COLLEGE TOWNSHIP COUNCIL
PUBLIC HEARING
MONDAY, JANUARY 31, 1983

Mun101pai Bulldlng, Vice Chal;wﬁn Baaley pre51:‘ng;u

Members present: Donald E. Bailey, J. Carroll Dean, Herbert
W. Stewart, Dolores A. Taricani

Member absent: Gale L. Dargitz

Others present: €. Thomas Lechner, Manager
' James Quigley, Centre Region Code Enforcement
Director

The proposed Ordinances were advertised and open to public
inspection in accordance with State regulations. There were no
persons wishing to testify or to comment upon the proposed Ordinances
and there were no objections to the proceedlngs being recorded.

INTRODUCTION

Council had discussed the provisions of the revised BOCA Codes
many times previously, most recently at the Regular Meeting held
January 13, 1983. As such, only a brief overview of the 1981
BOCA Codes, along with the highlights of each specific Code, was
presented by J. Carroll Dean, Council's Representative to the COG
Code Enforcement Committee.

Dean prefaced his review by noting that the Committee had
attempted to modify the National BOCA Codes, as published, to fit
the Local situation, within the constraints of available time and
manpower. He stressed that should any Local Ordinance be in con-
flict with any one of the BOCA Codes, the proviso had been made
that the Local Code would prevail, regardless of stringency. 1In
addition, within each Ordinance a Permit Fee had been established
for that particular Code. These revised Fees which have caused
some consternation among the Council Members may be changed by any
cf the member Townships through Resolution.

1981 BOCA Basic Building Code -- Proposed Ordinance # 65-A.
within this Code provision had been made for the establishment,
through the adoption of a Joint Articles of Agreement, for a
Municipal Appeals Zoard for all Codes, to be known as the Centre
Region Building and Housing Code Board of Appeals. Provision had
alsc been made for a Board of Survey which, zs descriked by Jim
momigiev, would rule only in matters affecting building condemna-
tion.




change by amendment.

Stewart asked whether there were any provisions in the Ordinance
allowing for temporary emergency repairs; OQuigley responded that,
on an emergency basis, repairs may be made prOV1dlng that a permlt
be secured at the first available opportunlty.

1981 BOCA Basic Fire Protection Code —- Proposed Ordinance # 66-A.
In response to questions raised at earlier Council Meetings, Dean
noted that this Code calls for the inspection of a :
premlses EXCEPT owner—occupled single famlly re51dences. The frequency
of 1nspect10n shall be no more than once a year nor no less than
once every three years. Prov131on has been made for a Fire Marshall
(Alpha Fire Chief) and a Fire Official (Code Director). Addltlonally,
for the first time, Churches and other places of worship have been
deemed subject to inspection.

1981 BOCA Basic Property Maintenance Code —-- Proposed Ordinance
#67-A. Along with the Fire Code, this Code calls for "after the
fact™ or reinspection as opposed to the other Codes which call for
initial inspection upon the appllcatlon for a Building Permlt. Also
like the Fire Code, the Property Maintenance Code excludes owner-
occupied single family dwellings. Dean remarked that this Code is
a "sociological code' -- designed to protect the unsuspecting and
innocent. ' )

. 1981 BOCA Basic Plumbing Code -- Proposed Ordinance # 68-A.
Much like the Building Code, Quigley noted that this revised Code
now permits the utilization of less costly plastic water lines

in addition to the customary copper. He stated that the State
College Water Authority is concerned about and currently opposed
to the use of plastic pipes.

=

1981 National Electrical Code -- Proposed Ordinance #73-A.
Simiilar £o the Plumbing and Building Codes.

1981 BOCA Basic Mechanical Code -- Proposed Ordinance #80.
iike The above, an initial Code, coming into play only upon the
%%, applicaticn for a permit.

Discussion. Dean's summary concluded, the issue of permit
fees was briefly discussed. Noting that these fees are "as equit-
able as possible", Dean read them each into the record, and noted




Fees ane,based on >fa1r market

MOTION

adopt proposed Ord;nances, 65 A, 66 A, 67 A, ;
Taricani seconded and the motion was carried un

el

OTHER BUSINESS

The Public Hearing portion of theAmeetlng adjourned at 8:20
p-m. and the Regular Meeting then

: : ; : 4 agproved
at a prev1ous meek. g, was presepted to Counc11 for the Members”
signatures.

Status of the Turn-Back of the Roads Progr am. Manager Lechner
outlined to Council the most recent developments in PennDOT's turn-—
back of the Roads Program 1nvolv1ng Branch Road from Elby's to
the traffic 1lght in nont. He is in recelpt of a letter from
PennDOT informing Council of its dlspleasure over the Township's
refusal to take back the three bridges in the area. Citing letters
received from the College Township Council as far back as 1979 {(to
which Dean had affixed his signature) , PennDOT has accused the
Township of reneging upon its commitments.

Furthermore, the Department of Transportation has already
spent a lot of money improving the affected roads and bridges
in anticipation of the Township's take-over; should the Township
opt not to take the bridges along with the roads, the Department
might withdraw the entire program.

Both Dean and Bailey stated that PennDOT had misinterpreted
the Township's intentions. Council had never planned to take over
+he bridges in addltlon to the roads; indeed, the issue had never
been raised. Dean accused the Department of selectlvely quoting
from the College Townshlp file to the Department's advantage.
Bailey stated that it might be best if the Township were to forego
the turn-back prograa until the completion of the State College
Byovass

Lechner stood by his position to refuse acceptance of the

i

bridges, citing the prchibitive cost of bridge maintenance and
rebu;ldlng.




. unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

€. Thomas Lechner
Secretaxry




" Planaing & Zoning
| Health & Weifare:
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¢ MANAGER'S UPDATE

1. '

2. Write letter to Harris
thelr concern and infor

es Civic Association acknowledglng

ng :hem of the Townsﬁf 'Sﬂplans to

| 3. Have the Environmental Advisory Council review the proposed
: amendments to the Flood Plain Ordlnance.

i CEntre Reg1on P] Camnission has some changes to naxmmend

TR T s n

the Eﬂcnmke their review.

4. Write letter to Shipman re his resignation and thank him for
his services.

Letter was wrltten 1/20/83 expressing the Council's thanks for

5. Gbtain further Speclflcs on the issue including clarification
from the Zoning Hearing Board Solicitor on the necessity for
Council taking any position on the Board's decision (Robert
1--2- lor ‘hﬁ?gali

S N

i This matter was referred toc Reed McCommick for clarification in

which case he responded with a letter dated January 17, 1983.




