TOWNSHIP OF LOWER MAKEFIELD
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
MINUTES – APRIL 18, 2012

The regular meeting of the Board of Supervisors of the Township of Lower Makefield
was held in the Municipal Building on April 18, 2012. Chairman Stainthorpe called the
meeting to order at 7:30 p.m.
Those present:
Board of Supervisors:

Pete Stainthorpe, Chairman
Dan McLaughlin, Vice Chairman
Dobby Dobson, Secretary
Jeff Benedetto, Treasurer
Kristin Tyler, Supervisor

Others:

Terry Fedorchak, Township Manager
Jeffrey Garton, Township Solicitor
Mark Eisold, Township Engineer
Kenneth Coluzzi, Chief of Police

Mr. Stainthorpe stated the Township hired a new engineering firm in early February, and
he had previously neglected to formally introduce Mark Eisold, from Boucher and James
who is the new engineer. Mr. Stainthorpe stated they are pleased to have Mr. Eisold with
them and he welcomed him to the Township.
Mr. Garton stated the Board met in Executive Session for one hour prior to the public
meeting to discuss personnel matters and three matters of potential litigation related to
pending Zoning Hearing Board Applications.

PUBLIC COMMENT
Mr. Bob Harvie, Chairman of the Falls Township Board of Supervisors, stated he was
present at a prior meeting along with Jonathan Snipes, Supervisor of Falls Township, as
well as some residents of Falls Township who expressed some concern over the proposed
development on the Ferri Tract. He stated there were concerns about emergency access
as well as the primary concern regarding drainage. He stated at that time, they asked the
Lower Makefield Board of Supervisors if there was action that could be taken to facilitate
cooperation between the Lower Makefield and Falls Boards of Supervisors as well as the
developer to see if they could rectify the drainage issues. He stated the engineers from
both Falls and Lower Makefield met with the developer’s engineer, and they did come to
agreement on some improvements to drainage. Mr. Harvie stated the Falls Township
engineer, Mr. Sullivan, indicated that he was very satisfied with the steps that have been
taken. Mr. Harvie stated he discussed this matter with the Falls Township Board of
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Supervisors last evening, and they have agreed that they are very pleased with the steps
that the developer is going to take with respect to drainage. Mr. Harvie thanked the
engineers and the developer for cooperating as well as the Lower Makefield Board of
Supervisors for taking this step.
Mr. Stainthorpe thanked Mr. Harvie and stated this is a good example of how the
Townships can work together.
Mr. Harvie thanked the Board for allowing him to speak at this time as he needed to
attend another meeting this evening and was unable to stay until this matter was
considered later on in the Agenda. He asked the Board to contact Falls Township if there
are any issues in the future they need to discuss.
Ms. Gudrun Alexander, 256 S. Fieldstone Court stated she spent three hours working in
the retention basin in her neighborhood at Fieldstone and Marble Courts picking up trash
including the area where water goes out since it was clogged with debris. She stated the
Township should pay attention to this, and Mr. Fedorchak agreed to look into this matter.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Mr. McLaughlin moved, Ms. Tyler seconded and it was unanimously carried to approve
the Minutes of April 4, 2012 as written.

APPROVAL OF APRIL 2 AND 16, 2012 WARRANT LISTS AND MARCH, 2012
PAYROLL
Mr. Benedetto moved, Ms. Tyler seconded and it was unanimously carried to approve the
April 2 and 16, 2012 Warrant Lists and March, 2012 Payroll as attached to the Minutes.

ENVIRONMENTAL STEWARDSHIP AWARD
Mr. Jim Bray, Chairman of the Environmental Advisory Council, was present and stated
this Award was implemented approximately four to five years ago and recognizes an
institution, individual, or company, etc. for a project that reflects sustainability and biodiversity in Lower Makefield Township; and the award to be given tonight exemplifies
that criteria.
Mr. Bray stated in attendance this evening are Chris Cridge, from the Pennsbury School
Board and Tom Guest, a representative for the teachers, who came up with the initial idea
for the learning garden at Makefield Elementary School. Mr. Bray stated after the green
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re-hab of the Makefield School, a central courtyard was created, and Mr. Guest along
with another faculty member felt it would be a good opportunity to have a learning
garden for the students. Mr. Bray stated some of the vegetables that have been produced
in the garden have been donated to a food bank. Mr. Bray stated Mr. Guest had the full
support of the faculty and the parents. Mr. Bray stated the current principal, Donna
McCormick-Miller, is present along with a parent, Ms. Susan Mazitelli, who was the
head of the committee which saw the garden become a reality.
A power point was shown of the 30’ by 60’ Makefield Elementary School Learning
Garden. The presentation included before and after pictures of the garden as well as
children working in the garden.
Ms. Mazitelli thanked the Board of Supervisors for this Award and stated they are all
very proud to be getting this Award. She also thanked Ms. McCormick-Miller,
Mr. Guest, and Mr. Bray. She thanked the Makefield Elementary School family for their
donations and for donations made by landscapers. She stated the children are taking what
they have learned onto Middle School and back to their families.
Ms. McCormick-Miller thanked the Board of Supervisors for honoring Makefield for
being a leader in terms of the learning garden. She stated their building has an
environmentally-sustainable design, and an extension of this is the learning garden.
She stated this was a community partnership through monetary donations and materials.
She stated they are recycling and composting as well. She stated they took baskets of
vegetables to a local food pantry last year which was a wonderful experience for the
children. Ms. McCormick-Miller stated she feels they have created a template for other
schools to follow, and they have had other schools reach out to them on how to do this at
their schools. Mr. McCormick-Miller thanked Ms. Mazitelli for her work along with the
staff at the School. Ms. McCormick-Miller stated they created a green curriculum at
Makefield, and part of the building project they had requires ten hours per grade level
every year to the LEED features of the School. She stated in addition to the LEED
features, they have added the Learning Garden.
Two Makefield School students spoke about how much they enjoyed working on the
garden.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated this is a great project. He stated they were very excited about the
renovations which were made at the School. He stated Lower Makefield is
environmentally progressive, and they are happy to see what the children are doing in the
Township.
Ms. Tyler stated it is wonderful that the staff, parents, and the children came together on
this project. She stated she hopes this spreads throughout the School District.
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Mr. Stainthorpe presented a plaque to the Makefield representatives present this evening
along with a check in the amount of $500 to help them continue their programs.

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE UPDATE AND APPROVAL OF
ON-LINE MAP AND VENDOR DIRECTORY
Mr. Robert Smith, Economic Development Committee, was present. He stated they are
excited to have two new members on their Committee. He stated tomorrow evening they
will hold a Meet and Greet where the goal is to bring members of the business
community together with the elected and appointed officials, and he stated he hopes the
Supervisors are able to attend. He stated this Meet and Greet is being co-sponsored with
BPG Properties which owns a considerable amount of office property in the Township.
He stated the event will be held at 1000 Floral Vale which is their LEED-certified
property.
Mr. Smith stated tonight the Economic Development Committee is seeking approval for
an on-line map and directory of Lower Makefield and neighboring town businesses.
He stated this company did the paper map a number of years ago. He stated the map
would be hosted on the server, and there would be a link from the Township’s Website.
Mr. Smith stated every business that is registered in the Township under the Fire Permit
will get a free listing with an option to upgrade that with a live Web link for $99 per year.
Mr. Smith stated they will also sell banner ads to support the Directory. Mr. Smith stated
there is no cost to the Township; and in fact, the Township will receive 20% of the
revenue generated which they felt might be able to be used for economic development
activity going forward.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated he feels that whatever funds come back should go to the Economic
Development Committee for future projects to help promote Lower Makefield businesses
and provide services to the community.
Ms. Tyler moved and Mr. McLaughlin seconded to approve the on-line map and vendor
directory.
Mr. Benedetto encouraged the Economic Development Committee to work with the
Environmental Advisory Committee to promote local businesses. Mr. Smith stated they
would like to work with them in the future adding that they worked with them last year
on an Environmental Expo at Makefield Elementary School.
Motion carried unanimously.
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Mr. McLaughlin asked about the existing vacancies in the shopping centers. He asked if
the Economic Development Committee can get involved in promoting the Township to a
store such as Whole Foods or Trader Joe’s. Mr. Smith stated they do not currently do
this, and they also get questioned about how they could get a Trader Joe’s or Wegmans in
the vacant food store facility. He stated they periodically reach out to the commercial
realtors. Mr. McLaughlin asked if there is something more they can do. Mr. Smith stated
Chairman Stainthorpe has asked the Committee to develop a set of materials that could be
made available to the County and other agencies where inquiries are more likely to be
directed. He stated they have just started working on this project; and once these
materials are available, they can be put on the Website which is the first place a site
selector might go to get information about the Township. Mr. Smith stated the property
owners and realtors are the ones who have the most vested interest and are actively trying
to find someone for these sites. He stated grocery stores are currently very competitive,
and there have been a number of mergers which have resulted in closure of stores at the
site in Lower Makefield. He stated Wal-Mart and Target also sell groceries so it is very
competitive. Mr. McLaughlin stated it would not have to be a supermarket. Mr. Smith
stated they do not have the incentives to offer that would cause someone to come to the
Township as opposed to somewhere else, but he feels they can do a better job of letting
people know what a great place Lower Makefield is to live and do business.
Mr. Zachary Rubin, 1661 Covington Road, stated years ago before Matrix was involved,
Bellemead owned the 180 acres that is now partially owned by Regency. He stated at
that time the Township was seeking a headquarters of a National pharmaceutical firm to
come into the Township. He asked the Township Manager if he was involved with this,
and he asked the mechanism to try to attract that large corporation to re-locate to Lower
Makefield. Mr. Fedorchak stated it was not directly through the Township Manager’s
office. He stated he does not recall that it was a major pharmaceutical firm, but it was a
company of some significance. He stated he believes that the Bucks County Economic
Development Agency fronted that effort.

APPROVAL OF 2012 GOLF COURSE RATE SCHEDULE
Mr. Frank Draper, Golf Committee, was present with Mr. Mike Attara. Mr. Attara stated
they would like to discuss the rate increases being proposed for 2012 which were
reviewed with the Golf Committee. He stated they would recommend an increase to the
cart rate due to the cost of the new fleet that will be coming in this year and some
additional add-ons they have given the customer. He stated they have also considered the
cart rates in the area. Currently the rate is $18, and they would like to increase it to $20.
He stated they also considered increasing the fee for the non-resident, weekend golfers,
and they would recommend a small rate increase of $1. The current rate is $76 on the
weekend for non residents.
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Mr. Benedetto asked if there are different rates for the cart fees currently for residents and
non residents, and Mr. Attara stated there are not. He stated they did discuss this, and the
Golf Committee stated the Board of Supervisors might want to consider this. He stated
the cart fee increase would provide a $51,000 increase; and the overall cost of the cart
fleet on the four-year period will be $12,000. He stated if the cart fee increase was only
for non residents, they would give up approximately $13,000 of potential income. They
do feel there may be value to having a bigger separation between resident and nonresident rates. Mr. Benedetto asked the difference between greens fees between resident
and non residents; and Mr. Attara stated it is $62 versus $78 for non-residents.
Mr. McLaughlin stated there are a multitude of rates after 9, and he asked if everything
would go up $2; and Mr. Attara stated the cart rate would be the one that would increase.
Mr. McLaughlin asked if the Twilight Rate would go up $2; and Mr. Attara stated no rate
would go up as far as the greens fee rate for residents, but the cart fee would go up $2.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated Mr. Attara has indicated that they are proposing to raise the cart
rate by $2 and the non-resident weekend rate by $1; and Mr. Attara agreed that it would
be $79 for the non-residents which would include the $1 greens fee increase and the $2
cart increase. He added knowing how many people they are turning away and how much
non-resident play they have on the weekend, they feel this increase should not be an
issue.
Mr. McLaughlin stated he understands that they are running four to one non-resident to
resident, and Mr. Attara agreed. Mr. McLaughlin stated during one of the prior Budget
sessions he had asked about increasing the rates, and there was apprehension from the
Golf Committee and the management at that time that there would be less rounds played.
He asked how many rounds they feel they will lose because of this, and Mr. Attara stated
he would be surprised if they lost any non residents. Mr. Draper stated previously the
Course was relatively young, and now they are fairly well established and have a good
idea as to where the revenue comes from.
Mr. Attara stated with the new cart fleet coming in, this would be the time to do this since
they are giving the customers a little bit more.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated he does not have a problem raising the cart rate $2 because they do
have a new fleet with some additional amenities. He stated he feels they need to look
hard at every revenue opportunity; and provided they are not driving golfers away, he
feels they should take it. He stated they have always meant the Course to be a relatively
high end public course.
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Mr. Dobson stated he plays the Course frequently; and while he does not have a problem
with the cart fee increase, he does not feel they should raise the non-resident fee even $1.
He suggested they discuss this again in one year. He stated he does hear some people
saying the fee is at the high end, and he does not want to drive anyone away especially
when they need a good year. He stated he would support the cart increase, but not the
increase for the non resident on the weekend.
Ms. Tyler asked if the cart increase would be for resident and non resident, and
Mr. Stainthorpe stated he feels it should be the same for both since that is the formula
now, and he would not change this. Mr. Attara stated the cart increase alone would
generate $57,000; and if they add the $1 for the non residents on the weekend, it would
bring in $64,000.
Mr. McLaughlin asked the last time rates were raised, and Mr. Draper stated he feels they
were last raised approximately four years ago. Mr. McLaughlin asked if the staff is
provided normal raises tied to inflation, and Mr. Attara stated they are. He stated they do
have a lot of seasonal staff that come back in at the same rate.
Mr. Draper stated they need to consider that costs for materials for maintaining the Golf
Course have all gone up substantially. He stated their objective is to provide an
experience for the golfer that will be as good if not better than they have had before.
He stated he feels the increase in fees is well deserved at this point in time, and they will
see that the Course is a better Course than it was last year.
Mr. McLaughlin asked Mr. Attara who they see as their chief competition; and
Mr. Attara stated Middletown is nearby and the Mercer County courses are seen as
competition particularly for the Senior market. He stated at the high end there is not
much competition, but at the low end there is more competition. Mr. McLaughlin stated
he does not feel they can compare the Middletown Course to Lower Makefield’s Course.
Mr. Draper stated the Lower Makefield Course was designed to be in the middle between
low-end courses and the private courses; and they have maintained this so there is not
really a lot of competition unless you go out a twenty-five mile radius to find a club
similar to Makefield Highlands.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated the $1 increase is only for non residents on the weekends only; and
because costs for fertilizer and materials have gone up, he feels they should have this
increase as well as the $2 cart fee increase.
Mr. McLaughlin moved, and Ms. Tyler seconded to approve the cart fee increase of $2
and the non-resident weekend rate by $1.
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Mr. McLaughlin stated he does understand Mr. Dobson’s concerns; however, chemicals
and other expenses are going up, and he feels if you want high quality, you cannot ignore
the fact that the cost of that high quality is going up.
Mr. Draper stated the demographic that they looked at which was most sensitive to that
increase were the Senior players; but the majority of the Senior play is during the week,
and not during the weekends so they would not be impacted at all by this $1 increase.
Mr. Attara stated in the memo he sent to the Board he included the fact that when they
originally came in they actually lowered the Senior rate to try to capture back some of
their residents as some of them were going into New Jersey to play those courses, and
they have seen some of them coming back.
Mr. Dobson stated he does recognize that costs are going up, but he hopes that this will
not chase people away.
Mr. Benedetto stated he agrees with Mr. Dobson. He stated his father-in-law golfs and
has played Makefield Highland a number of times. Mr. Benedetto stated he does agree
with the cart rate increase as there is a legitimate reason to raise that rate $2 across the
board; but he does feel some people may be driven away by even the $1 increase in the
greens fee for non residents on the weekend.
Motion carried with Mr. Benedetto and Mr. Dobson opposed.
There was discussion on charges for range balls, and three scenarios have been provided
by Mr. Attara which were included in the Board’s packet. Mr. McLaughlin stated
Scenario A is no increase on the medium basket and $1 increase from $8 to $9 on the
large basket, Scenario B is an increase on the medium basket from $5 to $6 and an
increase on the large basket from $8 to $9, and Scenario C is no increase. Mr. Attara
stated Scenario B with the $1 increase on each would provide an opportunity to up sell to
the larger basket more often and encourage more golfers to buy the range cards which
have been very popular. This allows for purchase of baskets at discounted rates.
Mr. Dobson stated he would be in favor of this increase since it is very difficult to get
onto the range, and it is frequently sold out. Mr. Attara stated they have also done
improvements to the range.
Mr. Dobson moved and Mr. McLaughlin seconded to approve Scenario B that would
increase the medium basket from $5 to $6 and the large basket from $8 to $9.
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Mr. Benedetto stated he would still like to see the costs to remain the same.
Mr. McLaughlin stated he was at Snipes, and their medium basket cost $8.
Motion carried with Mr. Benedetto opposed.

APPROVAL OF RESOLUTION NO. 2247 – PREVAILNG WAGE THRESHOLD
INCREASE
Mr. Stainthorpe stated in Pennsylvania for Municipal projects anything that they
construct, renovate, remodel, demolish, etc., they must pay prevailing wage. He stated
this was set by the Pennsylvania Wage Act of 1961. He stated this means they must pay
the highest wage within a given market so there is no competition among hourly rates.
He stated typically the prevailing wage would be the Union wage. Mr. Stainthorpe stated
this makes the cost of construction of public buildings 25% to 40% more expensive than
building in the private sector. Mr. Stainthorpe stated he feels this is a problem because
they are taking taxpayer money and being forced to pay a higher rate for construction.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated House Bill 1329 is now before the House which does have a
chance of passing. He stated Townships have wanted to eliminate this for years, but it
has never gotten through the Legislature. He stated House Bill 1329 would raise the
threshold of when prevailing wage would have to be paid. He stated currently for
anything over $25,000 you must pay prevailing wage, and this number was set when the
Act was passed in 1961. Mr. Stainthorpe stated House Bill 1329 calculates inflation and
raises it up to what would be a comparable current level which is $185,000.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated if this is passed, the Township could save a lot of money.
He stated 326 other Townships have already passed a Resolution in support of this.
Mr. McLaughlin moved and Mr. Dobson seconded to approve Resolution No. 2247 the
prevailing wage threshold increase.
Mr. Benedetto asked Mr. Cridge if the School Board passed a similar Motion recently.
Mr. Cridge stated at their last Board meeting, the Pennsbury School Board brought up a
Motion to encourage the State Representatives to get behind House Bill 1277 which
would totally eliminate the law or House Bill 709 which would allow School Districts to
opt out. Mr. Cridge stated he feels House Bill 1329 is only a “white wash.” He stated
this law has cost the residents a lot of money. He stated another School District had a bid
for a roofing project for $85,000; and when they advised the roofer that he had to pay
prevailing wage because the bid was over $25,000, the bid went to $125,000. Mr. Cridge
stated the Pennsbury School District is looking at $45 million in roofing projects at three
schools, and prevailing wage will cost another $1.5 to $2 million. He stated the people
who are losing most are the Senior Citizens. Mr. Cridge stated he would encourage the
Board not to support House Bill 1329 as it does not really do much.
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Mr. Stainthorpe stated while he does not disagree with Mr. Cridge, this issue has been
discussed since 1961. He stated he agrees that this is only an incremental step in making
it better. He stated they were contacted by PSATS, the State organization, to support this
since it seems that this is the first piece of legislation since 1981 that could actually pass.
He feels this will at least help some. Mr. Stainthorpe stated he feels this is at least an
incremental step.
Mr. Zachary Rubin, 1661 Covington Road, stated he is in opposition to this Motion
adding he feels they should pay more money for experience, expertise, and skills.
Motion carried unanimously.

FERRI TRACT/FREEMAN’S FARM PRELIMINARY PLAN
Mr. Edward Murphy, attorney, was present with Mr. Larry Young, engineer.
Mr. Garton stated the Applicant appeared before the Board two weeks ago seeking to
subdivide Tax Parcel #20-34-29 into fifteen lots, one of which will include the existing
single-family dwelling. Mr. Garton stated the Planning Commission recommended
Preliminary Plan Approval at their meeting of 2/13/12. Mr. Garton stated he has
prepared a list of Conditions for Approval. Mr. Garton stated the matter was tabled from
the last Agenda because there were issues raised by the Falls Township’s engineer, their
Supervisors and some residents about storm drainage issues and particularly concerns
about groundwater and the fact that the lots were being inundated in Falls Township.
The Lower Makefield Board at that point suggested that the matter be tabled so that the
Falls Township engineer, the Lower Makefield Township engineer, and the Applicant’s
engineer could meet and discuss the issues and determine if there was a way to modify
the Plan to make improvements to the stormwater and groundwater issues faced by the
adjoining neighbors who reside in Falls Township. Mr. Garton stated that meeting took
place, and the Board of Supervisors received a copy of Mr. Eisold’s correspondence
related to that
meeting.
Mr. Murphy stated as noted earlier by Mr. Harvie, there was a meeting among the three
engineers within a week after the previous Board meeting. He stated following the
meeting of the engineers, Mr. Eisold prepared a memo which was circulated to the
Applicant’s engineer and the Falls Township engineer summarizing the changes the three
engineers felt would be appropriate to be made to the Plan. Mr. Murphy stated
subsequent to the issuance of that memo, written confirmation of the acceptability of
those changes was forwarded to Mr. Eisold by the Applicant’s engineer and the Falls
Township engineer, Mr. Sullivan.
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Mr. Young provided to the Board this evening copies of Mr. Eisold’s memo and the two
acknowledgements as well as a marked-up Plan. Mr. Young stated one of the changes
they agreed to was to put an under drain in the roadway about 3 ½’ to 4’ down along the
section that borders the Falls Township property line. He stated an under drain is a
perforated 6” plastic pipe in a stone trench that will allow the groundwater to move
laterally, enter the drain pipe and stone trench, and take it to the basins so that it will not
go back to the Falls Township properties. Mr. Young stated they have also shown a
profile of the road with this under drain that will be beneath the road surface in front of
the curb, and this will address the groundwater problem. He stated they have also agreed
to re-grade Lot #10 and to eliminate the side-entry garage on that property that was
closest to the Falls Township property line. He stated they re-graded the lot and lowered
the elevation of the lot. He stated they will also be installing an additional lawn inlet in a
sump condition so that there will be no flow even remotely close to the property line.
Mr. Murphy stated these changes would be incorporated into the Final Plans as a
Condition of Preliminary Approval, and Mr. Young agreed.
Mr. Garton reviewed possible Conditions of Preliminary Plan Approval.
Mr. McLaughlin moved and Ms. Tyler seconded to grant Preliminary Plan Approval to
Ferri Tract/Freeman’s Farm, Plans dated 2/9/09, last revised 11/17/11 subject to the
following Conditions:
1) Compliance with the Remington Vernick letter dated 12/27/11
related to sewer improvements with the understanding that the
exact location for the installation of the stub and to provide
sewer service access for properties along Big Oak Road will be
deferred until Final Plan;
2) Compliance with the Remington Vernick letter dated 1/16/12
related to General Comments with the understanding that the
Applicant has requested a series of Waivers from the provisions
of the Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance as follows:
a) Section 178-20E29 so as not to be required to do core
borings unless requested by PennDOT because it does
adjoin a State road.
b) Section 178-45A to be permitted to have a cul-de-sac of
1660’ in length as opposed to the 440’ required
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c) Section 178-47 so as to be permitted to have sidewalks
on one side with the understanding that they will pay a
fee-in-lieu contribution to the Township for the value
of the sidewalks on the other side
d) Section 178-54B so as to have a block as described in
in the Ordinance of 1660’ long when 1600’ is required
e) Section 178-93D3 so as to be permitted to naturalize
Basins 1, 2, 3 and 4 to reduce the required mowing and
also to do more infiltration
f) Section 178-95D1 so as to have a side slope of 3 to 1
as opposed to 4 to 1 in order to eliminate the use of
retaining walls in the basins and to preserve more of
the wetlands buffer
g) Section 178-40A so as to reduce the cartway width from
36’ to 24’
3) Compliance with the Bucks County Planning Commission report dated
1/6/12 with the understanding that the Applicant will grant to the
Township a Conservation Easement over the wetlands and other open
space;
4) Compliance with the TPD letter dated 12/21/11;
5) Applicant shall make the Plan revisions to the stormwater management
system as set forth in the correspondence from Boucher & James dated
4/12/12;
6) Applicant to locate trees to block headlights onto adjacent properties;
7) Applicant to pay a Fee-In-Lieu of Recreation in accordance with the
Township’s standard fee schedule;
8) Applicant to pay a Traffic Impact Fee in accordance with the Township’s
fee schedule;
9) Receipt of all Permits and Approvals from any agencies having
jurisdiction over such matters including but not limited to PennDOT,
DEP, and the Bucks County Conservation District;
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10) The Township shall the right to review and approve the Homeowners’
Association documents with the understanding that the Agreement
shall be prepared and approved by the Township permitting the
Township to maintain the basins in the event of default by the
Homeowners’ Association and charge back the Association as well
as individual lots for those costs;
11) Applicant shall comply with the Township engineer’s recommendations
as to stormwater management, best management practices, and shall
execute a Stormwater Management Agreement to be acceptable to the
Township;
12) Applicant to pay all review and professional fees in connection to all
prior reviews, reviews in connection with the Approval in accordance
with the Township’s rate structure;
13) Any signs proposed within the development shall comply with the
Township Sign Ordinance and should secure all Permits;
14) All lighting shall comply with all Township Ordinances and no glare
shall extend onto adjoining properties and a Note to that effect
should be added to the Plan;
15) Applicant shall execute a Declaration of Unilateral Restrictions and
Covenants as it relates to the Notes on the Plan which said
Declaration shall be filed contemporaneously with the Final Plan;
16) The Plan improvements shall be ADA compliant.
Mr. Murphy agreed to the Conditions of Approval.
Mr. Benedetto stated he is still concerned even though he understands that Mr. Harvie has
indicated that all the concerns have been met and he appreciates that the engineers also
met. He stated one of the issues raised related to the NPDES Permit, and he asked if
anything has been resolved with this. Mr. Murphy stated there is a meeting scheduled
next Wednesday at the DEP offices where that item will be discussed. Mr. Garton stated
the Township has no ability to look beyond the Permit; however, if the issuer of the
Permit says that changes need to be made and they are revoking or modifying the Permit,
then they would need to comply with the requirements that may be imposed by that new
Permit. He stated the Applicant would have to do this between Preliminary and Final,
and the Board would have to review and approve any changes made as a result of any
Permit adjustments. He stated the Township does not have the ability to question another
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reviewing agency Permit; but if they make changes, the Applicant does have to modify
the Plan to accommodate that. Mr. Benedetto stated if DEP revokes the Permit, then it
would be incumbent on the Applicant to revise the Plan. Mr. Garton stated one of the
Conditions of the Preliminary Plan Approval being considered is that the Applicant has to
receive all Permits and Approvals; and if they do not, they do not have an Approval.
Mr. Benedetto asked why they have not taken the time to meet with some of the
residents. Mr. Benedetto stated he has talked to a few of the residents, and he knows they
have concerns. Mr. Benedetto stated he knows that the Applicant has addressed some of
the concerns but it seems more with stormwater management than with actual
groundwater management, although they did make one point to address that.
Mr. Benedetto stated it seems that the groundwater management is the bigger problem,
and he is concerned that the Applicant has not taken the time to discuss this with the
residents over the years.
Mr. Murphy stated he discussed this privately with Mr. Benedetto and advised him that in
the past the residents have disagreed with their approach to stormwater and indicated that
they do not accept the developer’s proposed solution. Mr. Murphy stated if they do not
accept the fact that their proposed solution will not involve inundating their properties in
Falls Township with water coming from the Lower Makefield site, he does not know
what else they could say about this. He stated the steps they have taken as a result of the
engineers meeting provide some additional protection, but it will not alter the fact that
groundwater is going to go where it goes. He stated they have no control over how
groundwater flows. He stated the condition the residents have described, which no one
disagrees with, has existed, and the site has not yet been developed. Mr. Murphy stated
they will not make the condition worse; and in fact, they feel they may make it better.
He stated Mr. Eisold’s recommendations will add to the improvement, but they will not
change the basic fact that the groundwater will go where the groundwater goes.
Mr. Young stated during their meeting, Mr. Sullivan, the Falls Township engineer,
indicated that Falls Township has an upcoming project in the area where he was going to
put under drains in their roadways which would help the problem from the front of their
properties.
Mr. Benedetto stated he knows that Mr. Eisold did meet with some of the Falls Township
residents. Mr. Benedetto encouraged the Applicant to show the Falls Township residents
the Plans since it may make a difference in their mind.
Mr. Benedetto asked the status of the emergency access road in Falls Township.
Mr. Murphy stated it is not in Falls Township. Mr. Benedetto stated there were two
potential access roads. Mr. Murphy stated there is only one road. Mr. Young showed on
the Plan the hatched portion in the southwest corner that goes next to Lot #9 which is the
emergency access drive and it is not meant for passenger vehicles. He stated it is for
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emergency services only. Mr. Benedetto stated he felt there was discussion about the
width of the access. Mr. Young stated he feels the problem exists in Falls Township as it
is a narrow road with parking; and if an emergency vehicle such as a fire truck comes
down the Falls Township road and there are cars parked there, they cannot get through.
Mr. Young stated they were instructed early on in the project to put in an emergency
access drive to connect to the Falls Township road to provide secondary access; but they
are not in control of whether people park on Falls Township’s roads. He stated they are
not posted as “no parking.” Mr. Young stated they did what they were instructed to do in
making the connection up to the property line. Mr. Murphy stated this is not intended to
be a road for regular passenger travel, and it is designed for emergency vehicles only
although pedestrians may chose to walk on it. He stated it will have bollards at the Falls
Township/Lower Makefield line so regular vehicles cannot traverse it.
Mr. Wes Plaisted stated Mr. Eisold shared his report with him prior to the meeting.
Mr. Plaisted stated he agrees with Mr. Harvie and appreciates that the Board listened to
them. Mr. Plaisted stated from what he saw in the report it appears that the under drain
will help and not make their problems worse. He thanked Mr. Eisold, Mr. Young, and
the Board for acting in good faith.
Mr. Tom Bossman stated if this succeeds, he will be the first one to say he was wrong;
but they cannot live on “ifs and maybes.” He stated he is concerned because the fall line
is there. He stated thirteen basins have been built in the last ten years in this area, and the
problem has been getting worse. Mr. Bossman stated he is concerned about the NPDES
Permit if they continue to say that there were row crops on this property since there were
no row crops there. Mr. Bossman asked about the fines if it is determined they provided
false information on the NPDES Permit. Mr. Garton stated there are significant fines.
Mr. Bossman stated he still has great concerns.

Motion carried with Mr. Benedetto opposed.

ZONING HEARING BOARD MATTERS
With regard to the Ewa Sadok Variance requests to permit construction of a new singlefamily detached dwelling, patio and fence at 1707 Yardley-Morrisville Road, the nature
of the relief includes a Variance from the 100’ special setback measured to the ultimate
right-of-way where normally in the absence of the special setback it would be 40’ and the
Applicant desires to have a front yard setback of 53’. Mr. Garton stated they are also
requesting to be permitted to have a 4’ high fence within the front and side yard where
the maximum permitted height is 3’. The last request is a modest request to increase the
maximum impervious surface from 18% to 19.3%. Mr. Garton advised Mr. Murphy,
attorney for the Applicant, that the Board has concerns about the fence issue.
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Mr. Stainthorpe stated they had discussed whether they should participate or not; and
with front yard fences there have been a number of times in the past where they allowed
them to be higher, and this was not acceptable to the neighbors. Mr. Stainthorpe stated
they would like to avoid problems between the neighbors. Mr. Murphy asked if the issue
is just the front yard or the front and the side, and Ms. Tyler stated it would be both.
Mr. Murphy agreed to take this concern back to the Applicant, and he agreed to advise
the Township solicitor if they are able to make a modification to the request. It was
agreed to leave this matter to the Zoning Hearing Board.
With regard to the Christian Schwartz, 306 Cinnabar Lane, Variance request to allow an
existing shed to remain in the current location which encroaches into the rear yard
setback, it was agreed to leave the matter to the Zoning Hearing Board.
With regard to the Ruth and Camillo DiDonato, 27 Concord Lane, Variance request to
permit use of existing second cooking facility for a boarder in the lower level of their
existing home, it was agreed to leave the matter to the Zoning Hearing Board.

SUPERVISORS REPORTS
Mr. Benedetto stated the Veterans Committee has planned Yoga in the Park at Veterans
Square on Tuesdays in May from 6:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. for $10. He stated they will hold
a Zumbathon on Sunday, May 6 from 2 to 4 at a cost of $15 including water and a snack.
Ms. Tyler stated on May 12 the Seniors will be having a flower sale at the Lower
Makefield Township Pool area in conjunction with the EPIC Tournament. She stated this
Sunday, April 22, Five Mile Woods will hold an Open House from 12 to 3 with guided
tours and refreshments. She stated the Park & Rec Summer Camp Programs include a
program to be held in the Five Mile Woods and LMT.ORG has information on these
programs. Ms. Tyler stated the tennis courts and basketball courts will be painted
beginning April 20. She stated the fountains at Memorial Park will be turned on this
week, and the dirt pile that had formerly been at the Park has been removed.

AUTHORIZE EXECUTION OF PEMA FLOOD MITIGATION GRANT FOR
PROPERTY AT 1437 RIVER ROAD
Mr. Fedorchak stated this is the fourth or fifth Grant that the Township has made
Application for and has been awarded and is an area of the Township along River Road
north of Yardley Borough that is flooded as soon as the River hits flood stage.
He stated this is an opportunity for the residents to elevate their homes. He stated it is a
75% Grant, and the other 25% is the responsibility of the homeowner.
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Ms. Tyler moved, Mr. Dobson seconded and it was unanimously carried to authorize
execution of PEMA Flood Mitigation Grant in the amount of $120,000 for the property
located at 1437 River Road.

AUTHORIZE STAFF TO SEEK BIDS FOR 2012 ROAD RESURFACING
Mr. Fedorchak stated they have set aside $720,000 which is approximately what the
engineer recommended as the target for 2012.
Mr. McLaughlin moved and Mr. Dobson seconded to authorize the staff to seek bids for
the 2012 road resurfacing.
Mr. Benedetto asked the unrealized Budget from snow removal due to the mild winter.
Mr. Fedorchak stated it is not savings yet as it is not the end of the year. He stated at this
point they have a variance of about $120,000 to the good in the snow removal budget;
however, they could experience storms in October, November, and December. He stated
until they get to the end of the year, they do not know if they will truly be the savings.
Mr. Stainthorpe stated with regard to the road resurfacing program, they identify a certain
number of miles of roads to be paved; and depending on how the bids come in they may
be able to add some more roads.
Mr. Benedetto stated he gets frequent calls from residents about complaints about their
roads. He stated in the years prior to this, they have under funded the road repaving
program. He stated he feels they should have been funding close to $800,000 per year.
He stated in years past, they were not close to this amount. He stated if they do not get
much more snow the rest of the year, he would like to see that money saved to go toward
accelerating some of the road resurfacing.
Motion carried unanimously.

AWARD BID FOR BASIN MOWING
Mr. Fedorchak stated every two years, they put this out to bid. He stated there are
approximately seventy-six basins involved in this program. He stated they are
recommending that the Board award a two-year Contract to Horizon. He stated it is
structured such that there are a maximum of ten cuts per year. He stated the 2012
maximum for Horizon would be $21,900 and for 2013 would be $22,200.
Mr. Fedorchak stated for 2012 they Budgeted $23,500 so they would be under Budget.
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Mr. McLaughlin moved, Mr. Dobson seconded and it was unanimously carried to award
the Bid to Horizon in accordance with the schedule provided the Board with the
understanding that these are not to exceed figures for 2012 and 2013.

AWARD FUEL/HEATING OIL BIDS
Mr. Fedorchak stated through the Consortium, they bid for heating oil, diesel, and
gasoline. He stated the price per gallon is actually fixed and is established by an index
that comes from the New York Mercantile Exchange for distributors. He stated this is set
on a weekly basis so it does not matter who the supplier, the price per gallon number is
fixed. He stated the variable is the delivery charge. He stated in the case of heating oil
Superior Plus bid the least expensive delivery charge at .0699, for diesel it was Riggins
Incorporated at .1470, and for gasoline it was Petroleum Traders at .0214.
Mr. McLaughlin moved, Ms. Tyler seconded and it was unanimously carried to award the
Bids as recommended by the Township Manager.
There being no further business, Ms. Tyler moved, Mr. Dobson seconded and it was
unanimously carried to adjourn the meeting at 9:10 p.m.
Respectfully Submitted,

Dobby Dobson, Secretary

