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COLLEGE TOWNSHIP COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 14, 1984

A meeting of the College Township Council convened at 7:30 pm on Thursday,
June 14, 1984, in the College Township Municipal Building.

Members present: Gale L Dargitz, Max E Hariswick, Fred E Smith,
Herbert W Stewart, and Dolores A Taricani - Chairman

Others preseat: C Thomas Lechner - Manager
Robert L Hayden - Treasurer

PUBLIC HEARINGS

1. 1IDA Funding Application — Gary and Judith Moyer

After swearing-in Gary Moyer, Taricani asked him to present his reasons for
application for IDA Funds. Moyer said their proposed facility, to be located in
CATO Park, would serve Lion's Pride and their two other stores outside the local
area in customizing their company products. Had zoning not caused problems, the
new business would have been located on Moyer property in Patton Township. As it
is, Moyer said the projected employment of the project will be 14 full-time posi-
tions (eight newly-created ones) and will be large enough to eventually support
five or six stores, should their business expand.

Dargitz then moved and Smith seconded that Council grant the IDA Certificate
of Approval to Gary and Judith Moyer. The motion carried.

2. Ordinance 84 -~ Authorization of the Microfilming of Maintenance Records

Taricani reminded Council that this issue had been discussed at a previous
meeting. After a brief discussion, Smith moved that Council approve Ordinance 84,
allowing the Centre Region Code Office to microfilm the plumbing, electrical, fire
and property maintenance records. After Hartswick's second, Council approved the
motion.

The public hearing was then closed. Hartswick moved, Smith seconded. Taricani

called to order the regular meeting.

OFER DISCUSSIGH

None.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Smith asked that the May 24, 1984 Minutes on Page 4, Paragraph 2 be corrected
to read as follows: ", . . the 10 percent tatiq?ﬁgives the market value of $80,000."
With that correction the Minutes of the May 10, 1984 meeting and the May 24, 1984
meeting were approved. Hartswick moved, Dargitz seconded.
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MANAGER'S UPDATE

Smith inquired about a response to a May 10, 1984 item, that a developer be
respon31b1e for nroviding the properxy deed to bring an easement dint nmen
Lechner repiied that ...s action must be done before occupancy is alloked,,but at
this point he had no new information. '

Smith also asked about the outcome of the Central PA Health Systems Agency
Hearing concerning the selection of a nursing care fac111ty for the region. Lechner
said he attended the hearing at which the applicants testlfled at great length.

The Agency felt they could not render a decision because of the la e hour and haying
two appllcants instead of the usual one they tabled the issue until the June 19th

meeting.

FINANCIAL REPORT

Dargitz moved and Stewart seconded that the Financial Report be accepted as
distributed. However, Dargitz also mentioned that Miscellaneous (Item 380) showed
a higher amount than the budget indicated. Taricani added that last month's state-
ment, which was correct, did not reflect the total income. Lechner emvha81zed the
time lag causes fluctuations from month to month in recording Township f1nances.
Council then unanimously approved the May Fimancial Report.

CORRESPONDENCE

1. College-Harris Joint Authority Authorization of Study for Dr. Thora Hardy

A copy of a letter dated June 5, 1984 was received by Thomas Lechner from David
Allison, Executive Secretary of the College-Harris Joint Authority, to Uni-Tec's
Thomas Songer confirming that the Authority will review Uni-Tec's 1979 study of the
cost to provide sewer service to Dr. Thora Hardy's property. He stated the study
will not exceed $500.

2. Trees and Sidewalks for Lemont

A letter dated June 6, 1984 was received from Ronald Smith inquiring about
action on his request a year ago for more trees and sidewalks for downtown Lemont.
(On the reverse side of Smith's letter, Lechner listed action taken on the request.)

Solicitor Reed McCormick reviewed points he felt needed to be addressed:

i. Since Pike Street is a State road, where would the trees and
sidewalks be located in regards to the State right-of-way?

2. What is the status of a Township takeover of that section of
road from the State?

.

3. If the Township does take over Branch Road or Pike Street, what
width of the right-of-way will be the Township's responsibility?

4. ¥hat is the Township's role in providing parking along Pike
Street?

8. Will Council create an ordinance assessing property owners for
sidewalk and shade tree improvements?




Taricani said she supported . the ideas for these 1mprovements,
should remember hese services are not pxov1ded elsewhere in

~bringingkahaut ]
only hearing irom ne person 1n the commun
of the other residents.

Lechner said some people actually feel |
residents who have s1deva1ks complaln that
the sidewalks.

ngs should stay as is.
ture trees uvroot and desﬁroy

Dargitz inquired about legal aspects, asking if sidewalks would be on private
property or the State right- of—way.

in 1nsta111ng the 51dewa ks (such as how exten51ve cutt ng
McCormick sald he also needed to have the edge of the 51dew,

Taricani then asked that a letter be written to Mr. Smith saying that Council
had not forgoffen the issue and citing the facets of the Droblem ust d ussed
such as controlling the xlght—of—way and legalities 1nvolved. She added at Smlxh
should be instructed to contact the Lemont age Assoc1atlon about the p‘551b : )
of conductlng a town meeting durlng a portlon of a Counc11 meeting. Tarlcanl also
asked Lechner to contact the State for information on the rights and 11m1ts of the
Township for putting sidewalks and trees on the State rlght—of-way.

3. (Cable TV Survey

A letter dated May 17, 1984 was received from Borough Mayor Arnold Addison
asking community leaders to answer an attached survey for exploring the possibility
of establishing a local programming channel The survey's purpose is to identify
communication needs of local organizations and to identify interest in the project.
Taricani said each Council member can fill out the survey form and ma11 it.

PLANS FOR APPROVAL

I Ric.k Himes' Preliminary-Final Two-Lot Subdivision Plan

Alan Stewart from Sweetland Engineering presented the plan and explained the
subdivision concerned a wooded lot that Mr. Himes would iike to subd1v1de in half.

Lechner emphasized that there was a request that the Township Engineer check
on the easement to see if it could contain water generated by a "hundred year storm."

Stewart said he had checked with the Township Engineer who also expressed
concern over the drainage way although usually it recelved very little water due
to zinkbolez auad ponds located on higher elevations above the drainage way. Stewart
said they widened the drainase way out to 50 feet through a flattened area.

Ancther peint of concern was that the private s a highar than
natural grade. giving a coning effect in the area. Stewart Sald they shot contours
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into the field to determine how much wate: would back up before it topped the
t, they flaired out the problem area to 100 feet at the

stated that b

After more discussion, Hartswick moved that Council app:
f Rick Himes, revised June 13,
tion carried. '

Dargitz's second, the

2. ‘The Ellis F. Houser Preliminary-Final Resubdivision Plan for Lots 6 and 7

would combine two
te , , the Benner Pike —
tamps, etc. He added that primary access will be

Uni-Tec Engineer Tom Songer explained this subdivision plan
] are located behind stores ¢

lots along Short Street. The |
Long John Silvers, S & H Green |
off Gerald Street.

Dargitz then moved that Council approve the Resubdiyision of Lots 6 and 7
Ellis F. sHivuser, revised May 22, 1984. With Hartswick’s second, the motion

carried.

1. Penn Hills PRD - Updated Phasing Schedule

Taricani explained the phasing schedule was required annually and Council
had only to receive it and file it in the record.

2. Clover Highlands Associates Request for a Public Hearing on PRD Master Plan

Songer said the present PRD Master Plan had changed considerably from the one
originally approved. The intent of deyelopment now is oriented toward the elderly
with duplexes, townhouses, and garden apartments along with office buildings
(probably for medical personnel) buffering the By-pass.

Songer continued saying they were asking for plan approval from the Planning
Commission on June 28, and assuming that was forthcoming, they would like to have
the public hearing scheduled for July 12, 1984.

Council discussed how and when to have the public hearing and decided to
schedule it with the July 12th meeting, alotting a specified segment of time such
as an hour. If more time is necessary, it can be continued at a later date with-

out re-advertising.

3. Reguest from Mitchell Enterprises to Extend the Time Limit for Subdivision Redesign

Katharine Mitchell, Vice-President for Mitchell Enterprises, was present to
suppert her written request for a ome-year time extension after the By-pass
compietiocn to submit their subdivision redesign.

Lechner asked for a clarification as the terms of when the By-pass is actually
completed and suggested it was vhen the concrete was in place.



camplenon da)te s:mce the developer would ;edesz.gu £l
as possible to sell the lots.

;Smlt%a then moved and Stewart ?seccnded ‘a motion to grant ;

4. Resolution 102 — Authorizing Township's Share of the CATA Budget

Stewart inquired about last year's figure which was then determined to be
$12,789. The 1984-85 Iopns!up portion will be 9. Lechner said $912 of the
1984-85 share would be alotted for capital expenditures.

Council then voted unmanimously to approve Resolution 102 authorizing $13,789 to
be used as College Township’s share of the CATA budget. Smith moved, Hartswick
seconded.

5. Resolution 103 - Approving the Parking Lot Design and Authorizing Funding

Lechner presented an engineering plan prepared by PennDOT of the work to be
done around the Municipal Buﬂ.dlng because of By-pass construction. He said PennDOT's
responsibility in the project is to build the private drive into the middle of the
new parking lot. The drive then takes a ra.ght angle and ends below the existing
parking lot. The Township's respomsibility is to build 18-foot stalls in the new

lot, each 10 feet wide.

However, Lechner said PennDOT was willing to construct the Township's share of
the parking lot in exchange for $7,124. He added that it was only the bituminous
roll-over type curb that they would not be installing. Extra work that PennDOT will
be doing is installing a guard rail by the bank, rebuilding a storm basin, seeding
an area to be landscaped, grading, putting in a service road and, of course, deeding
the land behind the Municipal Building to the Township. PenuDOT already purchased
a small piece of land near the creek they must take for the By-pass. ’

Dargitz commented that the Township was receiving a great deal for $7,124.
Taricani stated that Lechner deserved recognition for the amount of work he had done
to bring this about.

Bartswick moved that Council approve Resolution 103 as presented by the Manager.
With Smith®s second the motion was unanimously approved.

6. Advertisement of Speed Timing Devices

Little discussion took place. Taricani said Council had a model ordimance
srailabls. Smith mentioned that the decision concerning the use of speed timing
devices was being appealed to a higher court. He asked if Council should wait for
the outcome.

Dargitz, however, felt there was no harm in haviag tas srdinszace in place.
Smith agreed and Taricani zsked the Manager to advertise the ordinance.
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other mun1c1pak1t1es, With Dargltz s seeond,

the motion carrled.

Personnel Committee

Dargitz reported that the Personnel Committee is revising job descriptions
for department heads and employees.

Executive Committee

Taricani said the Executive Committee did not meet due to insufficient

'3 Stewart said this committee received an update on the Regional Police
Study. Discussion also focused on sprinkler systems and the price of
sprinkler heads. Those used in College Township were thought to be
extra-ordinarily high in price compared with others used in the Region.
They plan to check the P.U.C. for tegulatlons on the various companies
around this area.

OTHER BUSINESS

Speed Limit on Boalsburg Road

Taricani said she received a call from a resident who said he asked PennDOT
to reduce the speed on Boalsburg Road, they instructed him to ask Council to request
a study from PennDOT in order to reduce the speed limit. The resident also said
the traffic volume had increased as well as the traffic speed - especially truck
traffic. Lechner said he had asked the police to extend their patrol to that area.

Discussion took place regarding the status of the Pike Street Turnback. Lechner
said he had not received any more information since last fall. (PennDOT had offered
College Township $28,000 to be used for repairs if the Township would take over the
road. PennDOT had not completely replied to a cursory report on repair necessary on
the read.) Dargitz asked for an update from PennDOT on the status of Pike Street.

Smith then moved and Hartswick seconded that Council request PennDOT to do a
raffic study regarding the situation with the purnnse of considering reducing the
traffic voiume and speed limit on Boalsburg Road. The motion carried.
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iavestments
ts Receivable

Accounts Payable
 Fund Equity

Total Available for Appropriation
LESS gxpenditures
ENDING:
Cash
lavestments
Accounts Receivabie

LEss Accounts Payable

UNAPPROPRIATED FUND EQUITY .

.




TOTAL AVATIABIE for APPROPRIATION $736,3u8 $426,875

400

Gen. Gov't.: Administ.

« Plannirg & Zoning
Sub-Total 410

Health § Welfare:
Sanitation
Traffic Signals
Higlsay Maintenance
Construction Proj.
Sub-Total 430
Transportation:
Transit System
Culture Recreation:
Parks § Recreation
Libraries
Senior Citizens
Sub-Total 450
Debt Saxwice:
Principal £ In.zrest
Hiscellaneous:
Employee Benefits

TUTAL EXPENDITURES

REMAINDER for APPROPROATION

=]

$3,u85 $ 31,485 $56,810 § wa § 56,810 $228,939 §

252,304 110,598 162,804 101,349 124,570 38,234
32,000 244,512 328,500 32,137 179,112 145,388

230 1,268 5,500 - D 378 1,709
83,000 17,200 44,000 3,600 16,882 27,111
25,900 10,310 30,3 3,863 13,037 17,263
137,659 93,662  151,2 73,660 102,686 48,579
28,788 16,579 38,1 1,186 14,950 23,200

7,022 1,461 __ 87 14,359 (12,559)

$704,863 $393,390  $758,319 $216,182 $469,394 $288,925 #

$100,880 § 49,775  $129,380 § 9,882 $ 45,791 $73.589 $

M1,35 17,421  _MN,340 _ 3,048 _17.940 _26.400
151,235 67,196 163,720 12,930 63,731 99,989

178,003 73,941 195,845 16,412 82,299 113,546
26,865 13,448 31,565 4,882 14,925 16,640
‘27,225 12,814 ‘30,155 6.0 ;2' ) ‘]},zﬁ' ]'5",‘mﬂ' )

232,093 100,203 257,565 27,333 111,470 146,095

-.1,000 229 1,000 -0- 999
45,000 45,431 61,311 5,665 20,428 40,883
24,770 7,271 26,635 -0- 21,353 5,282

5,800 1,127 13,650 245 2,117 11,533

8,760 3,579 8,900 716 © 3,512 5,388
50,300 3,215 50,540 961 15,255 35,285
40,790 _ 2,723 25,838 __ -0-  _ -0-  _25,515

175,420 63,346 186,571 7,587 62,665 123,906
18,168 10,758 12,725 -0- 6,060 6,665
41,625 20,312 43,283 10,696 21,392 21,891

24,889 12,194 28,913 7,228 14,456 14,457
6,171 1,363 5,738 1,435 3,439 2,299

72,685 33,869 77,934 19,359 39,287 38,647

17,262 5,275 16,646 1,011 5,055 11,591

37,000 5,563 82,158 1,522 10,996 _31,162

$704,863 $287,439  $758,319 $ 69,742 $299.265 %$439.054 ¢

$.31,u85 $137,436  $.56,820 $_ n/a  $228,939 $ sa.pi0 §
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