ADJOURN PUBLIC HEARING

CALL REGBLAR MEETING TO CRDER
OPEN DISCUSSION (1S Min.)

UPDATE INFORMATION
Fl@anclﬁLfRE?OR!

‘Let er fro- Corn g re A
to DER -

Copy of Letter from Steven R. Keesey
to John (Jack) Hitch wat
drainage problen in dring Creek Est.
Letter from Nancy No } to Council

re support of Centr County Home
Health Service for 985

Memo from Dennis Elpern CRPC, re

Annual Bus Tour “The lndustrial Base
of the Centte Region”

PLANNING COMMISSION RECOMMENDATIONS !See‘pink slip for comments)

PLANS FOR APFROVAL P-1 Preliminary-Final 3-Lot Subdivisxon
Plan for Charles Thornton
BUSINESS: 0Ol1d OB-1 Pike Street Turnback

OB-2 Deed for Broject 70 Lands to
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

NB-1 Appointments to Handicapped Non-
Discrimination Committee, by
adoption of Resolution No. 106

Set Hearing Date for Rezoning of Lands
of Dan Stearns

Cooperative Police Study Report for
feedback to COG

Financi2l Advisory Committee Report

Lette:r from Grady Meehan re Donation
of trzct of land sperex. 1.3 acres to
Coliege Twp. from Peters Estate

COMMITTEE REPORTS
ANNOUNCEMENTS
ADJOURNMENT




RESPONSE: My "initial sur

that a 3-waYVQI

is taklng trash from he H
transfer station.

RESPONSE: _ This formal complaint was forwarded to

complaint. The Public Service Committee is in the process of

drafting some changes in the present Ordinance.

3. Ask PennDOT to study the speed limit situation in Pemn Hills to see if
it may be changed from 45 mph to 35 mph.

RESPONSE: A letter was addressed to Tom Ickes, of the PennDOT

Clearfield Office, and in addition to the request on a reduction

to a speed limit, they were also requested to determine if a

turning lane is warranted on East College Avenue and Benner Pike

between Houserville Road and Shiloh Road.




# MANAGER'S UPDATE #

Meeting held September 27, 1984

esent recommendations for members of the to be Handicapped Non-Discrimin-
on Committee to Council at their mext meetinmg.

RESPONSE: __ This item is addr

tonight's agenda.

2. Contact the Darlingtons and Mr. Metzger and ask them to meet with you as
the ne 1 mediator to help them work out a solution for all involved.

RESPONSE: ___A meeting was held October 8,

Principals, Bonnie & Jesse Darlington and Lee Metzger repr

Ered Metzger, in addition to Bob Watkins and Tom Song

Were several options offered to both parties. A response from
the Darlingtons is anticibated prior to the proposal being mailed
to Fred Metzger who is in Florida.




Cash
{nvestiments
Accounis Receivable
LESS Accounts Payable
Fund Equity

Q Revenues 45,530

Total Available for Appropriation 237,620
LESS expenditures 41,291

535,620
ENDING:

Cash

Investments

Accounts Recelvable
LESS Accounts Payable

; RETAINED EARNINGS
UNAPPROPRIATED FUND EQUITY




: , + %o 8y
for "84 for '84.  BUDGET

$3,u85 § 3 u8s

148,109
222,559
2,913
27,564
18,743
108,064
23,052

137,659
28,788

$704,863 $ 557,67

TOTAL AVATLABIE for APPROPRIATION $736,3u8 $_ 588,652

EXPENDITURES

Gen. Gov't.: Administ.
Public Safety:

* Planning & Zoning
Sub-Total 410

400

Health & Welfare:
Sanitation
Highways:
General Maintenance
Snow Removal
Traffic Signals
Street Lights
Higleay Maintenance
Construction Proj.
Sub-Total 430
Transportation:
Transit System
Culture Recreation:
Parks &€ Recreation
Libraries
Senior Citizens
Sub-Total 450
Debt Service:
Principal § Interest
Ssployse Benefits

TOTAL EXPENDITURES
REMAINDER for APPROPROATION

$109,880 $ 82,706
—3L62
334,330

41,355

151,235

178,003
26,865

129,849
20,706
20,497

171,052

27,225

232,003

..1,000 41y
45,000
24,770
5,800
8,760 6,390
50,300 39,525

40,720 36,692
175,420 126,154

33,144
7,401
3,002

18,168 13,788
41,625
24,889

6,171

36,640
18,791
2,018

$817,129 $

$119,380 $

163,720

195,845
31,565

30,155

257,565

1,000

61,311
26,635
13,650

8,900
50,540

25,535

186,571
12,725
43,283

28,913
5,738

~—2.983

1,034

817 § 195,497 $ 196,320 §  (168) §

4,025
2,113
815)
13,950
12
26,218
6,954
34,438)

3,000
85,000
1,400
16,700

8,600
20,200

2,700

5,100

41,025)
13,857
2,215
4,750
8,588
15,018)
1,746
19,538

125,047
16,238

4,716
i}

$756,319 $ u5.530 $ £73,300 §_ 85,019 $ 128,700 § 13,681 $

WA § 732,117 § 281,516 $ 325,029 § 43,513 $

6,833 $ 82,792 $ 36,588 $
32,127 ,;12'"21’3

37,900 § 1,312 $
13,211 998

134,919 48,801 51,111 2,310

15,5u8

=0=

83,180 52,665 52,300
22,494 8,071 9,157

188,237 69,328 70,493

235
86

16,162

10 1,265 (265) 430
4,717
-0-
428
716

5,269

38,923
21,641
10,462
6,376
40,159
1,034

22,388
4,994
3,188
2,524

10,381

24,501

25,300
7,000
2,800
2,200

10,700

27,900

—gus

12,164 118,595 67,976 75,900

-0- 9,507 3,218 3,447
-0-
-0-

=0-

38,505
21,685
4,873

4,778
7,228

5,000

7,228 -0-

72,685 57,449

17,262 4,049

37,600 19,066

77,934

16,646

42,158

$70:,863 $ 516,302
$ 31,u85_$ 72,350

2,322 24,420

865

=0~ 65,063 12,871 14,528 1,657

1,611 13,614 3,032 3,033

17.738 15,400 {2,338)

$758,319 $§_u1,20) % 535,620 $ 222,699 S 23uu02 $ 11,903 ¢

$ 58,815 $

N/A $ 196,497 $_58.817 $_90.627 & 31,810 $

—2,300 _2,435
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was held on October 11, 1984

rbert W Stewart,

Member absent:

Others present:

and Geraid Dlxou to testify.

SOnger opened the discussion by presenting a layout of the area. He stated that

for building purposes.J He also stated that Rallls may,$ant ;o markét the 1and.

Taricani questioned Songer about the ownership of the surrounding area. Songer
replied tﬁat he thought the land belonged to the Pennsylvanla Stat: University but
he was not sure.

Council also questioned Songer on the access to Lot 3-RR. Songer stated that
access would be granted to Lot 3-RR across Lot 3-A.

A re31dent, Mrs. Eugenie Harlow, asked Council whether the land surrounding
1ot 3-RR would follow in suit and also be zoned commercial. Taricani explained that
before any land is rezoned it must be presented to the Plannlng Commission and also
to Council for approval.

James Rallis representing his uncle, Charles Rallis, asked if the Township is
responsible for the access road to the present Rallls and Dixon pxpperties or if the
Council replied that it is a private access road and the
landowners are respogsible.

JXacgueline Melander. Centre County Historical Society, expressed her concern and
the concern of the Historical Society of the rvezouiiig.

Cerald Dixon, who owns a residence adjacent to the Rallis property, stated that
he had no objections to rezoning the land commercial.




peis o o

i expressed concern that the October 1
s , ,

It we moved by Da;rgu:z to accepa: ;:he flpanclal report, Hartswick seconded the

The following correspondence was received by C

1. Le;:g:er f;:.om Ruetgers-Nease rp.garding appl cation to DER.
2.

1984 ét 7 00 pm.
3. Letter from Corm.ng regard:.ng an appl:.cat:.on to DER.
4. '

Charle» Thcrnton.
the plan for the follosymg reasons.

Lack of .overage for Flood Plain (Section 1,2,4,3),
Lack of indication of existing elecrrical 11

{3ection 1.2.5,3).
Lack of indication of setbacks for Lot 1 (Sectiom 1,2.5.7).




€611ege Iownship Cqunc11

?age 3

In addition, under Article IV, Section 2.2.2, additional rights-of
way should be dedicated to bring Tre:t and Houserville Roads to the
standard 60 foot width,

Lechner stated that the plan is presented very poorly and does not recommend that
Council approve the plan for the above r

1t was moved by Dargitz and seconded by Hartswick to reject the Preliminary-Final
3-Lot Subdlmlslon Plan for Charles Thornton dated August 17, 1984. Councli members
voted in favor of the motion.

Taricani asked Lechner to motify the applicant of the decision.

The first item of 0ld Business was the Pike Street Turnback. Lechner informed
Council that he had received correspondence from Th ] S rggardlng the turnback
of 0.6411 mile of Ieglslatlve Route 14050 (Pike Street) frpm Elmwood Street to East
College Avenue in the village of Lemont. Ickes inc with letter three copies
of a resolution and Form M~4226 stating that the ;mprovements recommended by Dave
Sweetland, who was asked by Lechner to review the situation, were included on Form
M-4226.

Lechner stated that Sweetland did not recommend Counc11 -ake ovgéygy oad. In

his review, Sweetland estimated that the yearly?‘ for—the Fown to maintain the

road would be $1,600. The Township is now receiv1ng $600/year fton'PennDOT to plow and
salt the road. The Township would no longer receive the $600 if the Township takes
ownership of the road. This leaves a net of $1,000.

Taricani indicated that the Township would like to acquire the road and would
be willing to spend a few dollars if the turnback would benefit the residents. Dargitz
expressed his thoughts that the Township is in a position to negotiate with PennDOT.

Council asked Lechmer to contact PennDOT to inform them that the Township has
serious reservations in taking over this road and suggest that they negotiate further.

At this time, Lechner informed Council of the track of land from the Maude E.
Peters Estate that her grandson would like to donate to College Township in order to
close the estate. The land joins the College Township Park on Slab Cabin Creek, off
Elmwood Street. The track is a strip of land sandwiched between the State College
By-pass right-of-way and land owned by Donald Ford. It parallels the Slab Cabin
Creek valley for several hundred feet beside the limited access By-pass. Lechner
indicated that the land is on a slope and because of its location in conjunction with
the By-pass, would be very difficult for Mr. Meehan (the grandson) to sell. It was
moved by Hartswick to accept the 1.3 acre plot of land as a gift to the Township with
gratitude. The Manager is to inform Meehan of Council's action.

The next item of Old Business was the deed for Project 70 Lands to the Common-
wealth of Pernsylvania. PennDOT has asked the Township to execute a deed transferring
this area (approximately 1.6 acres). The Township Solicitor had drawn up a legal
description cf the land involved which was attached to his correspcndence to Council.
Dargitz moved that if PennDOT agrees that this is a fair description, then go ahead
and have the deed drawn up.

The first item of New Business was the appointment of members to the Handicapped
Kon-Discrimination Committee by adoption of Resolution #106. The persons asked to serve
on the Committee are:




MI. James'Steff; Departmeni Eead

It was moved by Dargitz and seconded by Hartswick to accept Resolution #106 and
appoint the above persons to the Handlc pped Non-] 6
members voted in favor of the motion.

The next item on the agenda was to set a hearing date for the rezbnlng of lands of

Hearlng for the Nbvember or December Counc1 Meetlng.

The next item was the request for feedback to COG on the Cooperative
Report. Dargitz said that he and Lechner had attended the Borough Public Sa e;y
Commlttee Meeting where the Chlef of Police 1nd1cated that short ran ge

commlttees Dargltz sa1d his general 1mpress1on was that the first steps of coordlnatlon
were in process.

Taricani said that College Township is the most likely to be flexible since police
services are already contracted from the ctate College Borough. Council’s response

areas,

The Financial Advisory Committee presented their report to Council. John Zeigler
explained that the Committee met on numerous occassions to put the report together
and that they are in total agreement with the report as it is written.

Taricani accepted the report and suggested that Council read it, list their
questions and concerns and meet with the Commlttee again., It was agreed that GCouncil
would meet with the Committee on October 23 at 4:00 pm or 7:30 pm dependlng on what
tize the Townchip evaluations are scheduled. Lechner was asked to check the ;ime the
evaluations are scheduled and set a time to meet with the Financial Advisory Committee.

Lechner addressed the budget timetable which was set at the September 27 meeting.
Lechner indicated that he would like to have the scheduled December 20 Publlc Hearing
on the proposed budget at 4:00 pm instead of 7:30 pm which would combine the budget
meeting and the regular meetlng, since the later: time“confllcts with the Plannlng
Commission meeting at 8:00 pm.

¥t was moved by Hartswick and seconded by Dargitz to adjourn the meeting at
8:47 pm. The motion was unanimously carried.

&

Respectfully submitted,

C Thomas Lechmner
CTL:cak:key Manager




