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WARRINGTON TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

MINUTES FOR DECEMBER 13, 2005 MEETING

The regular meeting of the Warrington Township Board of Supervisors was held on December 13, 2005, 7:30 p.m., at the Township Building located at 852 Easton Road, Warrington, PA  18976.  The members present were as follows:

Attendance:


John R. Paul, Chairman; Rebecca A. Kiefer, Vice Chairman; Lee E. Fein, Secretary; Carol M. Butterworth, Assistant Secretary; Glenn P. McKay, Member; John D. Bonargo, Sr., Township Manager; William H. R. Casey, Esq., Township Solicitor; Richard A. Wieland, Township Engineer; and Kenneth Kugel, Zoning Officer. 

. 

Pledge of Allegiance  


The meeting opened with a pledge to the flag.  

Public Comment 

Toni Morris, who resides at 2168 Lisa Drive, in Willow Knoll said there was apparently a trash fire at the new townhouses.  She wondered how the fire trucks made it around the corner to get to the fire because of the curverage.  Mr. Paul said he would check out this matter and get back to her.

Approval of Minutes


It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the minutes of the October 25, 2005 meeting. This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.

Posting of Minutes


It was moved by Mr. McKay, seconded by Mrs. Butterworth, the Board of Supervisors voted to post the minutes of the November 22, 2005 meeting.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.

Approval of Bill List


It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay, the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the bill list from November 22, 2005 until December 13, 2005 in the amount of $1,745,477.15.  This motion passed by a roll call vote of 5 yeas.

Presentation:

Rebecca A. Kiefer 


Over the past years the Board of Supervisors has had multi-discussions on how to go about recognizing people for the efforts they have put forth on behalf of Warrington Township.  A policy was put in place to recognize those individuals.  Mrs. Kiefer presented a plaque to Lee Fein, outgoing supervisor, in appreciation for his dedicated service to Warrington Township.


Mrs. Kiefer presented a plaque to John Paul, outgoing supervisor, for his dedicated service while serving as a township supervisor for the past 12 years and for the 50 years he has contributed service to Warrington Township.  

Dawn Meehan, community volunteer with the Warrington Ambulance Corps, thanked John Paul for all he had done for them.  Eight years ago we had no money, we went to the township and spoke to John and the board gave us a loan and presently we are in the best financial shape we have been in years.  I believe that through John’s leadership we are where we are today.  

Mr. Bill Reid, Acting Chief of the Ambulance Corps, spoke about his recollections of John Paul while he was Fire Chief.  He recalled how he and Herman Blair built the tanker and rescue trucks.  We built our own trucks back then, unlike today where they purchase them hundred of thousands of dollars.   They built them from old junk they got somewhere.  John Paul put in service the first ladder truck, and the first rescue truck that the department ever had; and help design and install the box system that is still used today that’s for dispatching, worked with the township introducing Public Works Employees into training and response and supplement daytime call.  The Public Works Employees not only responded to the fire calls but they even today go today every month for three hours training to make sure they are certified as well as the fire fighters.  First Chief Officers Response Vehicles we purchased cheaply and put valuable fire apparatus on the street.  Implement the Fire Fighters Certification requirements.  Prior to John’s arrival, if you joined the Fire Company within a few weeks you could probably be on the fire truck.  John made you go get a six-month certification program.  At one time during John’s tenure, Warrington had twelve certified instructors as active fire fighters in our own department.  On the squad, he sat on the board for six years in that time it has gone from a couple hundred thousand in debt to being in the best financial condition they have ever been in today.  As Supervisor Liaison for the Emergency Services he managed to get a radio upgrade for the squad.  Helped in putting together the Emergency Board incentive program that is admired through out the county, even today.  The township owes John a great debt. 


Fred Achenbach, Water & Sewer Department Director, thanked John Paul for his community service, your honesty and integrity over the years and straight forwardness I think has been fantastic and I just appreciate it so much having served this community myself for the last 40 years I really do, thank you very much and good luck you.  

Emergency Services Advisory Board Incentives

Marialana Knox, Community Volunteer


One of the items that was part of the ten-point proposal that we made to the township in October of 2001 was an incentive program based on a point system structure.  The Emergency Service Board had a meeting November 13, 2006 concerning the issue that the Fire Company wanted to insure over-night coverage;  that there would be no problem, no lag of time to get a five man crew on the road with the truck and be guaranteed coverage.  In the past we had crews depend on volunteers – the same volunteers keep coming out all the time.  So one of the things that the Ambulance Crew had done at the inception of the program in 2001 was to institute special “ On Call” that would give the coverage from 9:00 at night until 6:00 a.m., in the morning.  This has been very successful and I understand that two other townships have instituted something similar that they have coverage to get the trucks out on the road, in four minutes or less (verified by Mr. Reid).

What we did was re-instate the Emergency Services Advisory Board and we had a meeting evaluating all the calculations, and the additional part of the incentive program that we wanted to make sure was included in our budgetary figures which our supervisor board has taken care of, part of the 

proposal was that we would have coverage Sunday through Thursday 9:00 p.m. through 6:00 a.m. there   would be three, three-hour block increments or nine hour shifts which would equal – with a five man 

crew would equal a total figure for the township of $19,500.00.  What this amounts to is $1.66 per hour for each person to guarantee that the responder is there when we need them to go out on the street.  

When we had our first discussion about this, everybody on the Board thought that this was certainly an admirable program.  However, we didn’t have any figures presented to us at that time, we didn’t have the background data that we needed to propose it so we decided that we would re-instate the Emergency Board.  We gathered figures and researched what they needed to do to implement this.  At our meeting, we made a motion (it was unanimous) they proposed a requested that the Board of Supervisors approve a program so that they could include this in the current program we have, we dropped another incentive which was the Fit Care Center because not enough people were using it.  It wasn’t fiscally responsible.  Quite frankly, it is a trade off but we’ll have a lot better coverage for the resident’s benefit.  What I am doing tonight is proposing that we continue this program based on the description we incorporated into the current incentive program that we have, and ask for approval from the Board of Supervisors to continue the implementation as they have already done.  If you have any questions, I will be happy to answer them.  I’ve a lot of data, which I don’t feel we need to go into, but I’ll be glad to answer any questions.


Mr. McKay asked to ask a question before you vote.  One question I have, we have talked before regarding points for the crew – when they actually go out for a call, do they get points for that plus points for the overnight or is one replacing the other?  Mrs. Kiefer responded, they are on call, to be available and there are state requirements that if they commit to this they cannot not be available.  They have to be within a certain distance, there are transportation requirements and everything.


Someone says they are getting three points for the night.  Mrs. Kiefer says – that’s it.  Glenn McKay says, so if they go out on call they are not getting the extra incentive?  Mrs. Kiefer states No, only if they come out as a volunteer not part of that program.  Mr. Mc Kay says okay.


Mr. McKay questioned the estimate for the fitness benefits that we are providing technically have been approved.  Mrs. Kiefer, actually we did, they EMS said they didn’t want it anymore, and we also discussed it the night of our meeting.  Mr. McKay, we never voted on that, and I would like to do that.  Mrs. Kiefer said all right, that was fine;  they would rather have the benefits in something like this instead of the fitness center which they really were not using.  This is what I call a win-win because what it is, is a benefit to the community as well as to the fireman.  Basically, what this does, the points structure basically reimburses the firemen for the fire calls and that is about it.  Any bonus is not going to make them rich, nobody is going to take a vacation on it.  But when they go out on a call or when they are on call like that, it is simply, as I said $1.66 an hour, not much at all for going out on a call but basically what it does is it pays for their gas.  Mr. McKay said the question of selectivity of who is on the five men crew – does it rotate?  Mrs. Kiefer answer, yes it does, she thought it is going to be done on a monthly basis.


Mr. Reid stated they put up a sign for it – put it up about a month ahead – and anyone can sign it – they always have to call to get more guys to sign up and fill out the sheets – there is always space available.  Mr. Kiefer stated it is guaranteed that one of them has to be the Chief.  Mr. Reid agreed with that statement that one has to be the chief, or a chief officer.


Mr. McKay stated if Mr. Smith signs up and he doesn’t rotate in, just so it’s on a rotating basis.  A question about certification and who is going to be on the 5-man crew asked Mr. McKay.  Mrs. Kiefer said a sign is posted to volunteer for this 5-man crew  The inception of this program didn’t really start until 2002 said Mrs. Kiefer.  There are 42 active member now versus 11, in July of 2002.

Marialana Knox was represented as an observer and expressed an interest in serving on this Board.  Mrs. Butterworth supported this incentive plan when it was presented to the Board of Supervisors in 2001..

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, the Board of Supervisors voted to remove officially the fitness care structure program that may have to be reviewed at a future time and to include the additional incentives of On-Call by the fire company as previously explained.  The vote was 5-0.

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mrs. Butterworth, the Board of Supervisors voted to approve Marialana Knox as an active member of the Emergency Services Advisory Board.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Final Plan for Elbow Lane Estates

Location:  858 Elbow Lane nr. Street Road

Exp. Date:  2/28/05

Terry Clemons, Esq. representing made presentation of plan.


John Marc Cantieni, applicant, has submitted final plans to develop an approximate 2.8-acres in the R-2 Zoning District located along Elbow Lane.  The site currently contains a single-family dwelling and accessory buildings, which are all to be removed.  The proposed development consists of four (4) proposed single-family dwellings, with a proposed cul-de-sac, Jillian Way, to provide access to the 4 lots.  Public water and sanitary sewer will service the site.  The stormwater runoff is proposed to be managed through an above-ground detention basin located on Lot 4.  The plan has been modified to enlarge the basin enabling slopes of 5H:IV.  The grade at the bottom of the retaining wall adjacent to the basin is above the top of the basin berm.  As a result, the retaining wall now lies entirely outside of the basin and has no effect on it.  The newly revised plan shows a private road with a 26-foot cartway.  A 15-foot buffer is provided along the Lester property.  In addition, a level spreader is being proposed at the outlet of the stormwater management basin.  Both the private road and the stormwater management system will be maintained by a Homeowner’s Association.


These lots will be served with water and sewer and Mr. Clemons believes the supervisors are in a position to take action.  This plan has been before the supervisors seven times, as well as before the Court of Common Pleas.


James McMaster, Esq., an attorney representing an adjoining property interrupted to state he wanted to enter his appearance, etc.  He was informed this was not a public hearing.  Mr. McMaster indicated he had hired a Court Stenographer.


Mr. Clemons stated that one waiver had been requested from Section 408, which would require sidewalks on both sides, we are requesting they only be on the side where the houses are located We are also prepared to contribute to the construction of a trail on the opposite side of Elbow Lane.  He questioned whether we had received a review letter from the Bucks County Planning Commission.   Mr. Casey stated that a Bucks County Planning Commission letter dated December 7, 2005.  Mr. Clemons gave it a cursory review and stated they recommended the waiver.


Mr. McKay asked what would Mr. Cantieni contribution would they make to put towards the installation of a sidewalk on the other side of the street for a future trail?  He wasn’t completely sure that would occur.  Mr. Wieland said a typical sidewalk would run $10/lineal foot and he gave an estimate

total of $2,028.  Additionally, a question of a bus stop for children was raised and it decided to include it in the resolution a 10 foot path leading to an “L” shaped area for the children (probably 8 children max.)

Mr. Clemons agreed to include that in the plan. 

Mr. Clemons also wanted noted that in prior discussions we were asked to provide a water-main access to Mr. Lester and the recorded plan will note its location and does not require another revision of the plan.  Mr. Lester agreed with that statement as well as Mr. Achenbach of the Water & Sewer Dept.


Mr. Paul said the original plan was to extend the sidewalk out to Elbow Lane.  The sidewalk should have some type of “L” shape extending along the roadway to accommodate children waiting for the bus. 


Mr. McMaster stated his clients owned that land behind this development.  He handed out a paper, which listed areas in the SALDO Ordinances, which he felt the plan did not comply.  He went through these sections and requested that the plan be denied and returned when all the items he had listed were addressed.


Mr. Paul stated the he was being neutral but when you take a part of an ordinance out of context it is may read one way but mean something else.  The township engineer and the Bucks County Planning Commission has reviewed the plan and not found any problem.


Mr. Clemons mentioned that Judge Cepparulo stated the Board could grant waivers of this type.  Mr. McMasters did not dispute this.


Mr. Wieland stated he did not agree with the interpretation of the letter.  Mr. Paul stated he’s been through quite a few already and he was in agreement with Mr. Wieland.   


Mrs. Butterworth agreed with him stating it is not written for homeowner’s to interpret.  She questioned who would be responsible for the basin and stormwater management.  Mr. Clements replied that the homeowner of lot #4 would be responsible.  He stated he had been in error on that statement and that a homeowner’s association would be responsible.  They have supplied the documents for this purpose to Mr. Casey.  Mrs. Butterworth’s wanted assurances that the homeowners will be aware of this and that it would be included in the Agreement of Sale with all the duties associated with it.  Mr. Clemons said they will get a summary document and we will collect funds for the association at settlement for that purpose.  Adequate funds will be required to assure proper maintenance of the basin.


Mrs. Kiefer asked if this information could be place in a deed?  Mr. Clemons felt that people don’t always read the deed but they could do that.  It could be put in the disclosure statement to go with the Agreement of Sale.  He agreed to prepare a document, which would cover an “x” amount, which will also include the maintenance of the road.  

Mrs. Kiefer questioned the resale of the property.  Mr. Clemons stated that there is a form for this purpose that gives them a statement of all the particulars.  It will be done for each new owner according to the Uniform Planned Community Act.


Mrs. Kiefer discussed with the township engineer other plans of this type within the township, which seemed to be largely over fifty communities.  They also discussed private roads and stub streets.


Mr. Fein questioned with a larger development you have a number of people who form the board sometimes they agree sometimes not what do you do with only four homes?  Mr. Clemons stated they form their own homeowners association, and will be self managed.  He has seen this type before.  Mr. Fein was concerned if every homeowner would be a part of it due to it being so small?  Mr. Clemons stated that with four home you would have a three-man board.   Mr. Fein stated what if they don’t agree when the time comes to fix it?  Mr. Paul stated that township could step in – Mr. Clemons said the township has the right but no the obligation, so rather than have a two/two debate it is better to have a three man board.  They may meet only annually and talk about what the costs were and check out the basin and come to an agreement.  Mr. Fein question what if one didn’t make his contribution, then the township steps in?  Mrs. Kiefer said if we do, we’d charge them.  Mr. Clemons stated you could put a lien on the properties.  The township would have to give them notice prior to the action, etc.  


Mr. Casey asked Mr. Clemons if he was requesting any additional waivers due to the document presented by Mr. McMasters.  Mrs. Clemons stated this was the first time he has seen these waivers.  Mr. Clemons suggested that the specific waivers be approved in the motion, even if you do not believe they are necessary.  


Mr. Paul stated he has a hard time giving carte blanche waivers, I have to believe that with all the reviews done by the Planning Commissions, and everyone who has seen it, I am going on the records as saying that if something was missed, it will have to be addressed, I am not going to give a carte blanc waiver because I don’t think that is correct.  Mr. Clemons agreed with him but he wasn’t going to put his client through some yo-yo process because Mr. McMasters believed he found something new.  I believe we addressed all the issues


Mr. Paul asked Mr. Casey for his opinion.  He felt we should allow Mr. McMasters to give his response.  What you decide on these waivers which we have just seen, and justify giving them.  Mr. Paul said he was annoyed with this 11th hour placing this new stuff before us, to attempt to delay us or throw us off track.  I don’t believe they necessarily need them, our planning commission does a great job, and I don’t believe they would miss anything.


You are not obligated to give any general waiver, stated Mr. Casey.  Mr. McMasters said the plan that was being reviewed was filed in October, so this is our first opportunity to address the board.


Mr. Paul stated his point was, you didn’t have to wait until now, you could have delivered this yesterday, even Friday.  You didn’t have to wait until the last minute.  Mr. McMasters stated he only was notified of this meeting late last week.  Mr. McMasters stated he didn’t feel this plan had any unique topographical properties.  Mr. Casey read the Resolution into the record which included the regular language in Sections 1 and 2 and Section 3-included the following waivers from the SALDO:  

(a). Section 408.1) Sidewalk on the south side of the cul-de-sac is waived.  

This waiver is justified because there are no homes proposed on the 

south side of Jillian Way and eliminating the sidewalk will reduce the 

impervious surface and increase storm water infiltration.



(b) Section 408.1) Sidewalk on the west side of Elbow Lane is Waived.  

In lieu thereof, Applicant agrees to pay to township an amount equal to 

the cost of the sidewalk required on his Elbow Lane Frontage to be 

used on the east side of Elbow Lane at a future time.  (approx.$2028.00)

Section 4,) the applicant agrees to install a bus stop pad at the intersection of Jillian Way and Elbow Lanes as approved by the Township Engineer.  The Applicant agrees to include Homeowners Agreement Declaration including all details i.e. right to go on private property, include waivers already discussed.  

Sections 5) – standard wording Prior to signing of final linens and their be recorded, …..required for approval of the development – added including -Carroll Engineering’s recent letter of November 17, 2005, Section 6/7/8 – standard wording

(Standard wording for Warrington Twp. Resolutions –Approval of Developments)

Mrs. Kiefer asked if we could include the stipulation about the basin and the road and the homeowners association’s obligations.  

Mr. Clemons stated they would submit to the township solicitor for his review and approval a declaration establishing a Homeowner’s Association and include a provision for maintenance of the private road and storm water drainage facilities and the right of the township to perform these obligations after notice - a lien n the property  

Mr. McKay felt that the waivers should be made part of the motion and he read them from the sheet Mr. McMasters had presented.  Mrs. Kiefer asked in what way?  Mr. McKay said we have already discussed a number of them, like the stormwater would create a 70 ft. swale, we felt that would meet the intent of the storm water management for that one and waive any further requirements.  Sidewalks are already waived.  The lots for the 50 ft. width, we feel it meets it; we can waive it if they have potential.  I feel that we have reviewed the whole plan and feel these issues don’t have last minute merit.  I believe we have the power to waive them and we should based on the reasons given before hand. I am not going to incorporate all the statements made here but my suggestion is that we waive Sections 303; 304; 307; 311; 316; 317; 317.3; 317.5; 325.4; and 801.2.  Mr. McKay asked can we just do them by numbers due to the diminimous nature of the issues, which will be included in the Resolution?  Mr. Casey asked we can identify this letter as the “Finn” submissions and refer to the numbers one through seven?  Mr.Clemon stated that you are only doing this to the extent that those provisions are deemed to be applicable.  I believe Mr. Paul has stated they are applicable, and that to the extend that a waiver would be construed by somebody else is being required, the waiver is granted from those specific sections because it’s already incorporated in addressing the storm water drainage and the other requirements of the ordinance.  Mr. Paul asked for a motion. 

Mrs. Kiefer wanted to make a statement.  She has lived on Elbow Lane for 30 years and in all honesty I would like not to see any other houses after I’ve moved in, there have been a lot of developments taking place.  I also recognize a homeowner’s right to develop their property within the parameter of the local zoning ordinance and the requirements of the township.  So based on this, I do not profit by this property.  I do not have any interest in this property, I do not benefit from this property and I want to be sure that everyone is aware of this disclosure of my understanding of the situation.  Although they are running a waterline past my house, I am very happy with my well and I have not asked to be connected to it and won’t unless forced to.

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay to approve the resolution for the Final Plan of Elbow Lane Estates as read by the solicitor with the additional statements incorporated.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  
Request for Time Extension from Heritage Building Group to

Extend the Review Time from 12/20/05 to 1/31/06

MOTION – It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, that the Board of Supervisors voted to grant the request for a time extension from Heritage Building Group to Extend the Review Time from 12/20/05 to 1/31/06.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Temporary Plan Amendment for Warrington Car Wash

Location:  Street Road nr. Kansas


Mr. Rick Stoneback reviewed the plans for the Warrington Car Wash.  
Final plans to construct a car wash facility on an approximate 1.76-acre parcel located on the southern side of Street Road and Greenwood Avenue were previously approved by the Board of Supervisors.  The approved plans contemplate the access to the property from a proposed new road connecting Kansas Road to Street Road.  Since the proposed Kansas/Maple Bypass road will not be open at the time of completion of the car wash, the applicants wish to temporarily use Greenwood Avenue as their access until completion of the Kansas/Maple Bypass road.  

Don and Kristina Lankford had sent a letter to the township expressing their concerns about the delays to the time schedule for the construction of the planned Kansas Road bypass utilizing Maple and Greenwood Avenues adjacent to their car wash property.  The applicants support the construction of this roadway, which will go a long way in improving traffic safety in this area.  The applicants are requesting confirmation that the construction of Greenwood Avenue is still acceptable to the township, which is how it was originally approved.  With confirmation Mr. Lankford will proceed in obtaining PennDot approval for this alternative, which will ultimately be revised to match the township’s Kansas Bypass roadway.  

Don and Kristina Lankford had sent a letter to Carroll Engineering Corporation requesting to be allowed to modify the currently approved car wash plan.  Mr. Lankford wishes to revert to an earlier plan of the entrance road location so that they have better internal traffic flow into the car wash stalls.  Mr. Wieland said Carroll Engineering Corporation has no objections to this revision with the understanding that after the bypass is built; the main car wash access will be off of the bypass road.  It is Mr. Wieland’s opinion that a revised Final Plan needs to be recorded, and a Resolution to that affect should be approved 

by the Board of Supervisors.  A new PennDot Highway Occupancy Permit will also be necessary said Mr. Wieland.  


Mr. Fein said if the township approves this temporary plan amendment for the Warrington Car Wash and the applicant doesn’t get PennDot approval would you go back to the original access.  The applicant said they would have to go back to the original access.  If PennDot says you can only come in one-way, then that is what we’ll have to do said Mr. Lankford.  Mr. Fein said the township would be approving this based upon PennDot’s approval.  


Mrs. Butterworth commented that on the original final plan the supervisors were concerned about cars stacking up on Street road for safety reasons.  She’s in favor of a one-way driveway and not a two-way driveway.  

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the temporary plan amendment for the Warrington Car Wash located at Street Road nr. Kansas Road.  This motion passed by a vote of 3-2.  Mr. McKay and Mrs. Butterworth voted no.  

To Adopt Amendments to Property Maintenance Code


Mr. Casey prepared the advertisement re-adopting the 2003 Property Maintenance Code, with new requirements for Ground Fault Interrupter Circuits protection upon the re-sale of existing buildings.   Mr. Kugel said the Property Maintenance Code is the one the township uses when residential properties are inspected for resale.  It’s also the Code the township uses to enforce yard maintenance standards, etc.  The changes have to do with ground fault interrupter circuits.  The 2003 Residential Code includes minimum requirements for GO5 circuits than the Property Maintenance Code does said Mr. Kugel.  Because the circuits are easily installed and inexpensive it is the feeling of the staff that these same requirements should be required on a re-inspection, including putting them in bathrooms, garages, outdoor receptacles should be ground fault, etc.  The totally of the change is to increase the coverage of ground fault interrupter circuits said Mr. Kugel.  


Mrs. Kiefer asked if this requirement was for all new work or when is making an addition to something.  No, said Mr. Kugel.  This requirement is when a property is sold.  The township goes in and inspects the property and approves it for resale.  


Mr. Paul asked if the township inspectors were going to require these owners to rewire the buildings to have such interrupters.  No, said Mr. Kugel. There is more than one way to get the circuits grounded individually.  Mr. Paul said he would hate to see some of our historic buildings investing $10,000 to rewire so that ground fault interrupter circuits can be installed.  Mr. Paul hoped that some discretion was being used.  Mr. Paul said he would hate to see people spend a lot of money on areas like this because your going to be picking on people who don’t have a lot of money.  


Mrs. Kiefer isn’t there some kind of language that allows us to address the safety issue without forcing a long-time resident to rewire the whole house to accomplish some new rule.  Mr. Kugel referenced Section 7, which addresses exceptions.  The way he would approach this is that he would look to see how an exception could be worded to accommodate that said Mr. Kugel.  What Mrs. Kiefer is saying is can we address the safety issues in a different way.    


Mr. Kugel said what the township inspectors have been attempting to do is to bring the housing stock up to update upon a resale.  


Mr. Paul said before the township pass an ordinance that has a chance to really trip up a lot of people we need a identify what we are really going to do in each particular situation because what we are doing is leaving it up to someone to make a decision and I am not really sure that I want that.

Mr. Bonargo stated that he was concerned that if you do anything one hundred percent and there are still some issues out there that you can’t do. They could go to the Building Appeal Board.   


Mr. McKay says he understands this ordinance as it relates to new construction because this is relatively inexpensive.  What risk are you really encompassing for the cost of all of these changes, particularly with this gray area.  Mr. McKay asked about the two separate receptacles outlets in each habitable room.  That is a requirement of the existing code responded Mr. Kugel.  


Mr. Paul asked board members to get back to Mr. Kugel if they have any other questions.   

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay, the Board of Supervisors voted to table adopting amendments to the Property Maintenance Code until the supervisors have had further clarification.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

To Adopt Amendments to Residential Building Code

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay, the Board of Supervisors voted to adopt the amendments to the Residential Building Code.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  


Police Pension Amendment (Act 30 Compliance)

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the police pension amendment (Act 30 Compliance). This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Request to Approve Developer Agreements from Children of America (Isabella Braccia) 

Daycare Center

Location:  Street Road & Kansas Road

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, that the Board of Supervisors voted to grant the request to approve developer agreements from Children of America (Isabella Braccia) Daycare Center located at Street & Kansas Roads.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

To Consider and If Appropriate Award Bucks County Consortium Salt Bid for 2006

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, the Board of Supervisors voted to award the Bucks County Consortium Salt Bid for 2006 to the lowest bidder, International Salt Company, LLC at a cost of $45.77 per ton.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Amendment to Wastewater Control Ordinance


Mr. McKay asked Mr. Achenbach to give an overview of the amendment to the Wastewater Ordinance.  This is just an addition to the current Wastewater Ordinance said Mr. Achenbach.

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. McKay, the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the amendment to the Wastewater Control Ordinance.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.

To Approve the Muirfield/County Line Sewer District


When Muirfield Development was approved, their going into the Montgomery Township Municipal Authority, the township must adopt the fees and set an ordinance for a sewer district that adopts the Montgomery Township Fee Schedule for both their tapping fees and their rates said Mr. Achenbach.   

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mrs. McKay, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the establishment of the Muirfield/County Line Sewer District resolution as read by the solicitor.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Request for Dedication from TabMar Development, Inc. for Bradford Ridge for Public Improvements


Mr. McKay had a question about the people taking over title of easements, is it important that the owners recognized in the deed for the individual lot owners.  They are a matter of record and, therefore, any title search would pick them up said Mr. Casey.   


MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, that the Board of Supervisors voted to accept dedication from Bradford Ridge Development for public improvements as read by the solicitor.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Request for Dedication from TabMar Development, Inc. for Bradford Ridge Roads:  Tabatha Drive and a Portion of Bradford Avenue

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, that the Board of Supervisors voted to accept dedication from TabMar Development, Inc. for Tabatha Drive and Section of Bradford Avenue as read by the solicitor.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Time Extension Request to Review Dedication from Redstone Woods, I, II, III, for Public Improvements and Roads from 12/16/05 until 1/31/06

MOTION – It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the time extension request to review dedication from Redstone Woods, I, II, III for Public Improvements and Roads from 12/16/05 until 1/31/06.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Time Extension Request to Review Dedication from Modesto Estates from 12/20/05 until 1/24/06

MOTION – It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the time extension request to review dedication from Modesto Estates from 12/20/05 until 1/24/06.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Time Extension Request to Review Preliminary Plan for Kiriakidi from 12/20/05 until 2/28/06

MOTION – It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, that the Board of Supervisors voted to approve the time extension request to review preliminary plan for Kiriakidi from 12/20/05 until 2/28/06.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

To Consider and If Appropriate Award the Bid for the King Park Team Building


Mr. Paul said originally King Park had requested $23,000 to have this building erected.  The township could not make that donation to them because of the bid process.  The township had to go out and bid this team building said Mr. Paul.   The only bid for this project was received from Howard Koenig Builders, Inc. in the amount of $89,100.  This bid is above the $50,000 we estimated for the work.  

MOTION – It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, that the Board of Supervisors voted to reject the bid for the King Park Team Building.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

2006 Budget


Mr. McKay said he had submitted letters to each of the supervisors and asked for their comments on the 2006 Budget.  Mr. McKay had looked at specific amounts in the budget and felt that some amounts were inappropriate and recommended that $150,000 be dropped down as far as revenue in the General Fund.  

Recommendations made by Mr. McKay:

· Two improved properties and several vacant properties were appraised in 2004 as to whether to sell those improved properties.  Mr. McKay recommended that those improved properties that generate  income may have a better use for the township by keeping them.

· Should consider selling surplus vacant land for a ballpark figure of $500,000.

· The $1.5 million notes represents a loan.  We’re looking at it option encumber whether we’re going to expand the building or purchase a building for future expansion of the township.  Mr. McKay recommended that that item be moved to capital improvements fund from the general fund.  

· On the expenditure side of the operating budget Mr. McKay recommended that we take out the capital purchase for $1.5 million to correspond to the loan revenue and move it over to capital improvements fund.  

· That the Inter-fund Transfer of $400,000. be transferred to the Parks and Recreation Capital Reserve Fund.  

By making these changes to the General Operating Budget we’re reducing the topsoil amount of revenue and reducing the township property amounts, said Mr. McKay.  By making these revenue & expenditure changes,  it reduces our ending net balance.  

By making these changes and going by the auditor’s recommendation by using mid-range of retaining 7 ½% net balance at end of year, we’d require an additional $438,826 to be put into our Operating Budget Revenue.  

· Revenue for Highways and Streets.  Mr. McKay recommended reducing by $600,000, which is in the reduction of sale of topsoil from $750,000. to $150,000.  That represents a reduction in the sale of topsoil.  Move it to Park & Recreation Capital Improvement Fund.

· Miscellaneous Revenue.  By reducing miscellaneous revenue by $824,900 represents not selling the improved properties but just selling the vacant lots for an estimated $500,000. and move to the Capital Improvement Fund.  

· Expenditure Side.  The only item I reduced on the expenditure side was Inter-fund Transfers.  I reduced the Park & Recreation Transfer  figure by $250,000.  That amount is to be moved to the Park and Recreation Capital Reserve Fund.  Eliminate $500,000. Inter-fund Transfer to Capital Improvement Fund, since I recommend that $500,000. sale of vacant properties be moved to Capital Improvements Fund.  When all figures were added up, a net fund balance of $456,000.   
Mrs. Kiefer said one of the things you talked about was the Occupancy Tax of $52.  It is my understanding that that particular tax is allowed for Emergency Services and Roads and that is not be used for the General Fund or for anything but that said Mrs. Kiefer.  Mr. McKay said the General Fund encompasses Emergency Services, Police, and Roads.  Mrs. Kiefer said her understanding is that these funds are only to be used for those particular things.  

Mrs. Kiefer had a question about the $1500,000. figure you referenced.  I don’t know what kind of formula you used whether or not it was an arbitrary figure.  Yes, it is an arbitrary figure said Mr. McKay.  Mrs. Kiefer said that we had talked about either purchasing an additional building or building the police station in the field next store.  We discussed various options and one of the things we discussed was that we would not consider purchasing an additional building unless we could sell sufficient property that the township owns to collaborate that kind of money.   The other thing you are suggesting is raising the taxes said Mrs. Kiefer.  What you are doing is imposing a burden on the township residents without giving them an opportunity to make that decision said Mrs. Kiefer.  Based on the figures I’ve seen in the budget we have a budget that we can live within without having to raise taxes.  

MOTION – It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, the Board of Supervisors voted to accept the 2006 Budget.  This motion passed by a vote of 3-2. Mr. McKay and Mrs. Butterworth voted no.  

Request for Escrow Release for Valley Square Phase II. Village Center) Certificate of Completion No. 1, in the amount of $112,990.00

MOTION:  It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, the Board of Supervisors voted to grant request for escrow release for Valley Square Phase II. (Village Center) Certificate of Completion No. 1, in the amount of $112,990.00.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Request for Escrow Release for Meridian of Valley Square, Phase I. Certificate of Completion No. 2, in the amount of $162,307.00

MOTION:  It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, the Board of Supervisors voted to grant request for escrow release for Valley Square Phase I. Certificate of Completion No. 2, in the amount of $162,307.00.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.  

Request for Escrow Release for Sweet Briar Village, Certificate of Completion No. 6, in the amount of $89,410.50

MOTION:  It was moved by Mr. Paul, seconded by Mrs. Kiefer, the Board of Supervisors voted to grant request for escrow release for Sweet Briar Village, Certificate of Completion No. 6, in the amount of $89,410.50.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0. 

Thanks to John Bonargo, Township Manager


Mrs. Kiefer said she understands that Mr. Bonargo is retiring and wanted to state that she has never met a manager who has been more efficient, never had to ask twice for anything, and wanted to thank him.   

Adjournment 

It was moved by Mrs. Kiefer, seconded by Mr. Fein, the Board of Supervisors voted to adjourn the meeting at 11:00 p.m.  This motion passed by a vote of 5-0.   

____________________________



_____________________

      Kenneth D. Kugel                                                                                 Approved

      Acting Township Manager







