General Business Lower Saucon Township April 4, 2007
& Developer Council Minutes 7:00 P.M.

I1.

1.

OPENING

CALL TO ORDER: The General Business & Developer meeting of Lower Saucon Township Council
was called to order on Wednesday, April 4, 2007 at 7:05 P.M., at 3700 Old Philadelphia Pike, Bethlehem,
PA, with Mr. Thomas Maxfield, Council Vice President, presiding.

ROLL CALL: Present —Thomas Maxfield, Vice President; Priscilla deLeon, Sandra Yerger and Ron
Horiszny, Council Members; Jack Cahalan, Township Manager; Assistant Township Manager, Leslie
Huhn; Brien Kocher, Township Engineer; Township Planner, Rick Tralies; and Jr. Council Member,
Vanessa Segaline. Absent - Glenn Kern, President & Township Solicitor, Linc Treadwell

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

ANNOUNCEMENT OF ANY EXECUTIVE SESSION (IF APPLICABLE)

Mr. Maxfield said Council met in Executive Session
regarding acquisition of real estate.

PUBLIC COMMENT/CITIZEN AGENDA ITEMS

Mr. Maxfield said for citizen agenda items — Council operates under Robert’s Rules. What that means is
during agenda items, Council will talk amongst themselves and amongst staff and the interested parties. At
the conclusion of that, we open it up to the public for public comment. There is an opportunity for non-
agenda items at the end of the meeting to discuss whatever your business might be. We do have a
microphone and there are microphones up at the table. There is a sign-in sheet in the back of the room.
Please print your name and address and email address. It is very helpful in transcribing the minutes. For
those who want to receive emailed agendas, please give your email address to Diane, Leslie, or Jack or call
the Township office. Please state your name and address. If you can’t hear, please let us know. Mr. Kern
asked if anything was taken off the agenda this evening? Mr. Cahalan said IV-D, the IESI Bethlehem
Landfill matter has been tabled until April 18, 2007.

Mr. Maxfield welcomed Joshua Garges, newborn son of Chris Garges.

PRESENTATIONS/HEARINGS

A. PRESENTATION BY ALLIANCE FOR SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES

Mr. Maxfield said the Alliance for Sustainable Communities would like to present their draft
proposal for the Blair House to Council.

Buddy Bealer with the Alliance was present. He said they have a presentation and slide show.
They were here months ago and asked for permission to take a shot at a proposal for the Blair
House. They are now calling it the E house for “Energy” house. They’ve done a lot of work and
put together a design team that has gone through the house and done some inspections and got
some draft ideas on where to go with it.

Today, they want to give a brief up date on where they are on the process and ask for some help on
the first step of the process. The first draft design goal is to renovate the house to be sustainable
from an energy and environmental perspective. They are looking for energy self-sufficiency which
is also an environmental goal in that if you are energy self-sufficient, you are also by definition, a
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zero carbon house. It’s an issue for energy and savings as well as for global climate change. This
house is an ideal house for their team to work on as they believe it represents an average house in
the Lehigh Valley and could show the public what could be done with the house and what they can
do to their homes in the process of making it energy self-sufficient. They will document the
process and the decisions they make will be made available to the public to show they have
choices. The team they put together are architects, environmental professionals, Lehigh Valley
Green Builders Forum, Artifact Stone House Group, Michael John, and other architects. It’s a
good sign post for the township and they want it to be beautiful. They try to have a broad team to
represent different opinions in the process. All those professionals have been through the house.
They’ve had many inspections and tours of the house. They’ve had a lot of meetings with those
groups. Everybody who has been on the team has come to a consensus that this house does make
sense to work on and they have committed their own time to help with the detailed design. They
are at a roadblock right now because the professionals on the team have asked for a detailed
specification of the existing condition of the house. They have draft concepts on what they’d like
to do, but in order to design detailed plans, they need a baseline to start with...a survey of the
property, a survey and site plan of the house, home inspection of the house to see if there are any
structural issues that need to be dealt with in the process of the design. They’d like to get this
assessment of the existing property and existing condition of the house in a very detailed format.
Once they have that baseline assessment, then the design team will meet in very detailed meetings
to flush out the final design. Some of the technologies that they’ve thrown out as draft concepts are
conservation. The house would need to be super insulated, and an envelope around the house
established to prevent any leaks. Passive solar with a attached greenhouse, active solar which helps
solar hot water are very likely to be used. Photovoltaic is possible. Some of the others are biomass
geothermal wind, which are under consideration, but all may not apply. What they are asking
tonight is for the township to help fund the assessment work. They estimate it won’t cost more
than $5,000 to get the surveys done. They would prefer, if possible, they would ask the Township
for them to be able to use township funds to have Jack’s authority to spend that on behalf of the
Design Team to get a survey and home inspection done.

Mrs. deLeon said the township should be participating in more public-private adventures and we
need to do something with the Blair House and come up with a different name. It’s something the
Township should support and be a model for the Lehigh Valley-Saucon Valley area. She would be
supportive of supporting the project. Mr. Horiszny said he would too, but he doesn’t know why we
would need a survey. We know it sits on township property. Mr. Bealer said they would look for a
survey of the grounds, what’s considered to be the house. The reason they need a survey is if they
do geothermal, they would need to know where there are sub surface utilities and they would have
to avoid them if they are drilling. Mrs. Yerger said we may have a lot of that information. Mr.
Cahalan said we have some of the things, i.e., the building inspection has been done by the
Township Engineer, the survey, and they brought in an architect to look at the labor and industry
issues on that. We can try to see what we can do in-house and we come back to Council at another
meeting and then narrow down the list to what is left and talk about what the cost will be for the
remaining items. Mrs. deLeon said before the township built this building, it was a separate lot.
We purchased the lot and the rest of the property did expand to the municipal complex. She
doesn’t know what existed before, but there might be something on those site plans that could help.
Mr. Bealer said the most critical item is the building plan. We need measurements inside the
building to spec out any sizing of anything they’ve put on to the building. It’s simple
measurements and CAD drawings.

Mrs. Yerger said you talked about an energy audit of the existing house, what is entailed in that?
Mr. Bealer said if it was operating, it would be easier. That’s something that would be done at no
cost. They’d see if you have any records of historical energy use at the house, which might go back
several years. They want to see how much electricity was used when it was occupied and get a
sense of how much it cost to heat. Mrs. deLeon said she would think the previous providers of
utilities would want to work with them. Mr. Bealer said they would ask them. He said they could
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do a vacuum test where you put a fan in the doorway and you suck air out of the house and look for
leaks in the house. You could put electric heat in there and get the heat up to a certain level and
see where the leaks are. There are different things that could be done.

Mr. Maxfield said we do need an assessment of the house. It’s date of construction isn’t even clear
at this point. He thought instead of making them come back again, what they might do is authorize
up to a certain amount to be put into that account that could be spent at Jack’s discretion and be
spent as needed. He wanted a copy of the power point presentation and he liked the name of E
House.

MOTION BY: Mrs. deLeon moved for approval as stated above by Mr. Maxfield up to $5,000.

SECOND BY: Mr. Horiszny
Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? Mr. Horiszny
said regarding septic, are they hooked to our system? Mr. Cahalan said he’s not sure when we
did the whole thing and when it was hooked in. Mr. Cahalan will look into it. Mr. Horiszny
asked about geothermal. Mr. Bealer said there are two, horizontal and vertical and they will
consider both. Mrs. Yerger said they have ordinances in the book concerning geothermal if
that becomes a possibility.

ROLL CALL: 4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

Iv. DEVELOPER ITEMS

A. ZONING HEARING BOARD VARIANCES

1. ROBERT & DEBBIE BERGER — 1872 VIOLA LANE — REQUEST VARIANCE
FROM IMPERVIOUS COVERAGE & SETBACKS TO INSTALL POOL

Mr. Maxfield said the applicant is requesting a variance to install an in ground pool with
concrete patio and fence which does not meet impervious coverage requirements and rear
yard setbacks.

Robert & Debbie Berger were present. Mr. Maxfield said the variance request is for
impervious coverage and setbacks. We have certain percentages of impervious coverage
that are associated with certain zoning districts. The plan that you are proposing has
problems with these areas. We have somewhat of a simplified map. Mrs. Berger said it’s
an in ground pool and they just want to cover the pool area that surrounds it with concrete.
Two sides would be at 3 feet, one side at six feet and the other one is at four feet. The
fence would be just enclosing the pool. Mr. Horiszny asked if they considered putting the
spa on either end of the pool so it doesn’t go so far into the rear yard? Mrs. Berger said
they can do whatever it needs to. Mrs. Yerger said you are going to be encroaching into an
easement. Mrs. Berger said the gentlemen who designed this said the spa could be moved
either way. Mrs. Yerger said she had some concerns if she were building a pool in a utility
easement as someday you may have to move it or tear it down. Mrs. Berger said this is a
rough draft and they can move it either way. Mr. Maxfield said they would be interested in
minimizing the variances as much as possible, so however you can move it or configure it
to minimize it, that would be better. Mrs. deLeon said if they moved the spa, would they
be within the range then? Mrs. Yerger said perhaps if they are willing to move things
around, Chris is back to work now, you may want to give him a call and talk to him
because if it can be moved, you may not even need a variance at all and don’t have to go to
the ZHB. She’d certainly investigate that area first, especially if you could keep it out of
the easement area, it would be to their advantage.

Council agreed to not oppose if they agree to postpone the ZHB meeting and give Chris a
call. The Berger’s agreed to postpone appearing before the ZHB. Mr. Berger said he
could get rid of the spa and move the pool down, are they still over impervious coverage?
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Maxfield said they are only 3.5% over, so you would be very close and the closer you
get, the better you would be. Mr. Berger said he can get rid of the spa.

Mrs. deLeon moved to oppose the application unless the applicant agrees to continue the
application to the May ZHB meeting.

Mrs. Yerger

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

DAVE & JANE PATRIARCA — 3804 LOWER SAUCON ROAD - REQUEST
VARIANCE TO DISTURB FLOODPLAIN SOIL TO CONSTRUCT ADDITION TO
DWELLING

Mr. Maxfield said the applicant is seeking a variance to disturb approximately 800 sq. feet
of floodplain soil in order to construct an addition to a residential dwelling.

Dave & Jane Patriarca were present. Mr. Patriarca said what would be considered the west
side of the home, they’d like to extend out eleven feet beyond the front of the house, and
then it would end up being two stories high. In the A-frame roof, there might be a third
partial floor. The problem is with the previous three floods, that created such an issue
through the whole area. FEMA is the biggest advocate of the flood plain building because
of the insurance. They understand this, but they’d like to follow FEMA’s advice and
regulations and raise the new addition with a concrete footer and then a concrete pad to
raise it above flood level, 18inches which has been done by their engineer. The one thing
they are looking at, which they think will help them, is there are things from previous past
that are existing. If they can get your thoughts and if they add on to lengthen the house,
there would be only eleven more feet. It won’t be an obstruction to the water flow because
there’s quite a bit of area across where the water can spread out and continue down through
the properties and it wouldn’t create a damming effect. Their Engineer has helped them
very much as he’s done quite a bit of the reclamation work on the Delaware corridor, so he
knows how to raise structures. Mike McKenna has helped him also on some issues that
they’ve come across. They need to know what Council needs. He said he gave Jack the
wrong name of the driveway. It’s actually Misty.

Mr. Maxfield said every time they get a flood plain or storm water issue, they are hyper
aware of the problems that occurred in the area. This really is an issue that certain
members of Council dealt with for a long time and this is a tough issue. They have a
review letter from HEA and they made some recommendations. Mr. Kocher said the
reason they appeared on the Council agenda was that there are two ordinances that govern
construction in the construction of the flood plain. The first is the zoning ordinance and
you’ve sought a variance from the pretty clear requirement of the zoning ordinance that
says you cannot disturb flood plain soils. That’s what initially sparked your variance.
During the review of that, the Zoning Officer realized that ordinance Chapter 90 which is
the flood plain ordinance, also applied. We’ve reviewed your compliance with Chapter 90
and that’s what in the review letter. The most important thing in the review letter is that in
addition to the Zoning Ordinance saying you can’t build in a flood plain, Chapter 90 is
very clear, no residential structures or additions are to be constructed in the flood plain. If
you are successful in convincing Council that they should allow you to build in the flood
plain, there are certain regulations that you must follow. Your engineer has to supply
information. No. 1 in the letter basically says that they believe Chapter 90 applies. No. 2
is that you are in the flood plain. No. 3 says you are not allowed, by ordinance, to
construct this structure in the flood plain. No. 4 says that one of the violations is that you
are supposed to be 50’ from the stream, which your existing house is not, and therefore,
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your addition would not be. No. 5 your engineer states that the flood elevation is 371,
which is feet above sea level, but really doesn’t explain where that number came from. He
needs to explain that. No. 6, the ordinance is specific on making sure the design of any
structure would withstand any lifting from the floods, and he needs to provide those
calculations and we did not have them. No. 7 deals with that as well, we need to make sure
the construction standards are followed. No. 8 there may be other ordinance issues like the
flood plain soils and riparian buffer that we did not review but he believes Chris has.

Mrs. deLeon said you are putting us in a tough situation as we all went through Ivan. Mrs.
Patriarca said their house did not flood with Ivan. Mrs. Yerger said it did downstream
from you and the more impervious coverage we add upstream, it is going to create bigger
problems. Mrs. Patriarca said their engineer said this addition would not affect that flood
level right at the house. Mr. Kocher said the LS ordinance doesn’t even necessarily govern
that. It’s a typical requirement if you are in a flood way of a stream which they are not.
You want to make sure if someone puts on an addition or a big pile of fill in there, the
neighbors on either side right there are not affected. He’s saying the flood levels are not
affected right there. Mrs. Patriarca said down the street, twenty houses went in which are
5,000 sq. feet. Mrs. Yerger said that went in on our old ordinances. They are also outside
of the flood plain and they passed all of the regs. Mrs. deLeon said five years from now
when you go to sell your house, and the next person buys it, buyer-beware, and they’ll
come back and sit here and say why did you approve this as the property just flooded. Mr.
Maxfield said cumulative is a word they’ve become familiar with in the last few years. It
really does build up. He doesn’t know how we could support this application as it is. Mr.
Horiszny asked if the house could be put on pillars? Mr. Kocher said he doesn’t know if
they could.

Mr. Patriarca said impermeable soils...there is impermeable clay soil there, so if they are
going to put an addition on, if they’d take things such as roof water and put recharge tanks
in, and take the roof water and replenish the ground water. The water right now wants to
percolate up to some of the rock crevices and come out anyway. If they would do recharge
tanks, would that be a feasible manner? Mr. Kocher said if the high water really is that
high, infiltration would not work. Mr. Maxfield said you are in a carbonate area and it’s
like a sponge. The water is probably laying just under the surface. Mr. Patriarca said there
is an existing garage next to the house. What if they transformed that in to an addition of
the house? The only thing that ever happened there was one tree fell on the roof. It’s a
single floor right now, 24’x24’ garage. Mr. Maxfield said it wouldn’t increase the
nonconformity that exists now but you’d have to do your structural tests. Mr. Patriarca
said it’s an existing building and we change its structure use and conformed a new
engineering specification for a dwelling, would that be grandfathered over? Mr. Kocher
said if you don’t disturb and if you don’t make any footprint any larger, you’re probably
not disturbing any flood plain soils, so the zoning issue may go away. Chapter 90, the
floodplain ordinance, deals with the value of improvements. If you have an improvement
value greater than 50% of the current value of the structure, Chapter 90 starts to apply.
You probably still have to have it structurally analyzed. Mr. Patriarca said if we meet
structure and engineer qualifications for the dwelling, it will just be office space and
playroom, would it be a possibility to change that as an existing garage into a dwelling and
meet the new specifications, but put it on the same basic footprint of 24’x24? Mr. Kocher
said it is a possibility that you should probably investigate this with Chris and see if it was
feasible. Mrs. deLeon said as long as it wouldn’t be two residences in the future. Mr.
Patriarca said no, it wouldn’t. Mrs. Patriarca said they would connect the two buildings.
Mrs. deLeon said she doesn’t think you can connect them. Mr. Maxfield said whatever the
footprint is now, you wouldn’t be able to increase it at all. You can connect on the second
floor. Mr. Participial said between the house and the garage, it’s only 3 feet. Mrs. Yerger
said talk to Chris and run some potential scenarios by him and he’ll be able to guide you.
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

B.

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

C.

Mrs. Patricia said she called Jim Birdsall yesterday. They had their house appraised as it is,
and appraised with the plans. The appraiser said the increased value would not exceed the
50%. Mr. Kocher said he thinks the ordinance says you just have to look at the structure.
This should be discussed with Chris and HEA.

Mr. Horiszny said Council will oppose unless the applicant withdraws from the ZHB meeting
on April 16 and continues it until May.

Mrs. deLeon

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

CLOVER VIEW — REQUEST EXTENSION TO COMPLETE IMPROVEMENTS

Mr. Maxfield said the developer has requested a one year extension to complete the improvements
in this subdivision.

No one was present representing the developer. Mrs. Yerger said on the staff recommendation, the
2" line, it should read “Clover View” instead of “Saddle Ridge”.

STAFF RECOMMEDNATION FOR
CLOVER VIEW EXTENSION FOR THE APRIL 4, 2007

The LST staff recommends that Township Council approve an extension until June 6, 2008 for
completion of improvements at the Clover View subdivision. This approval is subject to the
following conditions:

1. The owner/developer shall enter into an extension agreement with the township satisfactory
to the township solicitor and township council.

2. The improvements security shall remain in full force and effect until project completion or
July 7, 2008 to the satisfaction of the township solicitor.

3. The owner shall pay any outstanding plan and appeals account invoices owed to the
township.

Mr. Horiszny moved to approve, per the staff recommendations, with correction.

Mrs. Yerger

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0

LEHIGH VALLEY HOMES — COTTAGES AT SAUCON VALLEY — REQUEST FOR
SECURITY REDUCTION

Mr. Maxfield said the applicant has requested a security reduction for work completed to date.
HEA has done an inspection and is approving $7,844.85 to be released. However, it should be
noted that the developer owes the Township $18,103.25 in legal, engineering and planning fees.

Mr. Cahalan said they received a check in that amount yesterday and it’s been taken care of. No
one was present representing the developer.
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

D.

Mr. Maxfield moved to grant the security reduction in the amount of $7,844.85 to Cottages of
Saucon Valley — Lehigh Valley Homes.

Mrs. Yerger

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0

IESI BETHLEHEM LANDFILL — AUTHORIZE NOTICE TO DEP RECOMMENDING
REJECTION OF MINOR PERMIT MODIFICATION AND REQUEST DEP FIND
EXISTING PERMIT IN VIOLATION

Taken off of the Agenda.

V. TOWNSHIP BUSINESS ITEMS

A.

OPEN SPACE ACTION PLAN — REVIEW AND APPROVAL

Mr. Maxfield said Boucher & James has prepared a draft action plan which includes a study of the
Township’s characteristics and an inventory of existing open space. This plan offers a guide to
future preservation, including methods and procedures for making recommendations. Council
should review this an formally adopt in order to implement this plan.

Mr. Tralies said you have seen this plan. Since last time you’ve seen it, they’ve made minor
revisions, and have dressed it up, added some photos, reformatted it and took it from just being a
lot of text to an actual document. He provided a disk of this to the township.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 10, the third paragraph, it says as we approve subdivisions, we should
keen an inventory of the preserved natural areas. Do we keep an inventory of the structures that are
noted on plans that are older than 50 years? Mr. Horiszny said they haven’t prepared an inventory
list. Mrs. deLeon said as we fulfill this, the township should start doing this and should also
include historic structures. She’d like that wording o be added to that paragraph. Mr. Maxfield
said he thinks the ordinance recommends that all they have to do is note them on the plan. They
aren’t required to preserve. Mrs. deLeon said there should be some kind of inventory. When she
looks at a plan and it says the structure is older than 50 years, she would assume that it’s still there.
Mrs. Yerger said it should be done, but doesn’t know if it should be in an open space plan. There
should be an historic survey being done and compiled separately. She doesn’t think it has to be
referenced here. Mrs. deLeon said we’ve overlooked this for many years. If this isn’t the place,
she’d like Jack to implement a plan to inventory them. Mrs. Yerger said we can certainly get
someone to do an historic survey, whether it’s volunteers a done by a paid professional. Mrs.
deLeon said Jack will get back to us on how you are going to implement that. Jack said yes.

Mrs. deLeon said on the next page, it talks about the Steel City slopes as a natural areas inventory.
In the middle of the page, it says only two areas of LST have been specified, the Redington Cave
along Bull Run and the Steel City slopes along the Lehigh River. She attended all the Delaware
and Lehigh Heritage meetings back in the 90’s. She thinks we need to keep that in mind. We
should think about the heritage corridor as a whole. Mr. Tralies said he’s not familiar with the
Heritage Corridor. Mrs. deLeon said we need to recognize that. Mr. Maxfield said we could put
that in the historic survey. Mrs. deLeon said it should be in both places. The Heritage Corridor is a
preservation of what you see as far as the trees, just the view, whether there’s a structure there or
not. It’s the environmental and natural areas. Mr. Tralies said he can put that in there, it’s not a
problem. Mrs. Yerger he’s talking about the natural areas inventory summary of the Lehigh and
Northampton County in this paragraph. Mrs. deLeon said she’s suggesting a new paragraph
talking about the Heritage corridor. Aren’t we trying to promote and educate the preservation of
our natural areas. Would it hurt to put a paragraph in here that mentions the Heritage Corridor. A
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couple of sentence isn’t going to hurt. It’s the whole Lehigh River, only three in the country. Mr.
Maxfield said since we are talking about Steel City slopes here, as one of the natural areas
inventory, can we also say the Steel City slopes along the Lehigh River, are an intrical part of the
Heritage Corridor. Mr. Tralies said yes, he will do that.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 12, on Saturday she spent the day with a lot of Girls Scouts cleaning up
and she was at the Heller Homestead, and no one in those troops knew there was a nature trail at
the Heller Homestead. She thinks that needs to be better promoted. She would like it on this page.
Mr. Horiszny suggested Mrs. deLeon put it in the summer newsletter. Mrs. Yerger said it talks
about the nature trails as we talk about the Heller Homestead. Mrs. deLeon said she’s just making
a point that it should be better promoted. Mrs. Yerger said that would be a good project for the SV
Conservancy. Mr. Maxfield said it does reference it. Mrs. deLeon said she’s just making a
comment.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 15, third sentence from the bottom, some of these properties contain
ruins of structures such as railroad bridges, you might be referencing the Colarain Furnace, those
little arch things. She asked Rick Tralies if he was familiar with the Profession Heindel’s book on
the Redington historic site? He was not and Mrs. deLeon said she would loan him her copy. It’s
very interesting.

Mrs. deLeon said page 19, under Steel City Park, do we need to say we are the owners of the
adjacent lot and increased the park, so we’ll go up to 1.6 acres. Mrs. delLeon said you need to
check that as it’s inaccurate and say there’s additional future parking.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 21, Kingston Park, are we including the schoolhouse property with
Kingston Park? Did we ever officially decide that? It’s looking like Kingston Park is combining
the two lots. Mr. Tralies said that was his assumption. Mr. Cahalan said the conceptual sketch
plan points in that direction. Mr. Maxfield said we talked about keeping it as two separate lots.
Mrs. deLeon said she doesn’t have an issue with that, but it doesn’t say that in here, but we don’t.
Can we add wording to say that? Mr. Maxfield said does changing the acreage cover that or do we
actually have to say it’s two lots? Mr. Horiszny sad we should list it as a whole separate park that
the schoolhouse is another park or call it something else. Mr. Cahalan said maybe you can change
the heading, Kingston Park and actually indicate LutzFranklin Schoolhouse and include the
acreage. Mrs. deLeon said she’d like to promote Lutz-Franklin Schoolhouse so people would
know that’s the historic site and people would know Kingston Park is adjacent to it. Mr. Horiszny
said we ought to list them both. Mr. Maxfield said he likes Jack’s idea where it says LutzFranklin
Schoolhouse/Kingston Park. Last week we were considering both lots to just be one park that
worked together. Mr. Horiszny said we should add Lutz-Franklin and make sure if we want them
to get credit for two parks, that we list them as two parks. Mrs. deLeon said looking back at the
Heller Homestead, she regrets not listing them as two parks because most people when they hear
Heller Homestead Park, they either think the history site and not the nature trail. She wishes they
would have named it Heller Homestead and Seber Park. It gets very complicated. She doesn’t
want to see that happen here. Mr. Maxfield asked what wording should Rick put in? Mr. Horiszny
said to list the schoolhouse site as a separate entity adjacent to the Kingston Park...two
photos...two separate sites. Mr. Tralies yes, he can do that.

Mrs. deLeon said where it says Heller Homestead Park, 14 acres, the neighboring properties,
Society Hill development, at one time when they approved Society Hill in 1988, it was the whole
two sites, but now it’s Society Hill and Four Seasons and is two separate entities. It should say
“and Four Seasons”. Mr. Maxfield said does the lot line between Society Hill and Four Seasons
keep going down to the creek? Mrs. deLeon said no, because the township owns that land. Mr.
Maxfield said does the lot line cut down through the whole area? Was the quarry area itself owned
by all Society Hill. The lot lines are very erratic in that area. Mrs. deLeon said when it says the
natural area is adjacent to Saucon Creek, she’s visualizing fourteen acres and you have two acres at
the Homestead Park. The fourteen acres is below both of those developments. Mr. Maxfield said
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MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

B.

he knows Society Hill has ownership to part of it, he didn’t know if Four Seasons did. Mrs.
deLeon said she’s not 100% positive, but it’s her recollection. Mrs. Yerger said she remembers
when they expanded the trail and they talked in terms of Society Hill being the property owners.
She doesn’t know whether that was just a general term as we didn’t know it was township property.
Mr. Tralies will look at the tax maps and figure it out.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 25, second paragraph, the Committee may also be expected to work with
the township historical committee, not the society. The historical society is a separate entity.
Society should be changed to committee.

Mrs. deLeon said on page 33, it’s about the landfill, but she doesn’t understand the bottom picture.
Mr. Tralies said if the township was taking on a project, like there’s a piece of property with a
historic barn on it, and the township thinks, great, the historic barn is there, we can preserve the
property and the barn. All it’s saying is the township, the Sub Committee should look into it first
and see if it’s really feasible to preserve the barn and to restore it if the township would actually
have the funds to do it properly or the desire.

Mr. Maxfield said on page 25 where you said township historical committee, right after it, Park and
Rec Department should say Parks and Rec Board. Mr. Tralies will change it and everyone will get
a new copy.

Mr. Maxfield said most of the changes were of a typographical error, are we confident in
implementing this with the noted changes? Mrs. deLeon said yes, she’s comfortable in doing that.
This plan would go to our planners that are doing the multi-municipal plan. Jack said yes. Mrs.
Keri Maxfield asked if Rick could forward a copy to the Watershed Association. Mrs. Yerger
asked Rick to forward a copy to the school board. Mr. Tralies said yes.

Mrs. Yerger moved to approve the open space plan, with corrections as recommended.

Mr. Maxfield

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

SNOW REMOVAL POLICY — REVIEW AND APPROVAL

Mr. Maxfield said this draft was presented to Council at their March 7 meeting and at that time
Council asked Staff to revise the policy. These revisions have been made and the policy is ready
for Council’s review and approval.

Mr. Cahalan said they spelled out Commercial Drivers License. Council raised some questions
about the clearing of snow in cul-de-sacs. They added some language to show how that’s done. It
says the Public Works Department will be plowing the snow in the cul-de-sac and placing it in an
area between driveways, fire hydrants, and mail boxes. The other issue raised was damage to
curbs, berms and pavement that occurs during the snow removal process. They talked about this
and will covering those structure in the road maintenance policy that Council will be seeing
sometime this year. If that damage does occur and it’s noticed, it would be reported and as soon as
they can get to it in spring time, it will be repaired. The other one had to do with clearing snow
from fire hydrants. The first thing on that is there isn’t anything in the zoning ordinance that
requires anyone to clear that snow from the fire hydrant. Mr. Cahalan said at the last meeting the
Chief from Steel City said they used to go out and do it as a policy for Steel City. It’s on the
agenda for the Fire Chief’s meeting on the 17", but in checking on other policies, this is the
standard language that is usually put in there. It’s a request to homeowners to take a few minutes
to go out and clear the snow away from the hydrant so it’s visible and accessible.
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MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

C.

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

Mr. Horiszny said on page 4 on the changed areas on the cul-de-sacs, the driver will push instead
of the drive will push. On the first line under township property, the first sentence, last word should
be “can” instead of “ca”.

Mrs. Yerger moved for approval of the Snow Removal Policy.

Mr. Horiszny

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

AWARD OF ADDITIONAL LAWN MOWING BID

Mr. Maxfield said at the last Council meeting approval was given for a portion of the lawn mowing
bid submitted by Cypres to mow the grass at Township owned parks and property, excluding Polk
Valley Park. It has been determined that the township can award the Polk Valley Park portion of
the bid to Cypres for $21,300.00. The total bid amount is in the amount of $45,380.00.

Mr. Cahalan said they reported Cypres was the low bidder on this bid. They were hoping to do all
of their park properties, and are in negotiation with the contractor for Polk Valley Park and were
pleased recently to find out that they could do the maintenance on the park and get their own
people in there to do that. He is bringing it back to ask Council’s approval for the Polk Valley
Park, Polk Valley Park slope, and the Polk Valley Park wildflower area. He spoke to Rick in
conjunction with the grants you are going to be discussing here for that area. There’s probably less
area that is going to be mowed. They’ll work on that about those areas and get that cleared up.
He’d asked for approval of the amount with Cypres. Council asked that it follow their policy for
use of weed killers. He gave Council a handout from Roger that explains what the Township
policy is on the use of weed killers. He’d ask Cypres that they follow these restrictions. There’s an
agreement in the package that they would ask the contractor to fill out. It’s for a period for this
year and they have to indicate all the mowing’s and when it’s being done, etc.

Mrs. deLeon said the lawn mowing services agreement, on the bottom of the first page, it says the
municipality should have the right to extend the term of this agreement for a period of one year.
Shouldn’t we be getting prices every year? Mr. Cahalan said they can do that. It just gives them
the option if they want to continue. Mr. Maxfield said prices will probably go up, so we might
make out with this deal. It just gives us the option, it doesn’t mandate that we do.

Mrs. delLeon said on page 2 where it talks about the independent contractor, there should be an
insertion in there that a W-9 is required from the independent contractor, i.e., when you hire
somebody, in order to prove that when you do your taxes, a W9 is for an independent contractor.
Mr. Cahalan will check into this.

Mr. Horiszny said Cypress is spelled different in places. Mr. Cahalan said it’s spelled “Cypres”.

Mr. Horiszny moved to approve, with changes.

Mr. Maxfield

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)
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D.

REQUEST APPROVAL TO SUBMIT DCNR GRANT FOR POLK VALLEY PARK
MEADOW PLANTING

Mr. Maxfield said Council approval is needed to submit a grant application to the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) for funding for meadow plantings at Polk Valley
Park, per the enclosed scope of work.

Mr. Cahalan said there is a proposed grant application to the DCNR for a greenway and natural
areas development of the Polk Valley Park area. Polk Valley Park is in stage 2 of three stages of
development. They are waiting to get the planner on to the park to do some landscaping, the
fencing, and planning for trails. The last phase would be to put up the structures needed such as
fencing and backstops, the tot lot and those types of features that would be needed to open the park
in 2008. The wildflower meadow and the areas on the top part of the park are very suitable to a
natural areas development. There is a built in perimeter around that section of the park where large
rocks have been placed. When they walked up there, it is a perfect path for a walking trail. There
is a description of the scope of work in the packet. The project purpose would be to convert under
utilized turf areas of the park to meadows or forested areas, to develop the perimeter hiking trail
around the park, to investigate potential greenway links between the park and surrounding natural
areas including the Hellertown Reservoir properties, Kohlberg Hill and others and to provide
opportunities for educational programs linked to the ecology curriculum at SV School district.

They would like Council’s approval to submit this grant application package to DCNR. It’s due
April 13 and they have support letters received from Hellertown Borough and the SV School
district. The scope of work is explained on the back part of the handout.

Mr. Tralies said he doesn’t have cost exactly yet. The total cost of the grant is $80,000. He
doesn’t have prices broken down. It would be a 50% match by the township. He put a plan of the
park on the screen and explained the entire parcel to the audience and to Council. They want to
have a dog park which is approximately one acre. There’s a creek bed and they are proposing to do
a 100 foot buffer area which would consist of some reforestation and some seeding as well. There’s
a hedgerow that runs along the property line. They are proposing some additional woodland
buffering. The red dashes are the grass pathways. They would be simple, mown grass, no paving,
very limited grading. There is a break in the hedgerow where they think they can bring a path
through with very limited clearing of brush and some pruning of overhead branches. They would
run the paths from the first intersection of the main driveway along the high side of the drive, up
the hill to the top of the park. The large tan area would be one wild flower meadow approximately
2-1/2 acres in size with a looped path around it. He showed two other areas of woodland buffering
where the hedgerow things out. From the loop, the path could go around the stand of trees, back
around another wildflower meadow area. This one is approximately one acre in size, additional
woodland buffering and the path could then head down the side of the park, connect with the
parking area and the driveway that goes back across. The path itself as it is drawn is approximately
1.5 miles which is including all the path proposed, including the interior loops. All the blue you
see would be wet meadow and vegetated swale areas. Anyone who is familiar with the park knows
this is very steep and when you put in playing fields, they have to be relatively flat. It takes a lot of
storm water management to guide all the water from the hillside away from the fields and down the
slope. There are a lot of swales along the park throughout the park. A lot the swales are covered in
turf grass. We can save some maintenance time and money by vegetating these swales with wet
tolerant species. They probably will only have to be mown once a year and they also can help
improve ground water by slowing down the flow of the water in these swales and help keep the
swales from eroding. They can also provide wildlife habitat. The gray, there is an existing wetland
in the park. Right now there is water flowing into the wetland and then back out to another swale.
There is also water that runs around the wetland and is starting to erode out its own channel along
the base of the baseball field as it runs to a structure. They are proposing to extend the wetland by
creating a larger wet meadow. They wouldn’t be doing anything to be creating any wetland or
moving any water, but would simply be taking an already wet area and vegetating it again to stop
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

erosion to improve the groundwater situation. That pretty much sums up all the proposed seeding
areas and trails.

Council thought it was a great idea and a great start. Mrs. Yerger said the LVPC has endorsed this
plan as well as the Northampton County Conservation District, Leigh Valley Audubon Society and
the Saucon Creek Watershed Association. She talked to the area Boy Scout troops and they want
to help out. Mr. Tralies said this is very conceptual and like a wish list plan. They are still at the
stages of figuring out things. They may only be able to do half of what’s shown with one grant.
He’s working now to figure out the exact costs. Mrs. Yerger said Jack’s been very helpful also.

Mr. Tralies said there was a map produced by Penn State. He didn’t get information outside of our
immediate site area. When he went out to the site to find this stream, he was surprised to find
anything show up on the map, it looked like it ran almost parallel with the property line and then it
looks like it runs off this way, somewhere. Mr. Maxfield said they have to look into that more.
Mr. Horiszny said the cost estimate indicates a 10 wide asphalt trail and the cost for it, do you
want to change that as you said grass fields? Mr. Cahalan said that’s the one they are putting in to
Northampton County. That’s the connecting trail between the park and the school district campus
along Polk Valley Road.

Keri Maxfield offered on behalf of the Watershed Association their in-kind services on the riparian
buffer area. If you need any physical labor in the planting or seeding of that area, they are here for
them.

Mr. Cahalan said there is a resolution in the packet and they would need approval to submit the
grant and also a motion to have the Council Vice Chair to sign the resolution so it can be submitted
with the application.

Mr. Horiszny moved for approval to submit the DCNR Grant for Polk Valley Park Meadow
planting for matching grants, 50% of $80,000 or $40,000.

Mr. Maxfield

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

Mrs. Yerger moved for Council Vice President to sign the resolution.

Mrs. deLeon

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

Mr. Kern thanked Mrs. Yerger who ran herself ragged getting the paperwork together for this.
Mrs. Yerger also thanked Rick Tralies for all of his help.

REQUEST APPROVAL TO SUBMIT GRANT APPLICATION FOR NORTHAMPTON
COUNTY OPEN SPACE FUNDING

Mr. Maxfield said the Council approval is needed to submit an application for funding from the
Northampton County Open Space Fund for the development of the trail connector and bridge
between the Saucon Valley School campus and Polk Valley Park.

Mr. Cahalan said the County has funds earmarked for each municipality under their open space
funding. They want to take advantage of that funding, and also continue with the development of
the park property in two aspects. The first one is very important to connect the park with the school
district campus. To do that, they’ve been working on a plan to put a pedestrian trail along the east
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

F.

MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

G.

side of Polk Valley Road. This was a recommendation that was in lieu of the proposed sidewalk
that was going to run on the west side of the Polk Valley Road. They have a plan to connect the
school campus down to the park. They need a pedestrian bridge to cross Polk Valley Run and
connect the trail into the internal park trail system. That way, the school children can use it for
recreational or environmental activities, as needed. They are also asking for some playground
equipment for two groups for 2-5 year olds and for 5-12 year olds and that would include some of
the newer versions which include a climbing structure which is very popular. They have a grant
application packet that was given to Council. The total cost of these features was $115,050. It’s a
50% match required by the Township, so they are asking for Council’s approval to submit this
grant application and also to commit to a match of $57,525.00. Mrs. Yerger said under the cost
estimate, 4C, we talked about the recycled rubber mulch, that will be changed? Mr. Cahalan said
yes, he’ll get some recommendations from Rick on that. Mr. Maxfield said he likes the fact that
the bridge will be located on the old pathway of Polk Valley Road which will be really neat if the
structure proves sound. Mrs. Yerger asked for endorsements from the school district and
Hellertown. Mr. Cahalan said sure. He’s sure they will comply.

Mrs. Yerger moved to submit the grant application for Northampton County Open Space
Funding and supply the $57,525.00 match.

Mr. Maxfield

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

Mrs. Yerger moved for approval of Resolution 39-2007, and the Vice President to sign.

Mr. Horiszny

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 170 — TRAFFIC RESTRICTION — AUTHORIZE
ADVERTISEMENT

Mr. Maxfield said an ordinance has been prepared to implement a left turn prohibition and no
parking restriction at the intersection on Route 412 and Meadows Road/Springtown Hill Road.
Council should authorize this to be advertised for a public hearing and consideration of adoption.

Mr. Cahalan said they are moving ahead with all the recommendations that Council made for
improvements at the 412 intersection. The signs are on order and should be put up any day. These
are two other additional ones for the prohibition of the left turn coming out of Meadows on to 412
and also no parking at that intersection. They need to amend their ordinance in order to establish
that restriction. They are asking for authorization to advertise that ordinance.

Mr. Maxfield moved for approval to advertise for a public hearing in consideration of adoption
of this ordinance.

Mrs. deLeon

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

REQUEST APPROVAL TO PURCHASE ADDITIONAL MICROPHONES FOR
COUNCIL ROOM

Mr. Maxfield said we are recommending that Council approve the purchase of two additional wired
microphones to be used at the stationery tables to supplement the wireless microphones for better
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

sound quality during township meetings. The quote is for $3,368.00 and includes the microphones,
re-wiring, re-programming, as well as cable, connectors and hardware.

Mr. Cahalan said the problem is we’re been experiencing the lack of microphones. This will put
two microphones at the table and free up the other one to use for where Rick is and give us the two
hand held ones for the people at the podium. We will be able to solve our microphone problem
that we’ve been suffering for the last 3-1/2 years. Mrs. deLeon said the quote at this price, are we
supposed to get more than one quote? Mr. Maxfield said it’s under $4,000 and we’ve had this
company out here before and they installed this system we have already. Mr. Cahalan said this
system is maxed out in terms of adding new microphones. We could go and buy new microphones,
but the system has to be rewired.

Mrs. Yerger moved for approval to purchase the additional microphones for the Council Room
in the amount of $3,368.00.

Mr. Maxfield

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

VL MISCELLANEOUS BUSINESS ITEMS

A.

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

APPROVAL OF MARCH 21, 2007 MINUTES

Mr. Maxfield said the minutes of March 21, 2007 Council meeting have been prepared and are
ready for Council’s review and approval.

Mr. Horiszny said on page 8, line 18, under Roll Call, take out 5-0. Page 9, line 18, Cyprus should
be Cypres throughout. Mrs. deLeon said page 3 of 12, line 23, she probably said it, but where it
says conversations with PHMC because they were all different, take out “because they were all
different”.

Mrs. Yerger moved for approval of the March 21, 2007 minutes, with corrections.

Mrs. deLeon

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

3-1-1 (Mr. Horiszny — No; Mr. Kern — Absent)

VII. PUBLIC COMMENT /CITIZEN NON-AGENDA ITEMS

>

Lee Walters, President of Steel City Fire Company, was present and Chris Snyder, Chief. It was
brought to his attention this week that they received a letter from their potential dealer, Innovative
Emergency Vehicles. The letter states that “it is to inform them that they have done their best to
hold their pricing. As you know, they have quoted this until over a year ago. We now face a
significant price increase effective April 16, 2007. Should the unit not be ordered by this date, the
price will increase by 7% (the new truck they want right now).” Mr. Walters said they apologize
they have to bring this to the meeting tonight as the meeting the Chief’s have scheduled is April 17,
which is after this price increase. They need to look for guidance from Council as to what they
should do. The price increase comes out to $37,520 additional. Chief Snyder said they had a
meeting with the Chief, two Council members and the Manager, back in November and another
one in December to let them know what they were going to be given for this truck. That never
occurred. Then it went back and forth among the Chief’s. He has a signed letter from all four Fire
Chief’s stating that the fire apparatus with the purchase price of $536,000 has to meet the approval
of the four Township Fire Chief’s and has their signatures. They want to know what appropriations
they can get from the Township and there has been money set aside in the truck funds. Mr.

Page 14 of 18



General Business Meeting

April 4, 2007

Cahalan said Chris and Dave came in to him to speak to him today. We have a Fire Equipment
Replacement Fund that Council has been putting money into every year from the landfill fund. The
idea is to put some money away for when they come in for replacement of their equipment, they
have enough funding to help them pay a portion of what the cost is. The costs are going up now
almost on a yearly basis. Steel City has been in line to replace apparatus and working on the specs
to come up with the proper equipment. One of the things they do a good job of, is the Chief’s all
working together to make sure that it is the proper apparatus needed to serve their section of the
township and that there’s no duplication and no extras. Priscilla and Glenn met with the Chief’s,
and part of the discussion was how to fund the replacement of the apparatus. In the budget this
year, they made recommendations to Council and asked for authorization to put some additional
money in the fire equipment replacement fund so they could build it up over the next ten years. At
the end of that time, if the landfill closes and it’s predicted by that time, the tipping fee will end and
the money for this fire equipment fund will not be there. They want to see if they could grow the
fund and keep going as possible. They made a recommendation to put additional money in and
their suggestion was to limit the appropriations to the fire companies of about $200,000 and based
on that scenario, the money would grow. They had a discussion back in October and didn’t really
come to any conclusions. It was felt there would need to be another meeting with the Fire Chief’s
to discuss this. Chris Snyder said one of the more recent purchases, the truck was paid for 100%,
and Steel City has never had this opportunity as it’s always funded its own trucks by hoagies sales,
breakfasts, pizza sales, etc. Mrs. deLeon said she they were next in line and to be told at the end of
the year they were only going to get $200,000, and then we had our meeting and talked about
trying to come up with a fair percentage. We need to do something and she feels they need more
than $200,000. Chris Snyder said he believes the money in the account is well over $1 million. Mr.
Cahalan said part of the thing was to fund it and get it to grow, but for one year only. There is
about $1 million in there. We recommended, and Council went along with it, that there would be
put a larger amount in it in 2007 and then not contributing for the next four or five years and letting
that grow and gain interest. Mrs. deLeon said what is 80%? Mrs. Yerger said $428,800. Mr.
Maxfield said what would be a sufficient amount left to make the account still viable? Mr. Cahalan
said with the $400,000, it would be down to $600,000 and a contribution next year of about
$800,000, and another company is going to come forward and ask for probably similar treatment.
Chief Snyder said he was at a meeting with the other Chief’s, a tanker would be $270,000. Are we
continuing to put funds in there? Mr. Cahalan said yes. Mrs. Yerger said the landfill has been the
primary funding source and in the near future is going to go away. Chief Snyder said he
understands that. Mrs. deL.eon said we should think of giving them 80%. Mrs. Yerger said if we
can give you the $400,000, will that allow you to purchase it? Chief Snyder said they do have
funding saved, but would have to do a loan on their own. Mr. Cahalan said what is your capability
to put in? What if Council provided 50%? Chief Snyder said they would not be able to purchase
the truck. Mrs. Yerger said when you discussed this, did the other Fire Chief’s sign this realizing
that perhaps it might limit their funding next year? Chief Snyder said they all realize down the
road other departments are going to need a truck, and we’re going to have to do fundraisers down
the road individually. It was well discussed. Mrs. deLeon said every fire company got the money
prior to Steel City. Mr. Maxfield said the other Chief’s must understand that this attempt to
establish a fund, this may sink, at least for next year. They left Se-Wy-Co ahead of them and got
their truck fund paid off and Leithsville is the only other one for a while on the fore front that he
can see and he was told tonight Leithsville truck will be between $255,000 or $275,000. Mrs.
deLeon said the past eight years, Steel City has been waiting for their turn. Mr. Maxfield said as
long as the other Chief’s are aware of it, but then it sets back the schedule again. Just so they
understand the pile is getting smaller. Mr. Cahalan said we had planned to go back on the 17" and
discuss this but they need the answer before that. They need a commitment from the Township to
save the $37,000. It’s Council’s decision what you want to spend out of the fund. It does establish
a precedent that the next company will come looking for the same thing. Mrs. deLeon said she
disagrees as each time the fire companies have come, it’s been different. Mr. Cahalan said every
time he talks to them, they say you gave so and so this amount. Mr. Maxfield said he just wants to
make sure there may be a time they may not be able to do it. Chief Snyder said they all know when
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MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

someone takes money out of the account, there is less for the next company. This would be
replacing a truck they currently house in their station. Mrs. deLeon asked if we could do 80%?
Mr. Maxfield said why don’t we just cap it at $400,000? Chief Snyder said okay. All four fire
companies think about it as a team when they decide what piece of equipment they need to
purchase.

Mrs. Yerger moved to allocate to Steel City Fire Company, $400,000 for their equipment
purchase from the Fire Equipment Replacement Fund.

Mrs. deLeon

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? A resident
from Leithsville asked whether or not putting a deposit on the fire engine, with an open ended
actual price, would that hold the price that they are offering it until the 17" or until the next
date of the next meeting so that you don’t end up paying that extra so you can get all those
things in writing. Chris Snyder said once you commit to the truck, you are committed to
buying it. They are looking for a signature and a deposit from our department when we sign.
He doesn’t think they would accept the above. If you put a deposit on it and back out of the
truck, you are going to lose that deposit. It’s a substantial deposit. They’d have to place the
order for the engines. Every truck is built to your specification. They’ve been waiting a long
time for this truck.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern- Absent)

VIII. COUNCIL & STAFF REPORTS

A.

MOTION BY:

SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

TOWNSHIP MANAGER

Nothing to report

TOWNSHIP COUNCIL/JR. COUNCIL MEMBER

Mrs. Yerger

>

She said LST EAC met last night and they established their 2007 goals and objectives.
They are on this sheet. They are pleased to see how many of their 2006 that they did
accomplish. This year they opted to add their five year long term goals.

She said last night at the EAC meeting, Tom McCormick, a member, discussed that there
is legislation pending at the Federal level for continuing the tax benefits for preservation of
open space to property owners. Tom, who is an Attorney, drafted a letter of request from
the LST EAC to our Federal Representatives saying we are in support of this legislation
and asking them to support the legislation. She’d like to ask Council to forward this to
Robert Casey, Arlan Spector, Charlie Dent, Phil English and Alison Swartz. The tax
benefit applies directly to property owners.

Mr. Maxfield, would like that Sandy, as Chairman of the EAC, to sign the letter to State
Representatives and that Council sends one in support of this also.

Mr. Horiszny

Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

4-0-1 (Mr. Kern- Absent)

In conjunction with the Saucon Creek Watershed Association, the EAC is going to be
sponsoring a National Wildlife Federation Backyard Wildlife Habitat program and Native
Plant sale. The proceeds from the native plant sale will go to benefit the Saucon Creek
Watershed Association and that is on Sunday, May 6, 2007. It’s a great day to buy
Mother’s Day plants. It’s here at Town Hall. Please pass an ad in the local papers for this.
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MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

MOTION BY:
SECOND BY:

ROLL CALL:

> The EAC last night approved a letter of recommendation to the Saucon Valley Country
Club’s project and are asking for Council’s approval to send the letter in endorsement of
that project to the Wildlands Conservancy.
Mr. Maxfield moved to send the letter to Wildlands Conservancy.
Mr. Horiszny
Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.
4-0-1 (Mr. Kern- Absent)
> There is a conference at Millersville on native plants. She has the information if anyone is
interested. It’s June 7 — 9, 2007.
> Last night, the EAC also approved a letter of recommendation to support the Polk Valley
Park project on behalf of the project. She’d like approval from Council to send this letter
to Secretary DiBerardinis at the Dept. of Conservation and Natural Resources on behalf of
the Polk Valley Park project.
Mr. Maxfield moved to send the letter of recommendation as stated above.
Mr. Horiszny
Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.
4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)
Mr. Maxfield:
> On his way to work everyday he goes down Ringhoffer Road and Applebutter Road and
he’s noticed, even though the properties are in the City of Bethlehem, there are places that
are turning into dump sites. One is the old PPL site where they tore down the building near
Shimersville Road and the Bethlehem section of Ringhoffer Road, he saw a mattress there
today. It’s one of the roads that goes into our Township and people take that road. He’d
like to ask Bethlehem if they could encourage the property owners to clean this up and
make the properties more presentable.
Mr. Maxfield moved for approval as stated above.
Mrs. Yerger
Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.
4-0-1 (Mr. Kern- Absent)
Mr. Kern:
> Absent
Mrs. deLeon:
> She said things are moving along with the workshop for Monday, April 30. The Fire
Companies and the Authority are all going to be getting invitations. The Saucon Valley
Partnership is having an interactive workshop at the SV School District at the Audion
Room. Registration is at 5:30 PM, and the program starts at 6:00 PM. They need some
input to plan for their joint comprehensive plan. It’s a public meeting and they are asking
for community support.
> On Sunday, April 15, 2007 from 2:00 PM to 4:00 PM, the spring joint lecture of the LST

Historical Society and the SV Conservancy will be sponsoring a talk on the underground
railroad. It will be here in this room.
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General Business Meeting

April 4, 2007

Mr. Horiszny

>

>

>

He had additional information come in from the Agricultural Summit that he attended. It’s
the Farm Visit Survey Results and he’ll hand them in to the township.

At the Home Show, there was a barn restoration specialist there, and he has literature he
will pass out for possible quote work.

He attended the March 30 visit at SV Country Club to talk about their stream restoration
project, and he’ll hand out the maps and letters he received there.

Jr. Council Member

>

>

She said the “Girls Go Green” went very well this past Saturday. Over sixty people
participated. Two more troops will be doing work on May 5.

The SV School District recycling contest is now over as of March 31, 2007. All of the
schools qualified for prizes of $200 each. The school collecting the largest amount of
paper was the Middle School, at 7.3 tons. The High School was in 2™ place with 6.57 tons.
The Elementary School was in 3" place with 6.44 tons. The paper recycling program will
continue and more bins will be delivered throughout the area.

She is sorry to say that she will not be present at the next meeting. She will be in
Mississippi on a mission trip.

C. SOLICITOR

Absent

D. ENGINEER
Nothing to report

E. PLANNER
Nothing to report

IX. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION BY: Mrs. Yerger to adjourn. The time was 9:54 PM.

SECOND BY: Mr. Maxfield
Mr. Maxfield asked if anyone in the audience had any questions or comments? No one raised
their hand.

ROLL CALL: 4-0-1 (Mr. Kern — Absent)

Submitted by:

Mr. Jack Cahalan
Township Manager

Tom Maxfield
Vice President of Council
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