabowski
asked 1f all the salesmen would he Curtis Purniture employees.
Mr. Rosenthal stated they will be outside contractors, as Curtis
Furniture does not have employees.
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Mr. Rosenthal further stated there would be 40 to 50 wvendors.
Mr. Jack Pox, Hilltown Township Planning Commission Chairman, further
clarified the request of the Hilltown Township Planning Commission
and reaffirmed ftheir request for a Site Plan because they did not
know what was belng proposed and after review,it could be classified
as a shopping center.

Mr. Hosenthal stated he also had plans to sell food. Solicitor
Grabowski stated this must go before the Planning Commission through
a 3ite Development Plan.

supervisor Bennington further questioned the use of the building
by Cheap Skates, a concept set up as a training center for
skate—-boarders. Present usage would align closely with a
recreaticnal facility. Supervisor Bennington stated even with
this usage, an amusement tax has not been paid to Hilltown Township.

Mr. Rosenthal stated he personally does not lease to Cheap Skates.
Rather a partnership owns the ground and bullding, who does lease
to Cheap Skates, and Mr. Rosenthal is one member of a five member
partnership, dJ.R. Associates. Mr. Rosenthal stated he 1s Curtis
Furniture, leasing space from Telford Industrial Authority and
J.R. Associates. He is c¢ne of the partners of J.R. Associates.
Supervisor Bennington asked why the partnership is not coming to
the Board to request a change in configuration, if he is only a
tenant. Solicitor Grabowskl asked 1f Mr. Rosenthal spoke for the
partnership. Mr. Rosenthal stated he could speak for one-fifth
of the partnership. Supervisor Bennington stated it was unacceptable
that Mr. Rosenthal was before the Board as a "leassee" instead
of an "owner™.

Mr., Rosenthal asked if he needed a zoning permit just fto change
the merchandlise. Mr. Grabowski stated one tax parcel has a furniture
store, karate studio, skating amusement center, and possibly a
restaurant, and this could qualify as a shopping center. Supervisor
Bennington reilterated that the partnership should bhe Dbefore the
Board and not one—-fifth of the partnership, as he is only a tenant.
Supervisor Bennington stated he could not make a ruling at this
point in +time, when not knowing the further constratings we are
under with this particular tax parcel. He would prefer to tall
with J.R. Assoclates, as owners of the tax parcel, to determine
what is going on,

Mr., Grabowski stated the best thing would be for the Township Zoning
Officer to speak to whomever is in charge. Mr. Rosenthal stated
he is the 1liaison for fhe partnership of five members, with other
members reslding in California.
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Mr. Grabowski asked who made the decision for the partnership and
who signed checks. Mr. Rosenthal stated that he is one of them;
he signs checks and his mother and brother sign checks, with his
mother and brother being members of the five partners.

Chairman Bennett stated it would be "referred back to fthe Planning
Commission", as the DBoard was not prepared fto make any decision
at this time. "Apparently a 'can of worms' has been opened 1In
other businesses and so forth, that require looking into™.

Chairman Fox suggested Mr. Rosenthal review the Zoning Ordinance
which states what 1is necessary under Land Development and Site
Development and how many copies to submit, where the builldings
are located, size of the lot, size of impervious surface, sewage,
water, where 1t comes from.

In response to DMr. Rosenthal's comment that 1t has no effect on
the outside of the building, Mr. Fox stated it does have an effect
on the outside —-- traffic flow, need for traffic 1light -- parking
situation, the whole thing =- this would have to be studied.

In response to Mr. Rosenthal's question of whether or not the parking
was a function of the business size, Mr. Wynn stated it was a
function of the use, and the retail use would have to be studied
after appropriate information is supplied to make that study.

Mr. Wynn stated the use is being changed and 1f he does what he
intends to do, would be in vioclation of the gzoning ordinarnce.

Mr. BRosenthal asked what he was 1n violation of. Mr. Grabowski
«tated if he does not have a zoning permlit and the operation of
the building is changed, then he 1is in violation of the zoning
crdinance,

Supervisor Bennington stated a Site Development is needed and a
letter 1is needed from the partners of J.R. Associates saying that
he is a spokesperson for J.R. Assoclates, so he will Bbe speaking
as an owner, and not as a tenant.

Supervisor Bennington stated he could not make a decision until
he saw exactly what the plans were; everything could be O.K. with
the plan, but he would not know until 1t was seen and reviewed.
Until the plan was seen, the Supervisors would not be able to
determine what was being done with the site.

Solicitor Grabowski reaffirmed a Site Plan Development is needed.



Page 7 of 18
August 13, 1990

D. BFI FINAL PLAN APPROVAL - Mr. Joseph Del Ciotto stated he
was before +the Board +this evening to ask for contingent IPinal
Approval and discuss several items in the contingency.

Mr. Del Ciotto stated all of Reliance Road was being improved,
from Route 309 to the creek, with storm sewers being placed the
entire length of the road, along with wildening, where appropriate,
as shown on the plan. Three property owners are belng affected,
orne being Mr. and Mrs. Smith, with stream discharge at the end
of the storm sewer, and the other two at the intersection of Route
309 and Reliance Rocad —-- the Pub and Viking Properties (empty space}.
Viking Properties 1s 1n a cooperative arrangement with BFI and
not a problem as far as acquiring any rights—-of-way or easements.
They have discussed sharing the cost of improvements that impact

both property owners. This 1is not an 1issue. The Cato Pub and
the 8mith property right-of-way and construction easements have
been granted on both of those properties —-— both have verbally

agreed there 1is not a problem, pending legal documents which are
in process.

A resolution i1s needed from the Supervisors extending the maintenance
period from 18 months to 24 months. The application has been pending
for one month and the application will not be accepted without
a Resolution from the Township.

Mr. Wynn stated the maintenance pericd does not start until all
ilmprovements have been completed. Start would be 18 months after
the agreements have been executed, 1f everything proceeds normally.

Other items 1impacting proJect 1s DER permit for stream discharge
for dumping storm water along Reliance Road into the stream. The
permit has been filled through the Township and is 1in process.
£1]1 other agencies have complied. Mr. Wynn stated one Planning
Commission recommendation includes approval from the Bucks County
Conservation District, and the second was the approval of the Water
and Sewer facility, 1n writing, from the Telford Borough Authority.
We do not have that as yet, but a letter from them indicating the
affirmative action to authorize water and service in that manner,
which includes granting a 20 foot wide easement along with property
line of the Telford Borough Authority from the rear of the property
to Reliance Road for water line construction.

(,3Y
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6) Verifiication of approval from PennDot for improvements +to
Bethlehem Pilke/Reliance Road intersection must be received in
writing. (SLDO Sectlon 403, '67 PA Code).

7) All engineering/drafting details as contained within the
correspondence from the Township Engineer, dated July 6, 1990 {(copy
enclosed and incorporated herein by reference), must be accomplished
in a manner satisfactory to the Township.

8) In accordance with your request dated July 25, 1990, the
agreement to maintain highway 1mprovements at the intersection
of Bethlehem Pike and Reliance Road will be extended to twenty-four
(24) months in 1lieu of the normal 18 months required by Township
agreement.

Mr., Del Cilotto asked for clarity on the policy of the Township
to 1ssue building permits. Mr. Wynn stated that conditions of
the final plan approval need to be satisfied prior to the issuance
of a building permit -- along with the execution of the agreements.

Mr. Del Ciotto reiterated that no permit can be issued until all
conditions can be met, including PennDot, as well as DER Stream
Discharge permit. Mr. Grabowskl answered in the affirmative.

Mr. Wynn clarified that both of fthese permits were for off-site
improvements —-— storm sewer being extended off-site several hundred
feet, and the other being the intersection, as opposed to permits
to access to the site. Permits should not be issued for a pending
requirement for access to the site, but as these are off-site and
guaranteed by an escrow agreement be accomplished and that the
final engineering be accomplished to Secure these permits,
recommendation would be to the start of the work, not hold up start
of the construction. Easements have been obtained to permit
construction of public improvements. Mr. Del Ciotto emphasized
that verbal agreement has been received from Smith and Cato.

Chairman Bennett asked Mr. Wynn what other conditions he would
recommend for satisfaction (assuming a waiver of off-gsite
improvements}. Mr. Wynn stated +that all State improvements to
be secured by the State not delay construction on the site, provided
they are guaranteed in escrow or Land Development Agreement.
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E. SOLAR ATMOSPHERES - FPFINAL PLAN APPROVAL - Mr. Bill Jones,
owner of vacuum Furnace Systems and President of Solar Atmospheres,
a sister company to Vacuum Furnace Systems spcke of the time
restraints on his loan for the project and requested the Board
consider the possibllity of granting approval, with bullding permit
only and occupancy permit being contingent upon all aspects of
the conditions being met.

Supervisor Bennington suggested the Chairman of the Planning
Commission, or a representative thereof, attend the work session
of the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer Authority on August 22,
1990 to ascertain what 1is desired and satisfactory for both the
Authority and Commission.

& motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and unanimously approved to grant final approval to Scolar
Atmospheres based upon the conditions and recommendations of the
Planning Commission and Bob Wynn as follows:

1) In accordance with Section 522(b) of the Zoning Ordinance,
the developer must enter 1nto a written agreement with the Township
assuring that one year after issuance of an OQOccupancy Permit,
additional parking spaces are needed at the site, same shall be
provided at the owner's expense.

2) Parking lot landscaping shall be provided for Lot #2 as required
by Section 410(j) of the Subdivision Ordinance.

3) Verilfication of approval of proposed erosion and sedimentation
control measures must be received in writing from the Bucks County
Conservation District. (SLDO Section 420).

47 Verification of approval of the proposed water service and
connections must be received in writing from the North Penn Water
Authority. (SLDO Section 515}.

5) Verification of approval of proposed sanitary sewer lateral
service tc Lot #2 must be received in writing from the Hilltown
Township Water and Sewer Authority. In the event HTW3A does not
approve of the proposed lateral connection and requires extension
of the public sewer line to service Lot #2, the plan must be
resubmitted for recommendations by the Planning Commission and
reconsideration and action by the Board of Supervisors asg a revised
final plan (SLDO Secticn 512).

6) An  Escrow Agreement 1s required to guarantee 1installation
of all "public improvements". (SLDO Section 602).
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7) Installation of property monumentation 1s required to be
installed prior to the plan recordation where possible and certified
by the surveyor responsible for same. Monuments that are not being
installed at this time due to conflicts with public improvements
shall be included within the Escrow Agreement. (SLDC Section 508,
602}).

8) Engineering/drafting details on the plan shall be revised
as follows:

a ) Screenings are not required under 3A& base course for the
widening of Clearview Road. However, asphalt section
gshall be revised to two inches of binder and one inch
wearing course for the widening.

b) Typlcal widening sections on sheet 3 of 7, and neat cut
down is shown. However, the detail 1s dincorrectly shown
and shall be revised to conform to PennDot reguirements.

c) On the typical half section of (Clearview Recad, the concrete
curb section is shown with the depth of 18 inches con-
flieting with the concrete curt detail. All curb shall
be shown to have a depth of 22 inches conformance to
Hilltown Township's specificaticns.

ﬁ; MANAGER'S REPORT - LEE BUCHANAN-GREGORY:

A Correspondence has been received from the Souderton Area Midget
Football Association regarding their annual bonfire to be held
Thursday, September 6, 1990 at the Romanoff Field on Central Avenue,
7:30 - 8:00PM.

B) A thirty day =zoning notice 1letter sent to Mr. and Mrs.
Northington, dated July 2, 1990 (violation of Section 404 46 of
the zoning ordinance prohiblting kennels except by special
exception). As there has been no activity communicatied to the
Board, Ms. Buchanan—-Gregory recommended the Board proceed with
Trespass and Assumpt.

A motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and unanimously passed to proceed with a Trespass and Assumpsit
concerning the Northington violation.

C) A second of & zoning violation has been sent to Mr. and mrs.
John Coleman regarding the use of an operation of a Junkyard business
which violates Section 404 I10 of the zoning ordinance. Mr. Coleman,
property owner, and Mr. Joel Harris, tenant, have both been provided
with notification,
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J} Notification has been received from the Hilltown Township
Police Department, on July 27, 1990, a speed check was conducted
onn Diamond Street, south of Orchard Road, during the morning hours
with results as follows:

— 11 vicolations issued;

- Revenue generated ~ $289.00;
- Labor Costs - $194.36;

- Net Credit - $94.64,

— A few violations missed;

K) The Board has received correspondence, through Chief Egly,
that Sgt. Ashby Watts has been certified as a Mentor in the Drug
Abuse Reslstance Education Program and he recently participated
in a seminar and passed with very high qualifications.

L) Dublin Volunteer Fire Company is having a parade and housing
for the new pumper on Saturday, September 1%, 1990 at 1:00PM,
An invitation has been extended to the Board members.

9. RCAD REPORT FOR MONTH OF JULY - TOM BUZBY, DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC

WORKS (attachment): In the absence of  Mr. Buzby, Lee
Buchanan-Gregory read the Road Report for the month of July.

10, POLICE CHIEF GECORGE EGLY'S REPORT FOR JULY {(attachment): Chief
Egly presented his report Tfor July, 1990 before the bBoard of
Supervisors.

supervisor Bennington asked 1f there was any indication when Officer
Engelhart would return to work. Chief Egly stated he would most
probably be back to work on full duty by late October, 1990.

Supervisor Bennington asked Chief Egly where Hilltown Township
stood with East Rockhill police coverage. Chief Egly stated the
outlook would be a short—-change for Hilltown Township, if it were
to be done, as Hilltown Township warrants full attention at this
polint in time.






Page 16 of 18
August 13, 1990

D. SKYLINE ESTATES - (Skunk Hollow Road and Callowhill Rd.) -
a motlon was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and unanimously passed to authorige Mr. Wynn to notif'y the
developer and Bucks County Bank and Trust that in the event insurance
is not renewed by tomorrow, August 24, 1990 and/or the development
agreement (L/C) extended beyond August 22, 1990, for a periocd not
less than three months, they are in default. The Board requested
Mr. Wynn notify them no later than Tuesday, August 24, 1990.

E. ELYSIAN FIELDS - A motion was made by Supervisor Bennington,

Saranded hv Binrnervicar Kellir +m qr—?npi— T — -7 ke

13. SOLICITOR'S REPORT:

A. HILLTOWN VILLAGE DEVELCOPMENT AGREEMENTS - A five lot subdivision
approved by the Township. Mr. Grabowski stated +the agreement
provides for an escrow in the amount of $121,923.58 for site work,
storm sewer, road widening, erosion control, monumentation, street
trees, as well as contingencies and engineering inspection. Funding
is by Letter of Credit from Bucks County Bank and Trust Company.
Insurance certificates have also been provided by the developer.

B. EGITTC SUBDIVISION - As required under his plan, Mr. Egitto
has set up a cash escrow account in the amount of $690.00 to provide
for the maintenance of trees on his subdivision.

A motion was made by Supervisor Bennington, seconded by Supervisor
Kelly and unanimously passed to approve the Egitto and Ventresca
Development Agreements, as set forth in the above.

Mr., Grabowskl commented on the Bux—Mont lawsult, stating the lawsuit
involved the application for the Reliance Road site —-— the second
site applied for by Bux-Mont, with the first being Spur Road.
The Spur Road site had been denied by the Township for reasons
renumerated by way of a written action letter. There was an appeal
of that decision as to one of the issues involved and timing of
the lawsult. The Pennsylvania Commonwealth Court upheld the Township
in that matter. The Federal case was not on that parcel, but the
Reliance Hoad parcel. In this case, the Township was of the
determination to reject the application of Bux-Mont for specific
reasons as renumerated In an action letter. There was no appeal
of this zoning decision.
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What was filed was a Civil Rights action against the Townshlp as
a governmental agency, the Supervisor's 1In office at the time,
the Townshipr Engineer and the Township Manager. Over the course
of time, the original demand on the matter was that the plaintifrs
were damaged to the tune of $18,000,000.00. The suit was glven
to the 1liability carrier of the Township (Scottsdale Insurance
Company} to defend the matter. The 1nsurance coverage did not
cover an $18,000,000.00 c¢laim. Mr. Grabowski noted that a claim
of $18,000,000.00 was reduced to $9,000,000.00 and then to
$1,000,000.00 and then reduced to $500,000.00, to $400,000.00 and
to $250,000.00. From the time the demand had been reduced to
$1,000,000.00, the insurance company had made an offer to settle
for $200,000.00. They never changed their opinion throughout the
negotiation. 8Since 1t had reached the point where there was adequate
coverage by the insurance company, the role of the Township became
one of much less importance. A Dbusiness decision was made by
Scottsdale to settle the matter and they did settle. At this time,
the Township Manager, Township Englneer and Mr. Vincent Pischl
were dropped from the case. Mr., Grabowski stated the amount of
$200,000.00 should be taken into perspective that it was a case
filed for $18,000,000.00 on a c¢ivil rights matter. The matter
18 now done.

14, RESIDENT'S COMMENTS:

A, Mr. Bob Grunmeier requested the Board of Supervisors to
acknowledge the recent passing of William Beals. Mr. Beals was
a member of the Hilltown Township Water and Sewer Authority, along
with being an active member of the community. The Board concurred.

15. SUPERVISOR'S COMMENTS:

Supervisor Bennington brought up the following issues:
A, Orchard Station - Mr. Wynn will follow-up.

B. Correspondence from Ms. Beth Johnson - Ms., Buchanan—-Gregory
will follow—up.

C. Status of the Glanzmann zoning violation — Ms. Buchanan-Gregory
reported the Townshlp recently received correspondence which is
currently under legal review.

D. Ingquired on the McKinstry vs. Hilltown Township suit - Mr.
Grabowskl provided an update.

k. Informed the public, Representative Clymer will be holding
an information meeting on Wednesday, August 29, 1990 at T:30PM
at the Sellersville Borough Hall on Impact TIPees.
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. Sllverdale Fire Company, Hazardous Materials and first response.
G. Made a motion to adopt = Annual
User/Conditional Use Fees for Signs, Supervisocor
Kelly =econded. Chairman Bennett called for a vote, motion passed
unanimously. A copy of the Resolution becomes an official part

of these minutes.

H. Requested the Beoard consider receiving a cost gquote from
Niessen, Dunlap and Pritchard, for a specific item audit for the

years 1986 and 1987. After discussion, Supervisor Bennington made
a motlion to request a price quote only for specific item audits
for 1986 and 1987 from Niessen, Dunlap and Pritchard. Supervisor

Kelly seconded. Chairman Bennett called for a vote, motion passed
unanimously.

16. Ms. Buchanan-Gregory reported all general correspondence has
been placed on file at the Township office.

17. PRESS CONFERENCE,

18, There being no further business, Supervisor Bennington made
a motion to adjourn. Supervisor Kelly seconded that motion. Chairman
Bennett called for a vote. Motion passed unanimously.

19. ADJOURNMENT: The meeting was adjourned at 10:25PM,

Minutes submitted by Barbara Grove, Township Secretary and Lee
Buchanan-Gregory, Acting Township Manager

30



BUCKS COUNTY AGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERVATION
EASEMENT PURCHASE PROGRAM - 'FACT SHEET'

An agricuttural conssarvation gasement is a legal covenant astablishing a less than fee simple
interest that runs with the land, allowing a landowner to protect his/her farmland for agricuttural
use, while retaining private ownership of the farm. Landowners have the option to sell a
conservation easement to the Bucks County Agricultural Land Preservation Board, if their land is
located within a designated Agricultural Security Area. The value of the easement is the
difierence between the fair market value of the tarm and the farmer's agricuttural value.

ELIGIBLE PROPERTY

. Minimum Acreage: 25 acres;

. Farm property must be located within an Agricultural Security Area.

. Farm property must be used as part of a normal faming operation capable of generating
annual gross receipts greater than $25,000.00;

. Farm property must contain at least 50 percent of soils in Classes | through [V, as defined
by the United States Department of Agriculiure - Soil Conservation Service; and

. Farm property must contain a minimum of 50 percent harvested cropland, pasture or
grazing lands.

PROCEDURES FOR PURCHASING EASEMENTS

. The landowner contacts the Agricultural Land Preservation Program for information on
the selling of an easement.

. The landowner submits the easement purchase application to the program's Executive
Director, by one of the annual deadlines of Febnuary 1, or September 1,

. The Agricultural Land Preservation Beard ranks all qualitying applications, after each
deadiine, into priority order, using the ranking system, which is attached to the program
appiication,

. Landowners are notified as to rankings, acceptance or rejection.

. Upon acceptance, landowners must submit a two hundred doliar {$200.00) appraisai

escrow fee. This fee is refundable upon agreement to purchase an easement on the
subject property, at or below the easement valus, as established by the appraisal.

. When the appraisal has been completed, the Director and/or appointed Board Member(s)
will meet with the landowner to discuss the appraisal and make an offer to purchase a
conservation easement based on the appraisal results. The landowner has thirty (30)
days in which to accept or reject the ofier, or have a second appraisal conducted, at
his/her expense.

v Upon acceptance of an offer to sell an easement, the landowner signs a Contract of Sale.
The Director prepares neccessary documentation and Summary Repont, a title search is
also conducted. In some cases, a new survey may be necessary. The Contract of Sale is
then subject to approval by the Board of County Commissioners.

. Once approved by the Board of County Commissioners, the Sales Contract and Summary
Report are submitted to the State Agricultural Land Preservation Board (when State
funds are used in addition to County funds to purchase an easement),
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¢/o Bucks County Planning Commission
The Almshouse, Neshaminy Manor Center

Doylestown, PA 18901
Raobert E. Moore, Executive Direclor

{215) 345-3400 Fax (215) 345-3886

County Commissioners:

chairman, Andrew L. Warren
Mark 5. Schweiker
Lucille M. Trench

July 17, 1990

Dear Agricuftural Security District Landowner:

Hello. As you may be aware, Bucks County has an active Agricultural land preservation Program,
which was established in fate 1989, under the auspices of the Board., The Board itsell, was appoirted by
the County Commissioners, who acted affirmatively to the Bucks County elsctorate, seventy-eight

percent of whom voted in favor of a $100 million state bond issue, to purchase development rights for
farmland preservation.

Since the appointment of the nine-member board and the development and approval of the
County's Agricultural Land Preservation Easement Purchase Program in November 1989, much has
happened towards the goal of preserving Bucks County's agricuttural land. Most recently, the County
Commissioners appointed a Director who is responsible for the direction and administration of the

"Program”, and acts as a liaison between various agsencies and organizations involved in farmnland
preservation in the County.

The County's Agricultural Land Preservation Board is currently in the final stages of evaluating
over 280 acres on four county farms for participation in the easement purchase program. These pioneers

in the "Program” will have a tremendous impact upon the success and the future of both the "Program™
and farming in Bucks County.

As the State's Attorney General has recently approved the State Board's Regulations pertaining
to Agricultural Conservation Easement Purchase programs, Bucks County is anxious 0 get underway with
the completion of necessary transactions to complete purchases on farmms that applied by the initial
February 1, 1990 deadline. The board expects to move quickly throughout the remainder of 1990 toward

acquiring easements which will be drawn upon State and County funds, which were appropriated for
1989,

For those landowners interested in participation in Bucks County’s Agricultural Land Preservation
Easement Purchase Program, a second round application review tor 1990 is open through September 1,
1890. The second round will be considering farms for easement purchase using State and County Funds
appropriated for 1990.

For all years following 1990, thers will be two annual application submission deadlines, February
1 and September 1, of each year. Applications submitted by the February 1 deadline will generally
hava priority over September 1 applications according to the annual allocation of funds.

If you would like further information or an application to apply to the Easement Purchase Program,
please contact me {Program Director) at (215) 345-3409.

y Agricultural
Land Preservation Program
JAG/sis
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BUCKS COUNTY RGRICULTURAL LAND PRESERUATION
RGRICULTURARL SECURITY ARERS FACT SHEET

PA Act 43 ot 1981 provides supporting legislation for the establishment of Agricultural Security
Areas [ASA's).

WHAT 15 AN AGRICULTURAL SECURITY AREA?

An Agricullural Security Area consists of an area of at least 500 acres of farmland designated by
farmers and those in other agricuttural operations. Establishing an Agricultural Security Area
provides those farmers who wish to continue farming, beneficial and preferential policy treatment
acting to both help siow and guide development pressures, as noted below:

+ Township supervisors provide supporl to agriculture by not putting laws into effect
which may be restrictive to normal farming opetrations.

-~ Govemmental condemnation of farmtand in an Agriculiural Security Area must first be
approved by the Agricultural Lands Condemnation Approval Board in an attempt to
establish available alternative sites for condemnation.

« Agricultural Land Preservation Easement Purchase Program option offered by the
County Agricuitural Land Preservation Board are only available to qualified
landowners who are registered in an ASA,

PURPOSE OF ASA's

Designated ASA's are intended to promote more permanent viable farming operations over the
long-run by strengthening the farming community's sense of security in land use and their right o
fam,

Agricuitural Security Areas are not intended to stop development or restrict farm owners in any
way. |ndividual township zoning laws are the only regulations as to how, when and where land ¢an
be deveioped.

BARTICIPATION

Participation in an Agricuttural Security Area is completely voluntary, each landowner decides on
an individual basis whether or not to include their farmiand tract.

Farms comprising the 500 acre minimum are not required to be adjoining, contiguous parcels,
they do not have to be zoned strictly for agricuitural use and they do not have to be within the
same township.

Once established, an ASA, must be reviewed every seven years by the township.
ESTABLISHING AN AGRICULTURAL SECURITY AREA

Townships have the primary raspongibility in forming ASA's. If the proposed ASA has land in
more than one township, a petition must be filed with each township involved. Upon receipt of a
proposal containing a minimum of 500 acres, name, addresses, tax parcel numbers and acreage
on each farm hoiding, the township supervisor will:

a. Announce receipt of ASA proposal; publish notice in local paper and accept
suggestions {or addition/delstion of farm parcels.

AL







*  Bucks Couniy Agricultural Land Preservation Program office has records of all
townships with ASA's. Also, further information on the Easement Purchase Program
can be obtained from the Director.

= Your District Conservationist or Cooperative Ag. Extension Agent may have
information as to Agricuttural Security Areas throughout Bucks County.

GOVERNING LAWS
PA ACT 43 OF 1981
CONTACT

Julie Ann Gustanski, Director
Bucks County Agricultural Land Preservation Program
Bucks County Planning Commission
The Almshouse
Neshaminy Manor Center
Doylestown, PA 18901
(215) 345-3409
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{n 1988, Vermont made purchase of development rights possible on its valuable farmland.

PURCHASE OF DEVELOPMENT RIGHTS:
SAVING FARMS IN THE NORTHEAST

An innovative technique becomes a driving force in farmland protection

any people envision a
suburban landscape
when they think of
Long Island. But con-
trary to this image, the
island’s eastern county boasts agriculture’s
highest per capita income in New York
State. For centuries, the foundation of
Suttolk Councy’s economy was a mmyriad of
small farming and fishing villages. But in
the 1960s, the Long Island Expressway
expanded eascward and  Suffolk  was
brought wichin commuting distance of New
York City. Since then. the conflicts between
farmers and developers have been grear.

Easy access o Manharuan resulied in the
escalation of land values throughout the
county, placing them well bevond the reach
of local ownspeople and farmers. Shopping

'nters and glamorous vacation homes

placed acre upon acre of farmland, strain-
1z Suffolk's land and water resources.
dow is it the counry still boasts a viable
agriculture?

Faced with what seemed w be insur-
mountble barriers, Suffolk  Counrv's
azens developed an innovative farmland
proiection technique, Purchase of Devel-

by Julia Freedgood

opment Rights (PDR). Since then, PDR
has been successfully adopeed throughout
the Norcheast.

The Basics of PDR

Purchase of Deveilopment Rights pro-
grams compensate farmers for a portion of
the equiry in cheir land without forcing
thern w sell their farms out of agricuiture.
These programs buv deed restricuens,
known as conservarion easements, on quali-
fied farmiand. removing it forever from non-
agricultural developmens. Participation in
a PDR program is alwavs voluntary, and
farmers who elect w sell their development
rights retain full ownership and use of the
land. When the farm is sold or transterred.
future owners must also abide by the con-
ditions in the deed.

Initiaied and primarily run by state or
local government bodies. existing PDR
programs are currently funded by regular
appropriations or bonds. In a few cases, pri-
vare nonprofic organizations have creaed in-
dependent PDR programs. Farmers are
generallv paid the difference berween the
fair marker value of their land, or the price
the developer would pav, and the price the
land would command for agriculture.

Farmers mav use the income however they
see fit—retiring debt, purchasing equip-
ment, improving or expanding their farm
of perhaps planning for recrement. A
recent AFT sctudv, Procecring Farmiand
Through Purchase of Developmenr Righss - The
Farmers’ Perspecerve, indicares that much of
the proceeds from the sale of development
rights 1s reinvested in the farm. This has
benefited focal economies as well as
farmers. Seiling or donating development
rights can also reduce estate tax labilities
for a farmer’s heurs.

Putting PDR to Work

In the carlv 1970s. Suffolk County offi-
cials began considering wavs 1o proect their
rapidly-disappearing farmland.

Thev developed a program to buy ease-
ments on productive agricultural land and
contiguous parcels of at least 200 acres. In
1976, they were granted 321 million in
funding by the councy legislacure. The pro-
gram has grown w prowct over 6,000 acres
of land. and last vear the original funding
was supplemented by another $10 mullion.
In addition. three county wwnships have
invested 310 million more in local PDR
efforts.

L
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HILLTOWN TOWNSHIP 6?4
BUILDING, ZONING, MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULED

REVISED FEBRUARY 1, 1989

VIIT. SIGR PERMITS: FEE

A. PERMANENT SIGNS

1. UP TO AND INCLUDING 6 S.F., MEASURED
DRE SIDE. ~ $10.00

2. SIGNS ABOVE 6 S.F., $1.00 PER EACH
ADDITIONAL S.F. ABOVE FIRST & S.F.
TO NEAREST FOOT.

B. TEMPORARY POLITICAL SIGNS

A REFUNDABLE DEPOSIT OF $100.00 PER EACH 100
SIGNS OR FRACTION THEREGF.

C. TEMPORARY SIGNS

A REFUNDABLE DEPOSIT QF $100.00 IF ZONING
CONDITIONS ARE ADHERED TO.

RESCLUTION %0-268
HILLTOWY TORISHIT
BICKS COUNTY, PEMNSYLVANIA

BE IT PBESOLVED THAT THE FOLLOWING AMMNUBRI USER/CONDITIONAL USE FEE BE
INSTTTUTED, RETROACTIVE TC JANURRY 1, 1990 IN HILLTUMN TOWNSHIP:

SMRLL SIGN PERMIT {6 S0. FT. OR LESS) — $25.00~ Annual Renewal Fee
LARGE STN PERMIT (OVER 6 50. FT.) - $50.00- Annual Renewal Fee

CONDITIHAL USE - $300.00 ~ FESIDENTIAL
5750.00 - COMMERCIAL

50 EE IT RESCIVED THIS 13TH DAY OF ADGIST, 1980

HILLTORHN TORISHIP
BOARD OF SUFERVISORS

%;;;222 é. EERNETT, JR./;)
CHATRMAN I









