COLLEGE TOWNSHIP COUNCIL
FIRST REGULAR MONTHLY MEETING
AND A PUBLIC HEARING

THURSDAY JUNE 9, 1983

The first regular meeting for the month of June (encompassing a
Public Hearing on four {4) separate Ordinances} was called‘to order
at 7:30 P.M. by Chairman Dargitz in the College Township
Building. ‘

Members present: Donald E. Bailey, Gale L. Dargitz - Chairman,
J. Carroll Dean, Herbert W. Stewart, Dolores
A. Taricani

Others present: C. Thomas Lechner - Manager
Robert L. Hayden - Treasurer

OPEN DISCUSSION —— SEWAGE RATES SINK

Dave Allison, of the College-ﬁarrls Joint Authority, advised
that a price decrease has been in effect since April 1, 1983. He
also said that a 10% discount is now available to those customers
wishing to pay their bills a year in advance.

OPEN DISCUSSION -- LOCAL CONTROL OF PIKE STREET URGED BY LEMONT
BUSINESS COMMUNITY

Barbara Dean, representing the Lemont Business Community, read
a statement to Council advocating the Township's take-over of Pike
Street. The Lemont merchants believe that local control of Pike
Street would result in slower moving traffic, eliminate heavy through
truck traffic, and promote pedestrian traffic, thereby revitalizing
the district to its historic position as a small business communlty
and preserving the community's feel of the Victorian era.

MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETINGS

Minutes of May 12, 1983 Meeting were approved, with the following
revision: the name of the property owner on Page 3, Paragraph 2, was
coirected to read Jim Weir.

Minutes of May 26, 1983 Meeting were approved as distributed.

Bailey moved; Stewart seconded.

MANACEZR®S GPDATE

In response %c Taricani's questioning of Item 1 under the May 12,
1283 Mectiing, Hanager Lechner repiied that Uzri Fairbanks had placed
2 discussicn on the Cemetery Road traffic problem on the Borough's
Agenda earlier that week. Resolution of this problem, he was informed
by Fairbanks, has been delayed because »f the legal problem of install-
ing a stop sign on a private road (at the crossroads of the Centre Hills
Country Club).




ing & Public Hearing

FINANCIAL REPORT

of dlderent budgetlng formats.

Taricani then moved and S rt seconded that the Financial
Report be recelved. The motlon was car: Mvd

CORRESPONDENCE

The Township had received the following‘c unications:

1. Copy of a June 2, 1983 letter from PennDOT to all property
owners ad]acent to the South Atherton Street Blkeway Pro;ect.'

2. Letter from State College Bureau of Police Services support-
ing the concept of e11m1nat1ng dupllcate street names.

3. Letter dated May 31, 1983 from Calvin Zlmmerman, Developer
of Penn Hllls PRD, statlng hls support for the renaming of a portlon
of Buchenhorst Road.

4. Letter dated May 31, 1983 from Dahmuber-Chami opp051ng the
renaming of Buchenhorst Road

5. Letter dated June 2, 1983 from Postmaster P. E. Mackes
requesting that Buchenhorst Road be renamed to . ;d dellvery problems.
Postmaster Mackes adv1sed that the Post Offlce will deliver mail under
both street names for a period of one year.

6. Letter dated May 25, 1983 from the Centre County Commissioners
thanking the Council Members for thelr support of General Revenue
Sharing.
attached.

7. Letter dated June 2, 1983 from Township Resident Carol
Kersavage requesting mid-day bus service to Houserv1lle. A petltion
and supporting correspondence were attached. "
BUSINESS

1. CONSIDERATION OF REVISED CATA BUDGET .

Since last proposed, Dargitz explained, CATA's Budget has
undergone two significant changes: 1) the Centre Communlty Hospital
has agreed, dependent upon sufficient employee interest, to bear the
locai share of the costs for the Hospital Bus Run and, Z) the Nittan,
M211 has agreed to support the "X" Route to the Mall for a total of
$£2, 500.




BUSINESS (Cont.)

Taricani then moved to approyve the 1983-84 CATA Budget as revised
June 1, 1983. Stewart seconded and the metlon carxwed.

PLANS FOR APPROVAL

1. RALLIS PRELIMINARY-FINAL SUBDIVISION PLAN.

Dave O‘Connell, of Sweetland Engineering, presented the
Prellmlnary—Flnal Plan for the s Subd sion located on East
College 2venue adjacent to the Esber Sublelslon.

These plans have been uncondltlonally approved by the Township's
] b Comm1551on, also, similar plans for this Subdlvls n were
prev1ou ly approved by Counc11 but had never been recorde y
approval is | ng sought, O'Connell explalned because the latest set
of plans ref,ect the addition of an access easement. and a change in
the property line to comply Wlth the pendlng motor vehlcle access
amendments to the Zonlng Ordlnance.

Following Council's review of the Subdlv151on Plan, Bailey moved
and Taricani seconded that the Council approve the Preliminary-Final
Plan of the Rallis Subdivision dated April 15, 1983, last revised

May 26, 1983. The motion was carried and the necessary signatures
were secured.

PUBLIC HEARING

At 8:00 p.m. the regular meeting was recessed and the Public
Hearing for the consideration of four ordinances was convened.

All those wishing to testify were asked to sign and were swyorn
in. There were no objections to the proceedings being recorded

Amendments to the Zoning Ordinance concerning motor vehicle access
and parking lots were considered first.

After the Council's last discussicn of these amendments, the
members' comments, 2dditions, etc. were listed by Centre Regional
Planning Commission Senior Planner, Robert Watklps, and forwarded
to the members of the Township's Plamning Commission for their
suggesticns. As a result of this imput, Section 9.3.9 dealing with
perimeter planting was revised so as to leave the requlrement of
trees and shrubs to screen first floor windows to the discretion of
the Plaﬂnlng Commission; Section 9.3.12 was added to provide for sight
triangles; and Section 9.3.6 Raised Islands, remained as originally
drafted.
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Taricani raised the possibility that raised islands at the end

of a pa bay can obscure sight. ®atkin: &4, sut said that
there are trees which would not be view rest: Ve, ful thought
ven to the types of trees planted and to their continued

e. Respon lity for overseeing this,

Regional Planning Commission and the Township Zoning Officer.

Ron Weis, Chairman of the Township Planning Commission, explained
that raised islands are beneficial in that they define parking areas
and that they serve to preserve the rural character of the Township.

He agreed that judgement and foresight must be used.

To clarify the necessity for the continual maintenance of the
raised islands, Dean suggested that the first sentence in Section
9.3.12 be amended to read "At intersections between driveways and/or
parking lot aisle-ways and between d eways and streets, all earth

banks and vegetation shall be cut or removed..,",

Dargitz said he was concerned with the requirement under Section
9.3.9 ¢ the front yard, in the C-1 Zone, "(to a depth of 30 ft.
measured from the front property line) shall also be landscaped and

shall be planted with approved perimeter planting”. He believes the

30 ft. requirement to be arbitrary and too difficult for many proper-

!! ties to comply with. Dean agreed and suggested that the wording be

‘ changed to "...(to a depth of up to 30 feet measured from the front
property line) may also be required to be landscaped and shall be

planted with approved perimeter planting”.

In response to Taricani's request, Watkins also explained the
significance of Section 8.6 pertaining to motor vehicle access.
He said that the recently submitted Rallis Site Plan has already
complied with this provision which should result in safer traffic
conditions on East College Avenue.

Following Watkins' explication de texte, Dean moved that Council
adopt Ordinance # 59-E as correct d. Taricani seconded. There was
no further discussion and the motion carried.

An amendment to the Zoning Ordinance Article IV, Section 3,
Multi-Family Residential District, Subsection 3.2.1, Permitted Uses,
to provide for the establishment of Personal Care Boarding Homes in
Multi-Family, as well as Village, Rural Residential, and Commercial
Districts was next considered.

Watkins said Lhat it was his understanding that only the pro-
vision for Personal Care Boarding Homes in Multi-Family Districts
had heen approved by the College Township Plan iz5i

ny Commission., Hir
memoranduin from which the Ordinance's requirements for such homes

d; was based deals only and specifically with Multi-Family Districts.

5l Although other districts may well turn out to be suitable hosts for
Personal Care Boarding Homes, Watkins added, appropriate amendments
have not as yet been designed for these other districts. The establish-~
ment of Personal Care Boarding Homes in other districts will be discussed
at future Planning Commission meetings.
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Dargitz explained that the Council conld +reat the amendment

in one of two ways. It could delete aii reference to Commercial
Village, and Rural Residential Districts and adopt the amendment

to allow for Personal Care Boarding Homes in Multi-Family District
only, while waiting for standards to be drawn up for the other dis-
tricts; or it could table the entire amendment pending the Planning
Commission's review and recommendations tothe inclusion of any or all
districts.

Clifford Coldren, the Administrator of Brookline Manor, a Personal
Care Boarding Home in Juniata County, spoke in favor of passing the
amendment that night. He is currently in the process of gaining approval
for a Personal Care Boarding Home on the Gordon D. Kissinger property;

a postponement of the Ordinance's adoption would result in nearly one
year's delay of his project.

Joan Hubbard, the Owner of C-1 property on East College Avenue
for which a Personal Care Boarding Home has been suggested, said that
she favors the adoption of an all-inclusive Personal Care Boarding
Home amendment. "Each property should be weighed on its own merits”,
she added.

Chris Exarchos volunteered that he has some difficulty in under-
standing why Personal Care Boarding Homes might be allowed in the
Village District when some apartment conversions are not. A brief
discussion then ensued on the particular needs and characteristics
of Personal Care Boarding Homes.

Council's consensus, however, as summarized by Chairman Dargitz,
was that the Ordinance presented that night was not in shape to address
all possible locations for Personal Care Boarding Homes. A motion was
then proffered by Taricani and seconded by Dean that Council adopt
Ordinance No. 59-D, deleting the last sentence in the introduction
beginning with "Also" and ending with "District"; and also deleting
the last paragraph of the Ordinance beginning with "Such" and ending
with "District". 1In addition, this draft should be sent back to the
College Township Planning Commission and the Centre Regional Planning
Commission for their prompt recommendations on the handling of Personal
Care Boarding Homes in other districts. The motion was carried.

Ordinance No. 28-A, Amendments to the Weed Ordinance, was next
considered. These amendments identify specific vegetation as weeds,
sets forth the districts affected, and establish compliance require-
ments and penalties.

Dr. Thora Hardy spoke in favor of +the new amendments. Following
her testimonv, Taricani moved that Council adopt Ordinance iu. 28-A
as presented. Stewart seconded and the motion carried.

An amendment to the Subdivision Ordinance, Article II, Section
3.3.2, to redistribute the review period allowed for the Council's
and the Planning Commission's examination of plans submitted for con-
sideration was the subject of the evening's final Public Hearing.
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Currently, Dargitz said, the Council and the Planning Commission
are given 45 days each to review plans; this amendment, if adopted,
would provide for a 30 day review period for Council and a 60 day
(or two meetings) review period for the Commission.

Dean then moved, Bailey seconded and all approved that this
amendment, Ordinance No. 71-B, be adopted.

2. TO RENAME OR NOT TO RENAME: BUCﬁENHCRéT kECCNSIDERED

Lechner provided the background and outlined the affected area
on a map presented before the gathering. It had been recently brought
to his attention, he said, that two unrelated intersections in the
Penn Hills PRD share the same name: Buchenhorst and Gerald. The dupli-
cation has caused considerable confusion at the local Post Office,
resulting in its request for a name change. Other agencies -- i.e.,
the State College Police Department, Alpha Ambulance Club and the Fire
Department -- have also experienced difficulties with the identically-
named streets, and have likewise indicated their support of the renaming
of a portion of Buchenhorst Road. Although Lechner realizes that the
address change will cause some inconvenience to the residents, he
believes it is in their safety interests to effect the change as soon
as possible. Also, he added, it would be prudent to rename the street
before the area is fully developed. At present, 44 households would
be affected.

Rich, from the Post Office, appeared to reassure the residents
that there will be no delay in the delivery of mail. The Post Office
will personally handle address changes for all subscriptions; mail
will continue to be delivered to both addresses for up to one year.

Stewart said that there is no cost involved in changing the
address on a Driver's License; likewise, there is no fee for changing
the address on an automobile title.

Dargitz next asked for public comment. He noted that the pro-
cedure would be informal in nature, and that a public hearing on the
name change had been held on May 26, 1983.

Susan Keller presented a petition containing the names of 50
persons residing in the affected area who are opposed to the renaming
<f Buchenhorst Road. The petition cited the following arguments:

1. The name change would resunlt in considerable legal fees.
The owner's deed must be changed to reflect the new, correct
address upon the house's sale. Alsc, many insurance com-
panies require an updated address for their policies to
remain valid.

2. The configuration of Buchenhorst Road has not changed from
whern the plans were first presented two. years ago. Moreover,
the proposed configuration of the new Penn Hills Drive is
poorly planned.

R T S S i
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Currently, .«rgitz said, the Council and the Planning Commission
are given 45 days each to review plans; this amendment, if adopted,
would provide for a 30 day review period for Council and a 60 day

(or two meetings) review period for the Commission. '

Dean then moved, Bailey seconded and all approved that this
amendment, Ordinance No. 71-B, be adopted.

2. TO RENAME OR NOT TO RENAME: BUCHENHORST RECONSIDERED

Lechner provided the background and outlined the affected area
on a map presented before the gathering. It had been recently brought
to his attention, he said, that two unrelated intersections in the
Penn Hills PRD share the same name: Buchenhorst and Gerald. The dupli-
cation has caused considerable confusion at the local Post Office,
resulting in its request for a name change. Other agencies -- i.e.,
the State College Police Department, Alpha Ambulance Club and the Fire
Department -- have also experienced difficulties with the identically-
named streets, and have likewise indicated their support of the renaming
of a portion of Buchenhorst Road. Although Lechner realizes that the
address change will cause some inconvenience to the residents, he

P believes it is in their safety interests to effect the change as soon

’ as possible. Also, he added, it would be prudent to rename the street
before the area is fully developed. At present, 44 households would
be affected.

Rich, from the Post Office, appeared to reassure the residents
that there will be no delay in the delivery of mail. The Post Office
will personally handle address changes for all subscriptions; mail
will continue to be delivered to both addresses for up to one year.

Stewart said that there is no cost in&olﬁed in changing the
address on a Driver's License; likewise, there is no fee for changing
the address on an automobile title.

Dargitz next asked for public comment. He noted that the pro-
cedure would be informal in nature, and that a public hearing on the
name change had been held on May 26, 1983.

Susan Keller presented a petition containing the names of 50
persons residing in the affected area who are opposed to the renaming
of Buchenhorst Road. The petition cited the following arguments:

. The name change would result in considerable legal fees.
The owner's deed must be changed to reflect the new, correct
address upon the house's sale. Also, many insurance com-
panieg require an updated a2ddress for their policies to
g remain valid.

2. The configuration of Buchenhorst Road has not changed from
when the plans were first presented two years ago. Moreover,
the proposed configuration of the new Penn Hills Drive is
poorly planned.
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4. Support for the name change has been received after the
fact -- i.e., written documentation was not presented
until after the name change had first been considered
by Council.

One resident suggested that the name change be less drastic,

He offered the addition of an "Upper" or "Lower" Buchenhorst as a
possible solution.

Another resident suggested that house numbers be indicated on
street signs.

Resident Bob Bell echoed Ms. Keller's statement that legal fees
would be incurred through a necessary change of address on the deed.
Insurance Companies do not honor a fictitious address, he said.

Mr. Bell also wondered why the residents are being penalized for the
poor planning evidenced by the Developer, Calvin Zimmerman.

p In discussion, Council was in consensus that too many questions

él' remained unanswered to permit action that evening. Dargitz suggested
that the issue be tabled pending the written opinion of the Solicitor
and others on the issues of fee change requirements and costs, and
insurance company requirements. Dean so moved, Taricani seconded, and
the motion carried.

Dargitz assured the residents that they would receive sufficient
notification should the Council decide to reconsider the name change.

3. COUNCIL AND CATA CATER TO CAROL KERSAVAGE'S COMPLAINT.

A petition to add a mid-day bus run to the Houserville Area
had been received from resident Carol Kersavage. She had initially
contacted CATA General Manager Paul Oversier regarding this issue
on April 30, 1983; on May 17, Oversier advised that she martial support
from other residents in the area and "make her feelings known" to the
College Township Council.

Mrs. Kersavage has done just that via her petition of approxi-
mately 50 names. As a result, Dargitz said, Manager Lechner contacted
Oversier who suggested that one mid-day trip be added to Route "C"
at a projected annual cost of $404, predicated on 15 riders per round
trip. The route of the bus would be from the Borough to Houserville
to Penn Hills to the Nittany Mall and back to the Borough.

QP In response to the members' concern that the mid-day bus run
3 would experience a significant decrease in ridership during the

winter months, Oversier replied that since the new bus run could not
be instituted until the beginning of August, he would suggest that it
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be run year round on a one-year trial basis. <¥he members agreed

and Taricani moved that Council authorize CATA to institute a mid-
day run to the Houserville Area on a trial basis until this time
next year at which time the plan would be evaluated. Bailey seconded
and the motion carried.

103
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Taricani moved and Bailey seconded that Council amend the amended

CATA Budget, adopted earlier that evening, to increase the amount by

$404 to cover the cost of the additional bus run and the motion carried.

4. APPOINTMENTS TO AD HOC COMMITTEE

The following were appointed to the Ad hoc Committee to
examine the Township's fiscal concerns:

Dolores A. Taricani -- Council Representative

C. Thomas Lechner ~-- Township Manager

William Peacock —= Merchant Representati&e
Chris Exarchos ot Merghané;.Representative
George Milburn == Non-Merchant Representatiﬁe

Dean moved, Bailey seconded. Dean then submitted his motion
to read that Taricani be appointed Temporary Chairman pending the
Committee's organization and permanent elections. Bailey seconded
and the motion carried with Taricani abstaining.

5. THE TOWNSHIP'S BRIDGES: ARE THEY FALLING DOWN?

Dargitz advised that a layman's report on the condition of
the three bridges on East Branch Road had been received from Sweetland
Engineering.

The members were all in agreement that Sweetland had done a fine
job in analyzing the state of the bridges in terms they could all
understand. They also agreed that the take-over of East Branch Road
and its bridges would not be in the Township's best interests at this
time. Should the Township later decide to accept East Branch Road --

with or without its bridges -~ the members were sure that an agree-
ment with PennDOT could be reached. However, the prospect of taking
over Pike Strect should be explored.

It was thus decided to inform PennDOT of the Council's decision,

citing the following reasons:

1) the addition of the bridges to the Council's original
concept of taking over East Branch Road only has created
some financial doubt, and

2} the situation regarding mileage reimbursement is currently
in a state of flux.
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6. ARMAU U"73aGE STORM WATER PRGJECT PREVIEW

Manager Lechner detailed the work to be duse €5 sorrect the
storm water management problems in Armau Village. The project is due
to start on June 20, he said, with the worst areas to be treated first:

Dean mentioned the possibility that the swales may cause problems
for some homeowners. He suggested that the Township offer the resi-
dents the option of buying the pipe for under their driveways and
having the Township install it free of charge. '

OCPS! AMENDMENT TO MINUTES OF MAY 26, 1983

Taricani moved and Dean seconded to amend the minutes of the
May 26, 1983 Meeting to include the section on the Centre Regional
Building and Housing Code Board of Appeals nominees at a later meet-
ing. The motion was carried.

CCMMITTEE REPORTS

Bailey said that Don McCormick reported on the status of the
High Tech Park at the last I.D.A. Meeting; McCormick wants donations
for the Waddle Interchange. The College Township I.D.A. is consider-
ing this request and would like Council's feedback on this matter.

Dean reported that at the last Finance Committee Meeting he had
passed along the Council's recommendations which were received
enthusiastically by all save Patton Township and the Borough. These
recommendations were then modified slightly to appease the two hold-
outs; Dean voted against the compromise. '

Stewart said that the possibility of a regional police force was
discussed at the last Public Services Committee meeting.

ADJQURNMENT

Following Dean's motion and Stewart's second, the meeting was
adjourned at 10:33 P.M.

Respectfully submitted,

C. Thomas Lechner
Secretary

CTL:ss:bh
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TO: The College Township Council
FROM: The Lemont Business Community

RE: Pike Street

In your deliberations, the Lemont Business Community wishes to go on record
in favor of College Township owning and maintaining the stretch of road through
downtown Lemont known as Pike Street. We favor this move because of our interest

in preserving the Lemont Historic District.

We feel that maintaining Pike Street as a village street will promote the

slowing of traffic through the community, eliminate heavy through truck traffic |,

( through Council cooperation), promote pedestrian traffic, revitalize The Lemont

Business district to its historic position as a small village business community,

and preserve the landscape beauty and the "feel” of the Victorian era.

Barbara C. Dean

facilitator

oo C Al

814-237-2424
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330 Osmond St.
Dear Mr. Oversier:

t would also be very helpful to have mid-
3 vun which would enable our out-of-school
of town without having to
Jtreet. 1 don't know of any

us because of the danger

The comuter routes are fine, but I fail to u

busses serying Lemont and the Mall couldn't make a trip through Houserville.

Thank you for your consideration to this matter.

Sincerely yours,

Carol J.

cc: Robert Kaiser
Robert Ireland
C. Thomas Lechner




STATE COLLEGE, PENNSYLVANIA 16801

814

May 17, 1983

¥s. Carol J. Kersavage
229 Qak Lane
State College, PA 16801

Dear Ms. Kersavage:

Thank you for your letter dated April 30, 1983, concerning the
provision of midday bus service to Houserville. '

As you pointed out in Your letter, presently, Route C, which
serves the Houserville area, only operates during rush hours. It
would be very difficult for us to reroute any X trip into Houserville
because to do so would necessitate bypassing Lemont. Since Lemont
is a long-established part of the X route, we would essentially
be removing service from existing bus riders, an action which we
normally only take as a last resort. However, I am sympathetic to
your concerns about the lack of midday service to Houserville. Such
service could be provided by having Route C make one midday trip.

If you could martial support from other residents in the area
for this proposal, now would be an opportune time to make your feelings
known to the College Township's Council since they are presently in
the process of considering CATA's Fiscal Year 19842 Budget. If suf-
ficient public support exists for a midday trip to Houserville, the
Council might be willing to consider funding an additional midday trip.

Again, thank you for expressing your concerns to CATA. If I can
provide you with any additional information, please don't hesitate to
contact me.

S%i‘/;ely,

Paul Oversier,
Managing Director
PO/pr

ce: Loy

College Township Representative
CATA Board of Directors




T believe I am correct that f’ouncﬂ wanted citizen mput
concerning the added bus route

F hope that action can-be taken so that bus service can be

pmvidgd during this summer,

Sincerely,

AT
Carol J‘a2rsavage f/
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~people are home from school and/or attending Penn State. ' Presently, in order to
the bus between 9 and 5 p.m., residents of Huuseryille mus:

panded bus:service to Houserville is needed, particularly in the’summer,
~ : ; cross Benner Pike to bo:
the bus on Pike Street. : This is a dangerous walk, particularly for young people.

: 7

I have written t° the Centre Area Transportation Authority (CATA) “-f_!é the College Town-
S Supervisors requesting a mid-day run through Kouseryitie. Coiicge Township needs
additional input from area Residents concerning their feeiings about the one additional

bus run before they can request same from CATA.

If _voﬁ support additional bus service to Houserville ,(41 bus \:run during mid-day, to ,a,ri: d
from State College, 5 days per week), Please sign below.. This: information will be for
warded to Gale Dargitz, Chairman, College Township Supervisors. . T

Carol J. Kers avagé o
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eﬁérﬁency i:e poiice, fue or ambulance service vluch 1s bez.ng rendered.

Sincerely,

ELWOO0D G. VII.LIAHS JR.
CHIEF OF POLICE

c. HARVIN ROBINSON; CHIEF
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June 3, 1983

Thomas Lechner, Manager

College Township Municipal Office
1481 East College Avenue ‘
State College, Pennsylvania 16801

RE: Review of Bridges on Branch Road
I)ea:r Tom:

As requested, I have made a review of the bridges and the PennDOT reports
on the bridges for Branch Road. Since I am not a bridge engineer,
comments are cursory in nature and based upon my discussion with District
Bridge Engineer Joseph 0'Melia, reading of the reports, and on-site

checking of the bridges.

The bridge in Lemont, which crosses Spring Creek, is a steel structure
with steel bent at mid(span. This bridge was built in 1937 and has a
sufficiency rating of 80.0. Substructure and wing walls appear to be
in good condition, except for surface drainage eroding behin

east wingwall. This problem can easily be fixed by diverting runoff
further to the southeast. Apart from the heavy rust at the bearing

- plates, the steel superstructures appear to be in good condition.
Hovwever, the entire bridge needs to be sand blasted and painted. Deck
and. curb are in sound condition particularly considering age of deck.

It has only nine holes due-to spalling. These holes need to be patched
or the entire deck receive overlay. Overall, the bridge guardrail

is in good condition. Nevertheless, the guardrail on approach to bridge
is of the old post type and needs to be replaced. Once the bridge

has been repaired, you might expect to get twenty more years of life
without major restoration. At that point in time you could expect to do
major rebuilding of the bridge, superstructure, deck and railing.

The next bridge is rear the Centre Hills Country Club entrance and is a

prestressed concreie adjacent box beam bridge. This bridge was built in
195+ and has a sufficiency rating of %.9. - Subsiruciure and wing walls
appsar o be in good condition except for two cracks in the substructure
which don't appesr. to ve moving. ~ The superstruciure appears to be in
good condition. However, the deck is in poor condition and reflects the
box beam joints. This can be repaired with overlap, but will continue to




expect tha.t thzee of the four bridges mll be in need of s:.gnlﬁcant
repair or repla.cenent at appronmately the same time,

In addition to my review of bridges, I have other thoughts concernlng
Branch Road that concern College Township. Be ng a major collector road.
Branch Road is narrow with sharp curves. Taking these facts into consider-
a.tlon the maintenance of paint lines is of the utmost importance. The
Township should expect- to paint every two years a,nd possibly every year

at a cost of $3000.00 per painting. Along the top of the bank by the
Centre s Country Club, the road has the old wooden post guard (guide)
rail. This should be eliminated and replaced w:.th contlnuous metal
gua.::d:ra:.ls. The berms will require more maintenance tha.n usual due to

the fact people have more of a tendency to leave the ca.rtway on a narrow

and curvy road,

In summation, College Township should expect a significanily greater
road maintenance cost per mile on Branch Road than it presently
incurs on the average Township road.
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