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tozl:he tax, and suggested compose sectors of t.he

! concern and noted that a public hearing
foremsmeratzmofthemercamletaxmllbeheldm,bhylz

24, 1983 neetmg was postponed

ates of the March 10, 1983 regular meeting were accepted with the
ﬁel:.cmng.orroctm page 2, paragraph 2 was amended to read "Should repair

] arise in the far future, the bridges would possibly be eligible for
Federalfmdmg Dean moved; Stewart seconded.

Follomngnean’smtmandstedart’s second, the minutes of the March 24,
1983 regular meeting were unaninc

In an update of his written update, Manager Lechner said that PennDOT's
gineering survey of the three bridges involyed in the Branch Road turnback-
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to—the-Township program had been received and submitied t6 the fownship o
for his consideration.

In regard to the expenditures resulting fram the Struble Road traffic in—
stallation, Bailey said that the IDA had promised to contribute $1600 toward
that project; furthermore, Bailey noted the IDA had aiso indicated that it
will contribute funds to help defray the costs of the Branch Road and South

Atherton Street signalization.

In response to Baiiey's questioning, Iechner said that the Township's
budget is currently on target and is being expended at a nonmal rate.

.ﬁe'rreas:aer'slq:ortwasﬂmacceptedfollmﬁngstaazt'smtimarﬂ
Dean's second.

Correspondence 1 — FRobert Folwell's Resignation from the EAC

Robert Folwell's resignation, due to relocation, fram the Environmental
Advisory Council was accepted with thanks for his good service. Dean moved;
seconded

Manager ILechner was. instructed to "resurrect"™ the list of previous nominees
for that position for consideration at the next regular meeting.
Correspondence 2 — Folwell Relates Intentions of EAC

In a letter dated April 1, 1983, EAC mamber Robert Folwell advised Council
of the Council's intentions for the coming months.

In addition, Folwell suggested that a member of Council (preferably the
Codes person) be appointed as overseer .of :the Council +o0 pramote better com-
mmication betwesn the two groups.

Consideration of these requests was scheduled for the April 28 meeting.

Correspondence 3 — Notice of Rallis' Withdrawal of Appeal

Council is in receipt ¢f a copy of Rallis' "Praecipe to Withdraw Appeal"
of his suit agzinst the Township. Rallis' sulthaébecmemmeeessaryasthe
Townshipy iad airsady changed the zoning of his propssty.

Correspondence 4 — PennDOT Has the Right-of-Way
A letter from PennDOT District Engineer Thomas C. Ickes regarding the re-




ainseﬂmastot!eaxeasthemhlpdeafs“sultabiemplaeemlaxﬁ"

Oouncil will address this reguest at its next regular meeting on April 28.

At802pnthezegu1arneetmgwasrecessedamiﬂ1efustofthef1vep:bhc
hearings was convened.

Public Hearing #1 — Grant and Liberty Streets

Bailey said that a petition for the Township's takeover of Grant and Liberty
Streets had been received by Council from all the residents of those streets
save Mr. and Mrs. Homer.

In & late-breaking development, however, a letter had been received, earlier
that day, from the Hommers indicating their acceptance of the Township's take-
over subject to the following conditions: that the water and sewer tap serving
their lot be moved back to a suitable position within the remaining area of

‘ their land, at no expense to them, no later that July 31, 1983.

Following a brief discussion of the Homers' demands, Dean said that al-
though their conditions should be examined and indeed granted as long as they
are not found to be detrimental to either his neighbors or the Township, Council
action on the takeover should proceed immediately. He then moved that Council
approve Ordinance #82 entitled the College Township Grant and Liberty Streets
Ordinance. Stewart seconded and the motion was carried.

Bailey reminded the residents that the Township had accepted the road on
an "as-is basis"; the Township will plow and maintain the road, he said, but
will not, unless funding becomes available, pave the area.

Public Hearing #2 — Subdivision Ordinance

Ba:leysazdttatthls"snall“amendnmttotheibmshlpsSubdlwsm
Oirdiance, regarding the procedure to be used for approval of phased subdivisions,
had been recamended for approval by the College Township Planning Cammission.

FRobert Watkins, Senior Planner for the Centre Regional Planning Commission,
and the only witness, also noted his approval. Hesa1dthataltlm1ghthe
‘ltnmshlp s current Subdivision Ordinance (Article I} Section 4, paragraph 4.1.1)
alloss for phased final approval, it does not address the situation wherein a
development is presented in stages for preliminary approval. When this does
occur, Watking said, it becomes difficult. particviarly with regavd to storm

@ water imnagement and strests, to adequately assess the individual stages'
i imnact on the £5ll subdivision. It is the College Township Planning Commission's
suggestion, therefore, that whenever a preliminary plan of a development is
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Public Hearing #3 — Flood Plain Ordinance

Robert WatlunseutlmedthecontentsoftheproposedfloodBlamﬁnend—
mttstothe‘lkxmsh;psMng

Planm.ng,
Section 1 |

areasElpemcoveredwene essent1a1 serv.wesmfloodp
hibition of hazardous materials, development and zoning of the fI oqd hazani
boundaxymp, new ¢ ptions to flood plain regulatlms,andarew.sedandmre
camprehensive definition of flood plains (now mcludmg soil types and on-site
analysis as a determinant).

An additional section, Section 1.8 (Variances) has been recommended for
:mclusmn by Jack McQuiston of the Flood Plain Management Division of the
Deparmart of Commmity Affairs. If adopted, this last section will enable the
Ibmslup to meet current Federal and State Flood Plain Regulatlons for flood
insurance. (see attachment "B")

Dean suggested that the Township obtain a copy of the Federal and State
Flood Insm'ancei?eglﬂatlonsaxﬁﬂaps, Zoning Officer Beward suggested that
more information be procured on the required sewage facility permits.

Bailey reiterated that these amendments have been fully approved by the
Township’s Pianning Commission. In response, Dean moved that Council approve
those amendments to the Zoning Ordinance pertaining to Flood Plains, i.e.
Art:.cleVII. Section 1 and Article XI, Section 2 as written in a memo from the
Centre Regional Plannmg Commission to the '.[bvmshlp dated May 11, 1982 entitled
"Flred Plain Regulation Amendments.” In addition, Article VII, Section 1.8 as
contained in a letter tc the Centre Regional Planning Commission from the
Department of G:xmamlty Affairs dated February 4, 1983. Stewart seconded,
there was oo further discussion, and the motion was carvied.

Public Hearing #4 —— Motor Vehicle Access and Parking Iots

Watkins summarized the provisions contained in the proposed amendments to




wnship : :
al pr fJ.rst floor frcm h.'LS own parka.ng lot.
e that thlS sectlon should ‘be reworded

and the fJ.rsl: smtawe o the mJ.ddle paragraph, pag

Also to be added to Article VII, Section 9,wasSubsectlon9314—Mamten§nce-
by way of memo from Centre Reglonal Plannmg Commission dated Jan. 31, 1983.

Council was in consensus that no action be taken until the amendment’'s
problems are solved Watkins sugges'.:ed that the Council's comments be referred
to the Planning Commission for its recommendation.

Further consideration of this amendment is expected to continue at the
May 12th regular Council meeting.

Public Hearing #5 — Revisions to Penn Hills PRD Master Plan

Pat Ward, Uni-Tec Engineer and representative for Cal Zimmerman, signed in
and was sworn-in to give t.estmmy.

Ward’s purpose that evening was to s=ek Commeil's approval for a change in
the Penn Hill's PRD master plan -- the subst:.tut:.on of duplex and triplex units
for the prevz.cus“iy appmvai multi-family dwellings in Section 10 and 1l.

Ward noted that the integrity of the area would not be disturbed. Density
would acu:ally decrease from 120 to 116 units; the amount of open space would




with zl-l;e fma1 pians ﬁer Phase III.

Ward said that the plans haye tmdergone same mmor revz.51 (change in
3 onoitgnmlets) since reaez. g Y & He

r noted that the revisions have actually improved 1
anly drawback, he said, is the lack of the surety requi
ﬂ@t@p,lansbeappmvedsubyecttosatlsfactmnofﬂ;esuretyberﬂ

samrtﬂmmvedthatommcll APPrOVE SprmgcreekEstates,PhaseIII,
Final Plan, dated March 17, 1983 mt.h the condition that the surety be posted
roval of the Solicitor. Dean seconded, and the motion was

Dean said that the pos:ttlons had been advertised and over 120 direct soli-
citations made to rrofessional organizations. He preferred not to nominate
anyone wln had not made appllcatlon, and suggested that Council await the expected

Dean also said that there will be no attempt to achieve geopolitical repre-
sem:atmn,and the entire slate of candidates will be voted upon by the COG at

one time.




Dean — BothGodeamiFmaneeoamltteemetungswerecancelledforlack
of gquorum.

Stewart — PublmSafety—AttherequestofPattmmhlp the COG
General Forum will discuss the possibility of a regional police

Ieaf Collection — April 22, 1983
Riff-Raff Collection — April 25, 26, & 27

May 12, 1983 at 8:00 pm at the College Township Mmicipal Building

Adjournment:

Pbllowmgamtlmbyneanandasecaﬂbyste»art,theregu]arueetmgwas
ad;;aumzé at 10:30 pm.

Respectfully submittea,

-

C. Thomas Lechner
Secretary
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