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(1) October 14, 1982 (Regular) ,
(2) October 21, 1982 (Publlc Hearmg)

PUBLIC HEARING: Proposed Use of Revenue Sharmg Funds - 8:00 P.M.
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ANNOUNCEMENTS
ADJOURNMENT

- B-8

C. B. Osterhoudt

Brenda Barrett; Bureau of Hist. Preservation
re Proposed Zoning Change along E. College Ave..

Marlowe Froke - — Planning Commission

Police Chief re 1983 Police Budget

Paul Oversier, CATA re request for bus service
to Hospital

Spring Creek Estates Subdivision Plan, Phase V
Spring Creek Estates Subdivision Plan, Phase VI

Decision on Curative Amendment Request
Petition fram Property Owners - Grant &
Liberty Streets

Guaranty Agreement — CATA & Central Co. Bank

Fox Hollow Proposed Bikeway - Request to
reduce Speed Limit

Maintenance & Policing Agreement from PennbDOT
for Proposed Fox Hollow Road Bike Lanes i

PennDOT's Traffic Light Proposal at Branch Pd
and Route 322

Grant of Easement, South Atherton St. B:l.ke.way
from S. C. Boro Water Authority

Resolution 6f Intent - Centre County Solid
Waste Aut!brity, fong Range Plans
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BEGINNING CASH

REVENUES
Reat Estate Tax
_Local Tax Ensbling Act

_Licenses, Permits
Fines

faterest and Rents
Grants

Other Departments and Services
Miscellaneous

Total Revenues

TOTAL AVAILABLE for APPROPRIATION

B
EXPENDITURES

Administration

Tax Collection

Police Protection

Fire Protection

Regulatory, Planning, Zoning,Code
Health and Sanitation ’
Highway Maintainance

Saow Removal

Maintainance Equipment

Road Construction & Rebuilding
Equipment

Library

Parks & Recreation

Transportation

Empioyes Frings Senefits

Miscel laneous

Brtomi
er P

i Paid on indebted
Interest Paid on Indebtedness

Total Expenditures

for the ______10 zonths ended October 3119 82 .
- o | e
BUDGET  ACTUAL - BUDGET  ACTUAL
1981 Y-T-D “1eR2 'MONTH
$ 61,966 § 61,766 § 52,394 §
£ 96,757 § 94,718 § 102,108 §
256,000 233,842 283,000 22,277 238,494 44,506
5,000 3,156 5,000 184 4,401 599 4399
42,000 30,593 41,000 5,158 32,829 8,171 1,329
11,767 8,773 30,224 3,569 25,840 4,384 6,550 2,166
115,637 102,337 149,397 24,550 138,891 10,506 -0 (10,506)
21,000 18,031 21,000 1,457 18,370 2,630 4,500 1,870
12,076 3,256 12,720 62 5,648 7,072 100 16,972)
460,231 ¢ 494,866 ¢ 644,449 ¢ 57,374 §562,787 ¢ 81,662 ¢ 73,35 ¢ (8,3i2)
§621,997 (556,632 ¢ 696,843 ¢  N/A (615,181 ¢ 155,208 ¢ 145,671 ¢ (9,337)
$ 90,38¢ $ 88,705 § 112,442 $ 1,388 $105,470 5 6,972 $ 13,500 ¥ 6,528
31,006 27,656 33,094 3,198 31,412 1,682 6,300 4,618
159, 152 120,923 177,014 17,005 144,327 - 32,687 29,139 (3,548)
26,718 28,192 27,748 6,315 28,157 (413) 62 475
17,210 17,059 20,000 4,591 18,727 1,273 100 £1,173)
1,800 1,333 1,500 -0- 595 905 200 (705)
102,8672 60,607 115,4193 6,621 70,337 45,0822 22,000  (23,082)
22,000 16,517 23,000 -0- 27,402 (4,402) 11,000 15,402
7,500 6,649 7,500 430 7,431 69 1,600 1,531
-0- -0- -0- -0- -0- -0- 15,013 15,013
18,066 -0- 35,053 929 929 34,124 5,800  (28,324)
22,335 22,305 22,172 5,418 22,172 -0- -0- -0~
43,414 37,565 44,790 3,925 39,217 5,573 -0~ {5,573)
8,275 10,693 11,000 ~0- 11,480 (480) -0- 480-
27,100 22,977 29,130 2,148 12,941 16,189 6,236 (9,953)
23,798 19,159 8,713 4,040 6,393 2,320 800 a,5200
4,300 4,300 5,274 88 4,960 314 148 €166)
860 860 11,803 923 9,685 z,118 1,874 (244)
§606,785 ¢ 485,498 § 685,648 g 64,109 541,635 ¢144,013 ¢113,772 (30,241)
$ 15,212 $_ 71,134 $_ 11,195 § N/A_§_ 73646 8 11,105 $ 31,899 20,704

REMAINDER for APPROPRIATION

Mots: 5 - Includes Rozd Consiruction

'COLLEGE TOWNSHIP 7INANCIAL REPORT
‘BUDGET AND ACTUAL APPRORIATIONS

and Rebuilding for budget purpoces.




COLLEGE‘TQWNSHIP;COUNCIL
REGULAR MEETING -AND
PUBLIC HEARING - REVENUE‘SHAR&NG;FUND BUDGET
NOVEMBER 11, 1982 |

Chai;man‘ma;icanigcalled the meeting to order at 7:36 P.M. in
the College Township Municipal Builfine.

Members Present: Gale L. Dargitz, J. Carroll Dean, Herbert W.
Stewart, Dolores Taricani - Chairman

Members Absent: Donald E. Bailey

Others Present: C. Thomas Lechner, Manager
Robert L. Hayden, Treasurer

OPEN DISCUSSION

puring this 15 minute period set aside for consideration of non-
agenda items, Chairman Taricani brought up the gquestion of traffic
safety--or the lack thereof--on Route 322 from Boalsburg to the
State College Borough Line. She believes the maximum speed limit
of 45 MPE to be too high for that area; also, there should be some
means of better controlling the flow of the four lanes of traffic
through the Harris Acres Intersection.

She explained that although PennDOT had previously conducted
a car count of that area, it was done at a time when the University
was not in session, and was thus not reflective of the true situa-
tion. Taricani was recently told by a PennDOT Representative that
the area was slated for further study; she would like Council to
follow up that discussion with a written request to PennDOT that
the problem be looked into. Council was in agreement.

MINUTES

The Minutes of the Regular Meeting of the College Township
Council on October 14, 1982 were approved unanimously. Dargitz
moved; Stewart seconded. ' '

The Minutes of the Public Hearing of the College Township
Council were approved unanimously with the following spelling
correction: "He is" on Page 1, Item 1. Dean moved; Dargitz
seconded.

MANAGCER*S UFDATE

Manager Lechner informed Council that Anthony DeCrappeo has
accepted the position of Controller effective Hovember 1, 1982,
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The Treasurer’s Report was received as distributed. Dargitz

moved; Stewart seconded.

! ived a letter from C. B. esterhoudt, on
s cited for non—payment of estimated income

Dargltz cpined that 1n an& @ase, gega;‘keﬁ;,ake m@re seﬁse than

prosecution.

Dean expla;ned that it 15 the Townshlp’s optlon to wait antil
; 4 i’z\

had ]
he dld not respond because he d;d not have to xespend and thereln

lies a defect in the Ordinance.

Taricani concurred, adding that the tax regulataon is unclear.
The regulation should be so structured as to require the self-
employed resident to respond regardless of tax liability.

Council was in agreement that the assessment of penalties would
be preferable to prosecution, and further agreed to look into the
Township's tax policies. Manager Lechpner was instructed to respond

to Mr. Osterhoudt's letter on behalf of the Township.

ITEM 2 -- A letter from Brenda Barrett, Director of the Bureau
for Historic Preservation, was received regarding the proposed zoning
change along East College Avenue. Ms. Barrett suggested that

in the current ordlnance, an@ ‘that Council develop long range plans
encompassing all the values of that particular area.

ITEM 3 == A letter was received from Marlowe Froke, of the

College Township Plannina Commission. . Froke enclosed a coov of
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ITEM 4 -~ A letter was received from Elwood Williams, Jr.,
Chiof Gf T " _7e for State College Borough, informing Council of a
mod flcatlon in the per unit rate used to determine College Townchipis
share of the 1983 Police Budget.

Dean noted that he has always found the Borough's method of
determination awkward, and suggested that the net budget be calcu~
lated according to man hours rather than number of 9051t10ns. The
main problem with the change in the per unit rate, however, is the
change itself. As noted by Lechner, the current contract calls for
one year’s notice before the contract can be terminated or a change
be 1mpiemented. In Lechner's opinion, the proposed per unit modifi-
cation is illegal. Also, commented Taricani, it would be expensive —-
the proposed change entails an increase of over $20,000.

Counc11 agreed to study this problem further; Manager Lechner
will get details from the State College Borough.

ITEM 5 -- Paul Oversier, Managing Director of CATA, wrote a
iletter to Council requesting feedback on CATA's proposal to initiate
limited (five trips per weekday) bus service to Centre Community
Hospital on a demonstration basis.

At this point -- 8:00 p.m. -~ Dean moved and Dargitz seconded
to recess and continue the Regular Meeting following the advertised
Public Hearing. The motion was carried unanlmously.

PUBLIC HEARING ON THE PROPOSED USE OF REVENUE SHARING FUNDS
FOR THE 1983 BUDGE? -— 8:00 P.M.

Nancy Noll, the Executive Director of the Centre County Home
Health Service, outlined to Council the kinds of services her Agency
prov1des ("anything necessary to help an individual live independently
in his own env1ronment"), to whom they are provided, and the reasons
for the Health Service's current deficit. She distributed brochures
detailing the activities of the Health Service, and presented the
Council Members with a computer printout specifically related to
those services provided to the residents of College Township. She
stated that out of 1080 Centre County patients helped last vear,

60 were residents of the Township; moreover, 10% of the Agency s
Hospice patients were College Township residents. Deficits in the
budget were mainly incurred from the aid given to State-assisted
and self-payving patients.

Taricani commented that she has always been very impressed with
the Health Service. She noted that the Township allocated $700 more
to the Service last year, and that the Council will take the Agency's
reguest for funds into consideration.

No further testimony was presented, and, at 8:16 P.M., Stewart
moved the Public Hearing be adjourned. Dean seconded, and the motion
was carried unanimously.
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Pat Ward, of Uni-Tec, offered Subdivision Plans'
e VI, Sprang;Creek Estates for Counci
kion map and 1den, £i, hose areas;,

overall sketch plan detalllng the remalnlng areas'of theidevelopment.

i

Tar1can1 added that the Counc1lyhad also requested but has

stated that a storm Water Management Plan
beglnnlng of the development- a rev1sedkp

a Prellmlnary Plan and a Flnal Plan dellneatlng the
of the tract are required. He believes the Townshlp~ ic
ordinance to be deficient in that it does not call fo; Sketch Plan
and does not adequately make allowance for a parcel to be developed

in small areas. Sweetland agreed, but added that good land planning
assumes you know the whole before you divide the parts; the regula-

tions do not make this clear, however, and he also suggested they

be looked into.

Ward noted that all street and layout plans have been provided
upon request. He added that although there has been discussion of
an overall sketch plan throughout the program, actual guidelines
have never been set. To Dargitz's comment that good planning calls
for an overall view, he replied that the entire area has been
examined in his office; plans have just not been prepared for Council.

Lechner commented that the development has been a piece-meal
operation from the start. He spent a considerable amount of time
with Ward on Wednesday going over plans and background. Ward will
make coples of these plans available to Council. Although he is
not an engineer, Lechner believes these plans to be workable.

Dean then read from the Subdivision Ordinance: "In each case,
prior to preliminary approval of the plan, the Council and the
developer shall enter into a written agreement specifying the sequence
of dovelopment of sections or stages, the maximum time permitted
the developer for final submission of the plan for each subsection,
and dny other such requirements cr guarantees as are appllcable
te that particular development®. Dean noted that none of this has
ewver hoen done. The Council, the Planning Commission, and the
developer have all been remiss in failing to follow the regulations.
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as techn1ca1 adv1sors.
of sloppy handllng.

Lechner reiterated that, through hlS me 1ngs with Ward,

w1th the prov151on that Mr. Sweetland recelve a11 nec ssary
information. There was no second, and the motion dled.

Dean then moved that the "Prellmlnary Plan for Phase,V and VI

November 9, 1982 be approved on the condltlon that the De

agree to prov1de an overall parcel layout showing the deta

street grades, storm water management, and public spaces az prlor
to submiszion of the Final Plan. And further, that he agree to make
necessary changes in the event a review of the overall layout shows
deficiencies” Dargitz seconded.

In response to Dennis Elpern's comment that a clause should
be inserted to reflect that the plans be in accordance with Town-
ship Begulations, the motion was amended to read "...show deficien-
cies in meeting Township Regulations". The guestion was called
for and the motion was carried unanimously.




€ ﬁor a pezmlt -
nge w. ] 3 “‘eement, however,
that there is a problem the area, the peqpl‘ have been put off for a
long time, and the proflem must soon be resolyed.

Dennis Elpern commented that misconceptions have arisen concerning
the issues of Rezonlng and Curative Amendments, he suggw,ted that the
issue of rezoning be conSLdered separately.

Stewart also felt the Curative Amendment should be denied.
The motion was carried unanimousily.

Dargitz suggested and later moved that a Public Hearing be heild to
consider rezoning that prlvate property North of East College Avenue,
beiween the Martin 0il Company (Drelbelbls property) and Puc i;,

Road and bounded on the North by University property, sometime in December -
the date to be established later -- and that the Planning,Commlssaon should
suhmlt its recommendation for appropriate uses before the scheduled hea ing.
He also stated that the Commission’s recommendatlonﬁ should include a
reasonable mix and could embrace all types of zoning dlstrlcts currently

in tks Srdizance.

Dean seconded Dargitz's motion which Dargitz then amended to
g read *all privetely-owned University-zoned property . Dean seconded agsin.




in through p; eding under ihe'?dwa hip code';; :
which calls for a publlc &earan to be hei, to ordain these roads -

- the = mo;e Qneﬁexable, as, in ihe even

residents were to seek damages, the burden of proof would be on the
plalntlff

Council was in agreement that a Public Hearing be scheduled
on this matter, and it will be held in conjunction yath the
Publlc Hearing on Rezoning.

ITEM 3 -- Guaranty Agreement, CATA
Dean moved to approve a reso, on autho 331ng the Cha an
the Guaranty Agreement with Central Counties Bank for a loas
ézﬁeeﬁ&ag $3 800. Dargitz seconded; the motion was carried

ITEM 4 -- Fox Hollow Road Proposed Bikeway, Request to Reduce
Speed Limit. Sweetiand explalned that Federal F ing for thi blke
lane is dependent upon the speed limit being reduced from 40 MPH
to 25 HPE between Curtin Road and the cgﬂlnge/Patton Township line.
Stewart moved and Dergitz seconded that College Township reduce the
speed limit on Fox iHollow Road to 35 MPH. The motion was carrled
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Bomongh 1n'§upgort of the 51gna112at10n- k.
ITEM 7 -- Council discussed the Grant of Easement fo; the

rton Street Bakeway , the‘s

approve thls resolutlon. Tar1can1 and Da_gltz € i

this meeting; and Tar1can1 noted that many of her qu ] ns remaln
unanswered. Dargltz noted that the two most 1mportant issues
raised were that of flow control and whether the resolutlon repre-
sented a commltment to participate in the res urce ‘overy program
in Lock Haven. In addition, he questloned the resolution
presented to Council was the same resolution passed by COG.

Dean noted that roughly only 50% of these types of systems
now 1n oeeration break even flnanc1a11y, alse, they a11 have a
i & ce rate. 2oth Dargitz and Taricani mentioned that
here is > wav &0 indge the cost of the program, no costs were
guaranteed; and no comparative basis was offered.

Council agreed to table this resoluticn until more concrete
information is presented.
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The meeting was adjourned at 10:40 P.M.

Respectfully submitted

C. Thomas Lechner
Secretary
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