
SPRINGFIELD TOWNSHIP, BUCKS COUNTY 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING 

April 11, 2006 
 

The meeting was called to order at 7:32 p.m. with the Pledge of Allegiance by Chairman 
Jim Brownlow.  Members in attendance were: Vice Chairman Chuck Halderman, Rod 
Wieder, Rob Zisko and Karen Bedics.  
 
Introduction and Welcome of Richard Schilling as new Township Manager 
 

   Minutes from March 14, 2006 Meeting  
Brownlow asks for corrections to March 14 meeting. Bedics says she has two 
things that are inadvertently omitted. Letter that Sullivans read from the Kalatas. 
Bedics states that she gave each of the Supervisors a copy of the letter that was 
read regarding the quarry and the danger of people falling. That was not in the 
minutes and she would like that added. She gave Schilling a copy to add to the 
minutes. A second item omitted was twice she asked Clinton Cleaver because of 
the fact that there was not a note or a letter on the paperwork they got, he stated 
twice that the paperwork would not be considered complete because there was not 
a notice on it about the carbonate geology. She asked him about that twice and 
both times he said it would be considered incomplete. There is a mention that says 
when they reviewed the paperwork it may have been missed, but that’s not the 
question she asked.  Bedics requested that the two items be added. Haldemann 
adds that he wants to enter his written statement at the top of page 5. He also 
states that he did not say the following, "Chuck believes that the approval of the 
planning module should be addressed since it was illegally submitted to the DEP 
by the Township Manager," and, therefore, he requests to have that removed. 
Also on page 5, "the approval of the Chairman to sign the agreement as a result of 
the final approval by the Board of Supervisors," is incorrect. Haldemann is unsure 
of who made the statement, but states the sewage agreements go in with the 
sewage planning modules through the resolution. Just because a final approval 
was given in September 2005, it doesn’t authorize the Chairman to sign the 
sewage management agreements. That is a separate resolution. We didn’t know 
until November that we needed to have sewage management agreements. 
Brownlow agrees and believes the context as he recalls that the Chairman had 
followed procedure that had been in place and utilized previously for as long as 
anybody could remember. He states it was not out of line for that procedure for 
the Chairman to sign the agreements based on that final approval. Halderman 
disagrees and states the final approval doesn’t give the authority to the Chairman 
to sign any planning agreements for the planning modules. Brownlow states never 
before have we voted separately on that. Haldemann says we do through the 
resolutions. Every time there’s a sewage planning module, we pass it through a 
resolution. They won’t take it unless it goes through a resolution. The resolution to 
submit it was 2005-07. The final planning approval doesn’t give the Chairman or 
anyone the right to sign sewage management agreement. Brownlow states it’s 
enough of a gray area, but based on past practice, but I do agree that we can 



consider that. Brownlow calls for a motion to accept the minutes with the 
corrections submitted. Bedics motions and Brownlow seconds the motion. Board 
votes in favor to accept the corrections with one opposed (Wieder). Motion 
carries.  
 

Minutes from March 28, 2006 Meeting  
Brownlow asks for corrections to the minutes of the March 28 meeting. 
Haldemann motions to accept the minutes from the March 28, 2006. Brownlow 
seconds the motion. Vote was unanimous to approve minutes.  
 
Bills for Approval: 
Brownlow recognizes that we received this list today and, therefore, requests if 
members do not feel comfortable with it to make it an official part of the work 
session next time. Haldemann motions to table the bills list from March 29 to 
April 11, 2006 to our next scheduled meeting. Bedics seconds the motion. 
Schilling states that as of Friday when the agenda was set the bonding had not 
gone through yet and now the bonding is through and, therefore, Sandy prepared 
the list, which is current. Vote was unanimous to table bills. 
 
Zoning Report: 
Brownlow asks for questions on the report. Bedics asks what is a U & O? 
Schilling states it is a Use and Occupancy Permit and is used for resale if 
someone sells their house you have to have an inspection. 
 
Police Report: 
Chief Scott Huber reports for March 2006 the Police Department responded 113 
calls for service. There were four traffic accidents involving nine vehicles with 
two injuries and no fatalities. We issued 14 traffic citations, two non-traffic 
citations and one traffic warning.  Bedics commented while looking through the 
police records sees that the police have been really busy on Route 309 and have 
begun getting trucks for their overweight violations. Chief Huber confirmed this. 
Bedics states the board received a letter from a resident on Peppermint about 
speeders on that road where the speed limit is 25 mph and said speed bumps may 
not be a viable alternative, but asks if it is possible for the police when they begin 
their shift at 6 a.m. that they could patrol these roads. Huber states the next two 
days an officer is scheduled to work the evening shift and, therefore, will cover 
the evening rush hour traffic. He also states he put out a directive where officers 
are available when not on priority calls to target specifically Springtown area, 
Peppermint Rd., Richlandtown Pike, Route 309 and some of the other real traffic 
spots. Our commercial vehicle enforcement officer has been made aware of the 
problems and complaints the police department has received for oversized 
vehicles crossing Knechts Bridge Rd and Springhouse Lane. Bedics asks then can 
we count on seeing them out early in the morning during rush hour. Huber 
confirms, but adds that, unfortunately, that’s also when a lot of our accidents 
happen, but, hopefully, we can get out there and do traffic enforcement as well. 
Rob Zisko asks if we have scales. Huber answers that the police department does 



not have portable scales, but with working out on Route 309 with the large trucks, 
we use the certified in-ground CAT scale at the truck stop.  

 
Township Manager Report: 
Richard Schilling reports meeting with all the departments for an introduction and 
orientation to their particular functions, duties and responsibilities. He attended 
the Planning Commission of April 5, 2006, prepared the minutes and agenda. 
Planned Activities: Continue with orientation of Springfield Township Policies 
and Procedures and make recommendations if necessary, research grant 
opportunities, assess each department and look for ways to improve efficiency 
and productivity and look at cost-saving initiatives.  Recommendations: After 
attending the Planning Commission and knowing the development pressure that 
Springfield Township is under now and in the future, it would be prudent to have 
the township solicitor attend the PC meetings. The expense of this would be 
shared by the individual developers that are on that particular agenda. In other 
words, it doesn’t cost us anything, but he thinks going forward our Planning 
Commission is vulnerable. Brownlow states that the Planning Commission has in 
the past required them to ask for some kind of legal advice, which could have 
been perhaps given at the meeting as opposed to going back and forth. We would 
have to authorize that. Schilling agrees that the board would have to authorize 
that, but it’s part of the solicitor’s responsibility to not only safeguard the board’s 
legal interest, but also the Planning Commission and also relay the law to the 
Planning Commission, so he would make a motion to direct a solicitor to the 
Planning Commission meetings where we’re really not expending any township 
funds. It would be shared by the developers on that particular agenda. Brownlow 
asks for discussion and states we don’t have to do that tonight, but we can do the 
authorization at the next meeting which precedes the PC meeting, so there’s time 
to think about it. Bedics asks will we talk about it at the work session. Brownlow 
states we’re going to have an official part of that meeting like we did the last time, 
so it will be on the agenda for discussion.  
 
Public Comment on the Agenda Items: 
None 
 
Planning Matters: 
Mondschein 
Marc Fisher lawyer for applicant states that back in 2004 Mr. & Mrs. Mondschein 
submitted what was then a five-lot subdivision. There were four single-family 
residential lots in the upper area and there was a large 27-acre parcel that was not 
to be developed at that time. The matter was reviewed, and at that time all of the 
tire property sat in the developmental district. The township engineer reviewed it, 
issued a lengthy comment letter and most everything in there was drafting issues. 
There was one concern that he noted, that being that two of the lots that were 
proposed in the four-lot area were proposed to be serviced by flag lots and in the 
development district area, those aren’t permitted. So the Mondscheins would have 
to seek a variance. We took that comment letter under advisement and on 



February 1, 2006, a new sketch plan was submitted to the Planning Commission. 
There were two differences in the plan: 1) the original plan had shown a lot line 
adjustment and 2) instead of having the four lots up here, in the very same area 
where those four lots would be it was just confined to three lots. That was to 
address the engineer’s comment that flag lots aren’t permitted and frankly would 
have never gotten the variance. It’s certainly not a good argument if there’s a legal 
hardship because you could develop it properly as we’ve shown right here. at that 
PC meeting there was a discussion and an issue which speaks to Mr. Brownlow’s 
issue of whether or not a sketch plan was considered to be a new or revised plan, 
the significance being that this area subsequent to 2004 was then rezoned and, 
therefore, there might be different consequences to whatever in the future may 
happen to this 27-acre parcel. Again it was not proposed for development at that 
time. Truly the only difference was taking it from four to three to eliminate the / 
lot problem. At the end of that discussion (and I took a look at the minutes off of 
your website today), the members suggested that they obtain an opinion from the 
solicitor in writing whether or not it was a new or revised plan. The following was 
then stated: ’If the applicant decides to submit this sketch as a revision to the 
standing plan, the changes made in response to the Township’s Engineer review 
letter, then the solicitor’s opinion is not necessary.’ Two things happened 
simultaneously. Hence, the confusion. 1) there was a solicitor’s opinion, but 
simultaneous to that, Mr. & Mrs. Mondschein actually submitted the revised plan 
and, therefore, in our opinion, the solicitor’s letter was unnecessary following 
what the PC had suggested to do. The problem comes in when we went to submit 
the preliminary plan it wasn’t accepted. The revised preliminary plan wasn’t 
accepted. Even though it was treated by the township engineer, I believe the 
Bucks County authorities reviewed it as a revised plan as well and it’s clearly not 
inconsistent with the original plan except for the fact that we changed from 4 to 3 
lots. We’re in a problem situation. We can’t submit to the PC because they won’t 
accept it unless they consider a new plan, but the PC said as long as we revise it, it 
would be treated in response to the township engineer’s letter, which we did. 
They’ll accept as a revised plan. This is our problem.  I think I pretty accurately 
summarized it.  Brownlow says the issue here is whether we have two plans in 
front of us or one and if we have two, then one must be withdrawn,  Fischer states 
We would ask that this one that we’d like to submit as the revised plan be 
considered the plan, and then you don’t have to deal with the original plan. That 
would be the one plan that we’d ask the PC to take a look at. We understand in the 
future if somebody wants to do something with this large tract of land, they’re 
subject to the zoning ordinance the Mondscheins accept that and whoever may 
own it, they have to live with that as well, whatever it may be at that time. That’s 
what we would like to do, but they won’t take our plan. That’s our problem. 
Brownlow: In essence you’re going to give us written assurance that this plan is a 
revision of the original plan and it is not a new submission from your prospective. 
The other thing is the expiration date is June 30, 2006, so no action has to be 
taken in regard to this plan from our perspective. Our perspective would be if we 
don’t take action within the time period allotted to us, it’s automatically approved 
and we do not want that to happen. If we get written assurance and I throw this 



open to the rest of the board that this is a revision to the original submission and 
there are not two plans in front of the township for the same parcel, I would 
suggest that we send this back to the PC for their continued review. 
 Halderman: you said it was a sketch plan that introduced in February 2006. 
Fisher: That’s correct, but this is actually a preliminary plan. Halderman: The 
wording is a little confusing. A sketch plan is something that has only been 
accepted as a preliminary plan. Fisher: I agree with you and I didn’t mean to 
mince words. Actually what was submitted that night was a sketch plan because 
the intent was that we added access here to avoid the flag lot issue to try and 
solicit input from the PC. In response to that input that night--there was dialogue 
on that subject--a preliminary plan has been prepared, but it hasn’t been filed. So, 
you’re right.  Rob Zisko: isn’t that area that you’re accessing considered a wetland 
that Bob Wynn said in your review letter? Paul Dietz (applicants Engineer): there 
are wetlands down across the front of this piece, but not up in here and they were 
flagged and delineated by NOVA consultants and there are comments in Bob 
Wynn’s. We will produce that. Fisher: The problem is we haven’t been able to get 
before the PC to talk about the issues to get it solved. When the plan was 
submitted originally, there was no revision date on it. It was truly a sketch. 
However, this plan said clearly mark a revision and the revisions that were made 
were in response to Bob Wynn’s letter that occurred back in 2004. Bedics: These 
lots that are on Hottle Rd., would they be back a little bit further from the old 
schoolhouse? Am I correct? Dietz: Yes. The old schoolhouse sits in here, so 
they’re up the hill as it were from there. There’s this 12-acre piece. That’s where 
we want to put the development and then Hottle Rd. bends. Bedics: Across the 
road is the animal hospital? Dietz: Yes. Brownlow: I think that puts that issue 
aside from it two things. One, of course, is that between the original submission 
and this one, we get a revision. The zoning for that full parcel changed so I 
haven’t done an analysis of the plan in short of as to what difference would be in 
light of this submission, but I am more than willing to hand this back to the PC as 
a revision to the original. Halderman: So you want to put two one-acre lots there? 
Is that what you want to do? Paul Mondschein (applicant) answers: Three acres. 
Brownlow: this is one of the gray areas, and it’s not just here. when you get a plan 
submission, there’s a sketch plan first, then discussion around it and then a 
preliminary plan is submitted, then there’s give and take. I have only seen one 
plan that actually met all the requirements that we had as submitted originally. 
There’s give and take as to whether or not you can have four lots, two lots, and so 
on. Where it gets that gray area when you come back in with the revisions, is it 
enough revisions that warrant it being a new plan and the only time this comes 
into play is when you have a zoning change in between. Fisher: there really is 
very little law. The law that’s out there seems to suggest that you’re submitting a 
second plan that’s clearly inconsistent with the first. For example, if came wanting 
to build townhouses, parking complex, a cluster develop, that’s really different 
than the first. Halderman: You say you have Bob Wynn’s letter that recommended 
you take the flag lot away? Fisher: Yes. Brownlow makes a motion that we send 
this revised one back to the PC with the understanding that it is a revision 
provided that we get written assurance from the applicant that this is indeed a 



revised plan and not a second plan for that parcel. Rob Zisko seconds the motion 
and vote was unanimous to send the plan back to the PC per Brownlows motion. 

 
New Business: 
None 
 
Old Business: 
Brownlow: The first item on the agenda, we were going to have some kind of 
motion made for Barbara, but it was brought to my attention that we have already 
done that at a previous meeting and while we love Barbara to death, we can’t be 
praising her at every meeting that we have. So I’m going to pass on this particular 
item and for the record say thanks again to Barbara for all the years that she 
obviously gave to the township. Bedics requested the Board to do something for 
Barbara. Brownlow said she received a plaque the first time she retired and the 
board gave her a lump sum amount in December. Bedics stated she was just 
hoping to do something for her as an official going away gift. She realizes 
Barbara got a bonus, but since she left very quickly, Bedics felt she should be 
acknowledged that all of her hard work is appreciated. Brownlow made a 
suggestion, not for the minutes, and he will make the arrangements. Brownlow 
then referred to bonding. He states back in December as a recommendation from 
the auditors, the board voted to increase the bond from $500,000 to $1.5 million. 
In hindsight, there are some down sides to employing that high of a bond. The 
bond company then requires some things that we perhaps don’t do. We discovered 
this when we applied for the bond, and two things came light: 1) we required the 
same amount of bond for the township manager as for the treasurer. Barbara was 
the Manager/Secretary/Treasurer. The bonding company looked the size of the 
bond for the manager since the manager doesn’t handle money and wondering 
why we wanted a bond so high amount of money. 2)  Was they sent us a whole 
new application for the treasurer which had a lot of requirements on it and I think 
we need to have a discussion around these things before we just do this. As a 
result of this and in order to make sure that we had bonding at least, we reduced, 
at the recommendation of the bonding company, the manager to $50,000 and the 
Treasurer to $500,000 and that sped up the process of getting Sandy bonded right 
way. So we now are bonded for those amounts of money. What I would like is a 
motion to recognize that current bonding level and then we can take some time, 
perhaps at our next meeting, to go into some details about what the requirements 
are to go higher or even if we need them. There is some discussion.  Rod Wieder 
stated that we voted to increase the bond for the Township Treasurer to $1.5 
million and we have an ordinance establishing a $50,000 bond on the manager.  
Schilling states the managers bond is satisfied. Currently the bond is $500,000 
and seconded by Robbie Zisko. That was our / meeting. Halderman motions to set 
the bond at $500,000 for the Treasurer and $50,000 for the Manager.   
Zisko seconds the motion. Bedics asks if this will be on the next agenda and 
Brownlow replied yes.  Vote was unanimous. 
 
 



Cable TV 
Brownlow asks the board if they want to do a second mini-presentation even 
though they heard it at the last work session. Schilling: what you have which I 
handed out is the Service Electric Cable TV complaint procedure and the only 
thing we’re asking the board to do is by motion to accept the verbiage and we’ll 
take the verbiage and rearrange that to fit on the website in the best manner and 
also do some spelling directions. This form was presented by Ken Simmons. 
Zisko motions to put complaint form on website. Bedics seconds the motion and 
says that Schilling mentioned putting it on the website and she talked to Sandy for 
the residents that aren’t computer savvy that hard copies be available at the 
township building. Schilling asks if Ken has anything to add. Simmons: We put 
the Ordinance 132 on the website. We’re getting no hits. That means we’re getting 
no information feedback. This is going to go on the website and I fear that it will 
suffer the same plight. So I am asking you for your best advice as to how to adapt 
to the citizens of Springfield Township. We need to do that because we need to 
identify things like bad reception on Quarry Road. I think the best thing that we 
could do is ask the people on Quarry Road to make a complaint and allow us to 
follow up. We need to identify the areas where we have bad reception. This is a 
major thing we have at. We’re in our contract negotiations. We’ve had our first 
meeting with Service Electric and we had great progress and they agreed to have a 
second meeting.  Brownlow: there is on the agenda a volunteer to help us design 
the township newsletter we will talk about it at that time. Simmons: If we can find 
out the people who have the bad reception and put that in a category and localize 
it, then we have something to vote on. Brownlow states we have a motion and a 
second.  Vote was unanimous. 
 
BCTMA 
Brownlow: At our last meeting Jim Hopkins suggested to us the possibility the 
Bucks County Transportation Management Association. We have an opportunity 
to join and with that joining we may even get a seat on the board. There was a 
presentation made by Jim at the last meeting. The cost to us is $500.00. 
Brownlow asked for discussion. Bedics: What are the advantages of our township 
joining this again? Hopkins: First the organization was formed to look at a viable 
transportation project looking at issues like Route 309. However, they tried to 
take responsibility for that and SEPTA refused that project. The commissioner 
then asked the Transportation Management Authority if they would become the 
sponsoring agent to support that. They now are looking at getting a grant in the 
beginning of the first phrase and part of that comes a park and ride and new 
development for a station in Shelly and, obviously it impacts Springfield 
Township because it is the only planned industrial / commercial zoned area 
outside of the village commercial areas that we have. Where that’s located, how 
that’s accessed is all a vital interest obviously of the Supervisors, PC and TMA.   
For us to be part of the organization as a township, the first hurdle that was 
presented is looking for the township to belong to the organization and contribute 
as a member of the organization financially. Contributing financially is a criteria. 
Bedics: when you’re talking about getting grant money to run the rails back up 



that way, the grant monies normally have to be matched from funds from whoever 
is applying for the grants.  Hopkins: this is transportation funds. Transportation 
funds are not funded by local municipalities. Transportation funds come from 
gasoline, fuel tax and those sources. Bedics: Would they be asking our Township 
to use our liquid fuels money to help fund grants? Hopkins: No. Liquid fuel 
money is allocated based off of road surface miles of roads. It would come from 
another appropriation.  Hopkins: What they’re trying to do is put together a non-
profit organization that would oversee the business plan for this development to 
start. Halderman: I think this a potential for economic development. I motion that 
Springfield Township joins the Bucks County Transportation Management 
Association.  Zisko seconds the motion.  Brownlow asks if we need a designated 
representative. Hopkins: No. if you send that check in I’ll talk to the executive 
director and I’ll be the go-between until they get back with some response. 
Brownlow asks for all in favor to vote.  Vote was unanimous. 
 
Wearing Course Bid 
Brownlow:  The wearing course bids were tabled at our last meeting because 

none of us actually knew where the money was coming. Actually there were two 
questions raised at that meeting as I recall. One, I believe from Charlie Mease 
about donation from Haines & Kibblehouse to the Township and why have we 
not used it and where have we used it. I asked the manager to research that. 
Schilling: The donation was 300 tons by Haines and Kibblehouse, to which we’ve 
utilized each and every year with the exception of last year. There were 108 tons, 
which were carried over to this year for a total of 408 tons to be used this year. 
I’ve been out with Rich Pursell on the roads. He has some good ideas for the 
utilization of that blacktop. The second questions as far as what we’re paying for 
liquid fuel for the wearing course bids. That the answer is no, we are not. That is 
coming out of the general fund . Brownlow: So we had one bid as I recall. Zisko 
asks about what we haven’t used last year. Schilling: What the exception of last 
year, there's 108 tons that are outstanding for a total of 408 this year. Brownlow: 
This bid was for (500) tons of ID-2, (100) tons of ID-3 and (75) tons of cold 
patch.  The total bid was $28,700.00. Brownlow moves to accept the bid. 
Haldemann: I need to understand this. Are we going to have to pay for this out of 
the general fund? So we shouldn't rebid this? Schilling: No. This was all along 
earmarked for the general fund. We have a proposal which we will be forwarding 
to you gentlemen and lady at our next meeting which is an outline of a very 
aggressive oil and chip schedule along with one small paving job.  Zisko 
seconded the motion. Vote was unanimous. 
 
EAC - PROJECTS 
Brownlow states we received a letter from the EAC. This was discussed at the 
March 28 work session, our last work session. He opens it for discussion. Bedics 
stated Scott and the committee asked us to discuss prioritizing the items that are 
on this list which include regional storm water management, septic management, 
mapping of the head waters, educational outreach and native plant gardens. She 
states she likes the order they are in on the paper he gave us. Her personal feeling 



is over the past few years we’ve been getting a lot of heavy-hitter storms, 
particularly in the spring and in the fall. She states that she thinks storm water 
management is a serious issue that we need to deal with and looking at the list 
here and she agrees to the order in which they are given. Halderman: I guess how 
quickly we want to move on this, it depends on numbers and the professionals we 
want to hire. Brownlow: You raised an interesting question, but item #5, which is 
the native planting garden, we already have a highly motivated individual sitting 
in the front row who would love to do this. I had a couple of comments. The first 
is regional storm water management: after the zoning change, there is one thing 
that I’d like to recommend that we add to this particular area and that is the EAC  
not report directly to us, but report to the PC. I think that this is a charge that the 
PC is better able to handle than we are. I would make a recommendation that we 
add that to #1 and to shorten my comments I would also recommend we add it to 
#2 and #3. #2 is septic management and #3 is headwaters mapping. I would like 
to see the EAC do this plan through the PC to us. Zisko: I have a question on the 
headwaters mapping to Scott. You’ve done that in the Springtown area, correct? 
How have you handled that with the individual property owners? Are you calling 
them for permission to go on their property. Douglas: We haven’t gone on the 
properties. We haven’t done a systematic. The only times that we’ve been on since 
the original thing where we did the Silver Creek, we had permission of Lower 
Saucon and we had the property owner permission for the Springfield side. So 
what I’m anticipating doing most of what we would do is direct access from the 
public roads. We wouldn’t just look for crossings on the public roads that have to 
traverse any properties. In the event that there are areas, and there will be some, 
where we would need property owner permission. Zisko: If you’re going through 
public roads, do you really have permission?  Douglas: We do this from the 
public road.  Our road system is spread out enough that you can catch all the 
headwaters and you dramatically increase the size of known water forces simply 
by following the roads. My son and I have done the northern side of the valley 
completely just by going on the roads. On the southern side there used to be a 
road that ran along the ridge, but that’s gone. It would a little tougher to get the 
entire southern bridge. That will require some property owner permission. 
Brownlow: I have two comments. Under #4. The last sentence, ’as a first step we 
would like to provide a quote for producing a mailing to all township residents 
information produced by Spotts, Stevens and McCoy, for the township plan. So 
there’s an item that’s specifically asks for funding. The last item, is that the EAC 
prefers to expand to (7) members but at the minimum (5) members. In order to 
accomplish this, although it’s not on this paper, Scott did say that he would need 
more than (3) members in the EAC. So whatever we do, I think we need to keep 
that in mind. Brownlow asks for questions or comments. Douglas: I’ve worded it 
and I think carefully, a lot of this is preliminary investigation with reports back. 
Until I have your blessing to go forward with any one or more of these items, I 
didn’t want to go out there and ask a lot of questions and make it sound like 
Springfield Township is moving in any particular direction until you say that’s the 
scenario that we might be able to look at closely. Especially when I’m going out 
and talking to other townships about a regional plan, that makes it look like you 



are planning on moving forward with something and I didn’t want do that until 
you said you want me to ask about that. Even the headwaters, it doesn’t say that 
the Springfield EAC is going to be doing anything other than receiving the 
information from the watershed association. You have to read very carefully what 
the EAC is actually going to be doing, especially on #1 and #2 which could be 
particularly time consuming. I appreciate your comments and working with the 
PC because that opens it up to a lot more people. My vision down the road after 
I’ve investigated this a little more would be that both of those would require some 
sort of steering commission or planning commission to oversee that. You’re going 
to need a body of people. There would be getting a consultant on board and 
there’d probably be some funding requirements. I’m not saying that I want your 
blessing for whatever I might come up with. It’s that I’m looking for your blessing 
to go out and get some details provided to you. Bedics: I really like the idea of 
meeting with the other municipalities to coordinate an effort to work towards the 
same goal, and I’m hoping that if and when you begin doing that, that you get 
back to the board with the results. Brownlow: I’d like to move that we adopt the 
work plan for the EAC as presented with the change in 1, 2 and 3 reflect the EAC 
will report through the PC and provide a second and periodic reports to the Board 
of Supervisors and copies of whatever is shared with the PC. Secondly, that we 
expand the EAC membership to a total of seven and advertise for interested 
parties within the township to fill the (4) additional positions that we’re proposing. 
Halderman states so if people want to get involved they can be associate members 
then they can help out. Anybody that wants to come in and join can be associate 
members. Brownlow made a motion. Bedics seconds motion. Wieder states he 
doesn’t understand why the need to expand to (7) members. There is some 
discussion. Douglas states having a few more would help when presently only (2) 
members can make a meeting, and that those people who have to petition to the 
board and express their qualifications and desire and then we would have to 
approve it.  Vote was unanimous.  
 
Correspondence: 
 
 #1: Rose Strong 
Brownlow: Rose Strong has volunteered her services to help design our 
newsletter and to improve our website. We’ve talked about a newsletter for years 
and we just have not put it together. Strong: I did a little preliminary research and 
these are some local township newsletters that I received. There are some really 
nice newsletters our there from our neighbors. What I am proposing is first of all, 
why produce a newsletter? To get this information out. You can combine what 
Scott has and the Historical Commission and what’s going on with some planning 
issues in a newsletter. A newsletter and a website go hand in hand. You don’t have 
everybody in a community who is computer-savvy or has a computer. People like 
something in a hard copy. It’s a good marketing tool to get your community more 
involved even if they don’t come to the meetings. They’re at least aware of what’s 
happening. It can even increase voter turnout. The township has budgeted $2,400 
a year for website and newsletter.  I think that is feasible.   If you do a newsletter, 



most of these are getting business card ads from local community businesses that 
help to defray expenses. It helps to defray postage and printing. My proposal 
basically as a volunteer--I also have some website pages. Our website is good, but 
it’s a little tired. Plumstead Twp. has nice township photographs. Perkasie has 
some nice photos. To show off your township. We have some really nice things in 
this township.  My proposal is that we get a communications committee going. I 
can do copy. I like writing. As a resident of Springfield Township, I think 
everybody knows that I’m a good writer, but it doesn’t need to be a one-man band. 
I have somebody who is willing to help me. There are other people who have 
asked or offered if we’re going to get a newsletter started. I don’t know a whole lot 
about website design, but I think we can work it out with people who know. 
Brownlow states we should do it and after talking to the other members, that you 
work through the Township Manager because he has access to resources. Strong 
says she would volunteer for a 12-month period putting out two newsletters and 
updating the website. After 12 months, we’ll see where things stand and if you 
need my services to continue or how my personal obligations would be. It’s not 
something that I think I should be in charge or forever or be in charge of. It’s a 
community. Schilling suggested Linda Bartholomew, the police secretary, who 
has a lot of commercial design layout and she would be interested in utilizing her 
skills, but the only concern as far as expanding the website to be like the other 
bigger townships with photos, that there’s a problem with downloading to a lot of 
residents with the dial up Internet access. That would be something to discuss 
because if it’s going to take residents 15 minutes to load. Strong states she has 
dial-up Internet and has no problem. It’s not like you’re showing pictures. It’s a 
nice design to show what you’re township looks like. We have some historical 
places here that we should show off. But it does take time to do that. Schilling: 
Just for the record, as far as talking to Linda, I told her if the Board was to be 
open with that, I told her to keep those hours separate from the police hours and 
not to dip into Chief Huber’s budget. Brownlow states as long as Rose is working 
through the township manager, he doesn’t see any problem with it. Bedics asks if 
she wants to do this twice a year. Strong says for now bi-annual. Bedics suggests 
that basically once you get the OK to get started the EAC and the Historical 
Commission can just get the information of what they’d like in that newsletter. 
Strong says they can email her such information as hazardous waste, when to vote 
etc. Brownlow motions in favor of Rose Strong starting a township newsletter. 
Halderman seconds the motion. Vote was unanimous.  

 
#2: Upper Bucks Regional EMS 
Brownlow states that Haldemann is our point person on the Upper Bucks 
Regional EMS, and asks if there is something he needs from the board in support 
of this. Haldemann: What I need to get to everybody a packet of information that 
they provided and give Richard a copy so that at our next meeting we’ll be better 
informed. Brownlow states that they want money and asks how much do they 
want. Haldemann: $15,000. Brownlow: When is the next meeting? Haldemann: 
They’ll notify us, but what we have to remember is that coverage is going to be 
reduced up here. Bedics requests that he read that option. Haldemann: I don’t have 



my folder. I thought they were going to have that operational 66 percent of the 
time. Brownlow: It says Upper Bucks to adopt and implement option 2 
immediately, which is to reduce the current operation to two full stations, the one 
full station in Revere and 66 percent of the Springfield operation. Haldemann: If 
you’re not happy with that, we would have to go back and tell them we’re not 
pleased with that. This is really going to impact our township. Brownlow: Can  
we get that packet of information at our next work session meeting? Let’s bring it 
up then. Haldemann: I think we need to talk about it more. Brownlow: $15,000 is 
a ballpark figure and it’s good to have some idea. 
 
#3: EAC - Letter 
Brownlow stated we took care of this already. 
 
#4: Ken Steere Re: Safety Issues on Peppermint Road 
Brownlow addresses Chief Huber stating that basically Stier is requesting speed 
bumps to reduce the speed and asks for his comment on this. Huber: I have some 
reservations about speed bumps on Peppermint Road specifically. I don’t have a 
problem setting up some type of traffic enforcement on the road even if it’s a point 
of us getting down some Vascar lines to do some speed time in the area, but when 
we start looking at putting down humps or bumps on this road, I see a problem 
with snowplowing; I see a problem with emergency vehicles traveling this road at 
higher speeds and I also see a problem with kids that are going to be using these 
as jump ramps and purposes other than what they are designed. I can understand 
where Quakertown has the issue with Mill Street where they appear to be working 
quite well down there, but the difference in the roadways with Mill Street with the 
kind of traffic that gets and the kind of traffic we get in a rural setting, the 
similarities just are not there. Brownlow requests that Huber contact Ken Steere. 
Bedics states she made her comment earlier and the Chief said that he would see 
if he can have somebody sitting there once in a while to deter speeders.  Huber: 
We used to have lines out there, but with the oil and chipping, we have to repaint 
every couple years. Haldemann: While we’re talking with the Chief, what do these 
portable speed trailers cost? Huber: A lot of money. Haldemann: How much 
money? Huber: I couldn’t give you even a ballpark figure. There is some 
discussion. Douglas: Given that I do work for the DOT, we’ve been testing at our 
campus in Trenton, these pole mounting that are run off of solar, and I don’t know 
what those cost, but they’re pretty small. I can find out. 

 
Public Comments: 

 Ken Simmons:  I’ve been involved in the open space for a number of years and I 
want donate something to the library here. I know you’re talking about expanding 
our monies to support open space. This is by guy who is supposed to be an 
authority. His name is Steven Small and he is recognized throughout the United 
States. I’d like to donate “Preserving Family Lands” to the library. Brownlow 
thanks him. 

 



 Paul Rush: I think that the newsletter is a terrific idea. Something should be in 
there about the burning. He talks about neighbors burning whenever they want to. 
Bedics: What is the procedure if someone calls in on a Sunday because someone 
is burning, whose job is it to go out there? Is it the police or Jeff Mease? Chief 
Huber answers that it is the police responsibility. 

 
 Hans Reimann:   I want to echo what Paul said about the newsletter. That’s 

wonderful for Rose to stand up and take that on. Also the authorization for the 
EAC to do some good things and also one of the things that I was always looking 
forward is cooperation between the Planning Commission and the EAC. That’s 
vital. 

 
 Brownlow: Before we get to the supervisors comments there are two things for 

our next meeting, we have the ad hoc Water Committee meeting. Last Wednesday 
of the month, the 26th. That’s a meeting that’s coming up.  Our next meeting will 
be April 25th. The following Wednesday is the Planning Commission. He asks 
Richard from now on to put down the dates of the meetings. The second items is 
are there any items for the work session? We’ve identified a couple of items that 
we need to take action at our next meeting, so we’ll have to advertise that meeting 
as a regular meeting. We had one items for the work session. Are there any other 
items that we want to talk about? Schilling: We also had open space and fire 
department. Brownlow says we should discuss that. Riemann:  Place for Native 
Garden at the township building. 

 
 SUPERVISORS COMMENTS: 
 Bedics expressed her appreciation on behalf of the board to the Cooks Creek 

Water Association and to the Boys Scout Troop 27 and any other Boy Scout 
troops that she missed that helped pick up litter on the roadways. Bedics stated 
she thought it was a wonderful thing they did, showing a real sense of community 
and caring for your township and what a pleasure it is to drive down the highways 
to see no litter. She proposed to the Board to send certificates of appreciation to 
Cooks Creek Watershed and Troop 27 for their efforts and hard work. Brownlow 
seconds the motion. Haldemann states that there were members of Lower Saucon 
involved. Bedics states whatever groups of people were involved she moves to 
send certificates. Wieder seconds the motion. Scott Douglas stated there were 
about 60 participants and they covered 30 miles of roadway and picked up three 
Penndot dump trucks full. He also stated he has a press release.  Schilling: asks 
for someone to forward the list of names to him.  Douglas replied that he will.  
Vote was unanimous.  

 
 Bedics took the liberty of ordering through PSATS some videos called, "Down 

the Drain." It’s an 11-minute video on taking care of your septic system. She 
ordered ten of them, which will be available here at the township building. If 
anyone wants to borrow them, they can sign up. 

 
 



 
 ADJOURNMENT 
 Zisko moves for adjournment.  Wieder seconds the motion.  Vote was unanimous.   
 Meeting adjourned at 9:35pm. 
 

Respectfully Submitted 
 
 

Richard H. Schilling 
Township Manager/Secretary  
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 


