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‘Fubl;c Hearzng and the neguxar meet: ng.wT'

Mewmbers present: Ffred E. S8mith, Max E. Hartswick, Bale L.
Darg:tz, Herbert ﬂ. Stewart, and Dolores
Iarxcanx - Ghazrwoman.

Others present: C. Thomas Lechner, Manager
agul, L. Houser, Administrative stzstant
Robert L. Hayden, Treasurer

r Jacent to the subJect land, requestlng that 1f Counc11
grants the rezoning request, it alsc rezone the small (approx. .72
acre) portion of their land now zoned R—2. Carl Raup of HH&B Realtors
assured Council and audience members that Winston is not requesting
any rezoning of Agricultural land.

Tom Songer, representing the applicant, the Highland Development
Joint Venture, presented their case, saying that the main impetus for
the request is the desire to make the development compatible within
itself, to employ one corncept for the whole tract. The main
Justification, in his view, is the character of the development, all
uultx—fiuxly, surrounding their property; to the North, land in the
Borough zoned R3-B; in Ferguson, R-4 (Ferguson’s highest density). He
noted the availability of public streets, water, publzc
transportation, sewer facilities and natural gas, and pointed out that
an Agricultural buffer zone separates Everhart Village from the
proposed development. .

In response to questioning from the audience, Songer listed the
maximum densities for the various zoning districts mentioned:

State College Borough R3-B, I unit/3500 sq. ft.
Fergus~n Township Township, 1 unit/2500 sq. ft.
College Township R-2, 1 unit /3000 sq. ft.
Coliege Township R~3; 1 anit/ 2000 sg. .

Lillian Wakely, an Everhart Village resident, pointed out that
even the current zoning in College Township, R—-2, allows a higher
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buffer zone along‘Campb 11 Road for the re 1 ents af Evenhart,V1llage.
His main obgeet1ons rested on the adverse impact of further
development on water supply and management in that area. Citing
existing problems with dra;nage in the C bell Road, Whitehall Road

area, he projected that further development h;ll anly aggravate the
problem.

The other major concern was the impact on the quality of the
water supply - the water f:elds along Slab Cab;n. Hater from the new
development will run toward the wellss 1f it misses the s‘nkholes, it
will run right into Slab Cabin Creek near the wells. If the wells are
polluted, everyone who uses State College water u111 be affected.

Stingelin then reminded Council of a letter it received from the
Township Environmental Adv1sory Councit dated January 23, 1979, wh1ch
weeemmEﬁGe- among other things that Counezl affirm its intent to
retain the current zoning of the Agricultural dzstrzct as a buffer to
protect the drainage zone between State College and Slab Cabin Creek.

Dave Kibler, arcther Everhart Village resident,
to the concern over water management. Say:ng he calculates that run—
off =2:31 increase by a factor of 6, he 9ue=t1oned the feasibility of
permanent solutions such as a detention area, which he said could turn
into a2 maintsnance vightmare. He added that the 6.6 acre parcel in
guestisn will not oreste s ﬂ-g%tfzﬂ= archism in 1teplf; but the real

ronesrn is the oattern of development - the sum of all the 1ncrement=;
chanGges.

added his voice




R,

27

e Township Council
'y 9, 1984
3

= ponv;gced hgr that the ghange uouid beneflt thg nezghharbaod,
al;@ough it was clgar that a change uould financially benefit the

d er. There was no comment from other Council members. Taricani
thankeﬂ the testifiers and announced that the decision would be

rendered at a later date.

2. AMENDMENTS TO THE ZONING AND SUBDIVISION ORDINANCES

Taricani introduced the subject and invited discussion. Noting
that they are not menticoned in the ordinance as it now stands, Stewart
expressed a desire to see flea markets permitted as a temporary use.
Speaklng from the perspective of a flea market coperator, he noted the
benefit to the Township of a flea market as opposed, for example, to
individual sales aleng a highway. Council mewbers expessed nc
opposxtzan to the idea and Stewart proceeded to raise questions about
the applicability to flea markets of some provisions of the
Ordinances; namely, Article VII, Section 12.2.5 of Ordinance 59-G,
which requires sanitary facilities, and Sectxon I1II E of Ordinance
&7-A, specifying a license fee of $25 per day. Stewart contended
that, since flea markets are held mainly on meekends, the licerse fee
of $73 per weekend ($25/day) amounts to the same figure monthly ($300)
that would be paid by a temporary use in operation for 30 days.
Several members rebutted that, on the other hand, a flea market with
50 vendors will pay the same license fee as an individual eperating
the same number of days under the proposed wording for flea markets
cirveuiszted to members by Taricani. Dargitz, in particular, cobjected
te a flea market’s paying only one licenze fee regardless of how many
verndors might participate.

The consensus reached during discussion was that flea markets
should be a permitted use and could be provided for by:
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"aﬁ:ym in the saie 9f personal prepewty, cons mer goods or
- from: -a  Ffixed ioca;zon on pr:y; o P

to 1 , @ 1nd1yaduai cooperative sales

s frequently cailsd Flea Market, shall be considered a
U“,'.iry Retail  Business. The property  owner or flea market
ope or shall procure one license o© vering all the persons
selling at the sawe fzxed location during this activity.

after paragraph 2, Section III A of Ordinance 27-A

2. The inclusion of the following in Ordinance $9-6, Article VII
(Supplemental Regulations):

12.1.9 Flea ngkets
12.1.9.1 Permitted in Commercial Districts
12.1.9.2 To be corducted on weekends only
({Friday, Saturday, Sunday)

As there was no further discussion, Hartswick moved that
Ordinances 27-A, 59-G, and 71-C be adopted with the changes noted in
the discussion. Swmith seconded and the motion carried without
dissent, Steward abstaining.

Smith then offered a motion to adjourn the Public Hearing.
Hartswick seconded, the motion carried, and the Public Hearing was
adjourned at 9:05 pm.

REGULAR MEETING

Dargitz moved and Smith seconded that the minutes of the meetings
of December 12 and 26 be approved. On discussion, Smith noted that
paragraph 4, Page 3 of the minutes of January 26 should refer to a
Nema cabinet and net a Nema monitor. Rargitz asked that Bond Council
be changad to Bond Counsel in the last paragraph of the first page of
the same winutes. Smith asked that that phrase be further clarified
by changing it to read Bg Smith requested that
the last paragraph under CORRESPDNDENCE on Page 2 of the minutes of
January 12 be clarified to reflect the fact that no letter had been
received from the electrical contractor, only a verbal offer.

Rargitz® amended motion to approve the minutes as corrected passed
unanimously.

COARESPOMDENCE

Trie Chairwoman rnoted that the following correspondence had bown
raceived:
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C-1 Letter fron~3en N@vak re Eugene F.,Ruﬂolp.'vs. Zan:ng Hear:ng

,f«fvom KaroL~R.‘Davenport~re Snow Remcval ST

> from PennDOT ve Gu:delznesffar Tra? intenarios

from Centre’ Regaon ﬂarks Recreation re Land & ‘Water:

s Conservatxon Fund '

C-6 Letter from Charlene H. Harrison, PSU, re Appointment to Centre
Reg;onal ‘Rental Housing Advisory Committee

€-7 Memo dated February 3, 1984 from Dave Allison, Executive
Secretary, College-Harris Jeint ﬂuthorzty, with copy of their
1984 budget.

Taricani also informed Council of a Public Hearing to be
conducted by the United States Environmental Protection Agency at -
the College Township Municipal Building on March 7, 1984 at 7:00 pm to
consider storage of hazardous wastes at the Nease Chemical Plant. She
rnoted that Cecllege Township does not have jurisdiction in this
circumstance as it would if a fire safety hazard existed.

TREASURER'S REPORT o

Smith moved and Hartswick seconded to receive the Treasurer’s
report. The motion passed unanimously without discussion.

BUSINESS
B- Decision _on Ordin in ccupancy Permit Fee

Recommending that the finding of fact be retained in the wording
of proposed €5-C, Smith moved and Hartswick seconded a motion to adopt
Ordinance 65-C. Since there was some uncertainty about the necessity
for a Hearing, Smith amended his motion to propose either adopting
65-C or scheduling a hearing if required. The motion passed
unanimously.

B2 For ion of Financia i ommittee

Taricani distributed a written proposal for a formal charpge to
the committee, including the following provisions:

-Five members

-0One year appointment by Council

~First meeting and election of Chairman within three weeks of
appointment

—A plan of action to be adopted at the first meeting

=& bBi-monthly report to Council

-RAssistance (including secretarial}? to be available. Coentacts
to be made through the Township Manager

—# thorougn study of taxes, sszczszment & reassossment,
alternative financing (such as real estate exchanges), grant
sources & alteérnate forms of government
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In a response to a letter from thE'Tow““h"“Ehgihééﬁ, PennDOT
said that it could do the job in the Sumi 4, or give the
Township $23,250 to do it. Lechner said Tounshxp Engineer
believes that PennDOT did not pay close attention to his letter as
many of the issues he raised were not addressed in PermDOT’s response.
In addition; Lechner found a miscalculation of 539,600 in PermnDOT?'s
estimate of the project cost. With the overlay, he and the Engineer
believe the actual cost will easily reach three times the amount
pro,:cwed ‘by PermDOT. He recommended asking PennDlT to reconsider and
address all the issues raised or explain why they will not. Taricani
agreed that the Township should ask for clarification..

o ,'ﬁf\ i

Lechner told Council that the Code Director had informed him that
action was necessary on appeintments to the Code Appeals Board. He
listed current members:

Al Drobka, Registered Architect on the CORE Beoard
The following are alternates:

Doug Hazel, Plumbing Code, Chemical Code
George Waskob, Property Maintenance Code
Suzanne Lord, Property Code, Tenant
Linda K. Rambler, Handicapped RAccess

Stewart moved and Hartswick seconded that all the above be
reappointed to a two-year term on the Code Appeals Board. The motion
passed unanimously. )

Anocther Code issue to come up soon, said Smith, is the 1984
version of the BOCA Code. Each municipality must decide whether to
adopt the new code.

Twe Perm State Journalism interns in the audience were introduced
by Tariecani, whe indicated they will be doing an in-depth project on
Colliege Township as part of their internship.

211 husiness having been concluded, the meeting was adjours.2g on
a successful motion by Hartswick, seconded by Taricani, at 9:50 pm.
Respectfully submztted,

C. Thomas Lechner
Secretary
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