
Meeting Agenda 

State College Borough Design Review Board 

February 2, 2016 

Room 241 / 10 a.m. 
  
  

 I. Call to Order 

 II. Roll Call 

 Richard Bryant, Chair 
 Justin Wheeler, Vice-Chair 
 Richard Devon 
 Bond Reinhardt 
 Sandra Staub 

 III. Approval of Minutes 

 IV. Chair Report 

 V. Election of Officers 

 VI. Public Hour - Hearing of Citizens 

 VII. Sign 

 A. Replacement Sign, Rite Aid Store, 526 Westerly Parkway, CP3 Zoning District 

 Attached to the agenda is a copy of the proposed signs. The signs is proposed to 
 replace the original sign due to the facelift that occurred at the Westerly Parkway 
 Shopping  Centre.  The  sign  area  meets  the  ordinance  requirements.  The 
 proposed sign information is attached on pages 8-11. 

 Design  Review  Board  Action  (DRB):  Provide  feedback  on  the  sign’s  design, 
 placement  and  effectiveness.  Because  the  property  is  located  in  a  planned 
 commercial  district,  DRB  review  is  required  before  the  permit  can  be  issued. 
 Authority for issuing the permit is vested with staff. A formal motion is required. 

VIII. Land Development Plan 

 A. Preliminary Plan New Academic Building, Replacement of Fenske Lab for 
 Chemical Engineering and Biomedical Engineering, UPD Subdistrict 5 Zoning 
 District, The Pennsylvania State University, owner Sweetland Engineering, 
 Engineer and HOK, Architect 

 Proposal Description from the Engineer
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The new Chemical Engineering and Biomedical Engineering Building will be 
constructed on the present site of Fenske Laboratory.  The project will result 
in 194,500 square foot facility, providing programmable space to meet the 
growing needs of two departments. This project includes the demolition of 
Fenske Laboratory.  
 
The site will be serviced by proposed utility lateral extensions to existing PSU 
utility infrastructure.  
 
Walkway extensions and connections, site planting and site lighting have 
been designed to extend and complement existing PSU amenities. Site work 
will include new concrete walks, porches, handrails, stairs, repair of lawn 
damaged during construction and utility infrastructure installation and 
connection. The proposal also includes the protection of existing major trees 
to be preserved, the removal of selected trees and shrubs surrounding the 
buildings to accommodate construction. 
 
Background per an article posted on Penn State News 
 
Chemical engineering and biomedical engineering currently reside in the 
Fenske Lab and the Hallowell Building, respectively. Neither are adequate 
facilities for the departments and their growing needs. Fenske has become 
outdated for teaching modern chemical engineering research and is too small 
for the current enrollment in the department. The chemical engineering 
undergraduate program is among the three largest in the U.S. and the 
graduate program is among the 10 largest. Of equal concern is that the 
United States accreditation body (ABET) singled out Fenske six years ago as 
sub-standard and a threat to the department’s continued accreditation. The 
two-story design does not make full use of its ideal site in the core of the 
scientific precinct of campus, and it was determined that upgrading and 
expanding Fenske through renovation was not possible. 
 
The Hallowell Building also is too small for the biomedical engineering 
department, which is the fastest growing sub-discipline in engineering while 
also being the most interdisciplinary engineering field. It was not designed for 
biomedical research, and it also is remote from the other central life science 
and related engineering disciplines in the core of campus. 
 
Replacing Fenske Laboratory with a building on the same site that can hold 
both the chemical and biomedical engineering departments was determined 
to be a viable solution. It allows room for future growth, optimizes usage of 
the space and lays the foundation for strengthening the two departments both 
in national and international standing and formal ranking. The two disciplines 
complement one another, and academic and research synergies will result 
through their co-location. 
 
Link: http://news.psu.edu/story/349066/2015/03/19/academics/chemical-and-
biomedical-engineering-share-new-home-penn-state  
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Attached  to  the  agenda  is  an  aerial  view  of  the  development  site,  a  map 
noting where the current labs reside and select plan sheets on pages 12-23.
 
Design Review Board Action: The Board is advisory to the Borough.  
Comments from the board will assist the Design team to consider additional 
design options or modifications but they cannot be mandated.  No formal 
motion required.  Staff will summarize the Boards comments and forward 
comments to the applicant as part of the preliminary plan review letter. 

 
IX. Work Program 

 
A. 2016 Anticipated Duties 

 
The Design Review Board has been part of the Borough ABC’s for more than 30 
years.  Over the years the Board’s interest in design has evolved and matured to 
reflect the development and design that is occurring in State College Borough. 
 
Planning staff would like to take some time to review the Boards mission per the 
Borough Code as well as the work program. 
 
The Borough Code and Work Program are provided on pages 24-27. 
 
Design Review Board Action: Review and receive information and ask questions 
if needed.  No formal action. 

 
X. Official Reports and Correspondence 

  
A. Borough Council 

 
B. Planning Commission 

 
XI. Adjournment 
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Meeting Minutes 

State College Borough Design Review Board 

January 19, 2016 

  
The State College Borough Design Review Board (DRB) met on Tuesday, January 19, 2016 in 
the State College Borough Municipal Building, 243 South Allen Street in Room 241. Chairman 
Bryant called the meeting to order at 10:02 a.m. 
 
Members present  
 
Chairman Rick Bryant, Richard Devon, Bond Reinhardt and Alexandra Staub 
  
Others Present: 
 
Anne Messner, Planner/Zoning; Alan Sam, Arborist/Environmental Coordinator; Paul Sekula, 
Sekula Signs; Paul Gilbert, Mike Gitomer and Wes Payne, Crown Castle and Denise Rhoads, 
Staff Assistant 
 
Approval of Minutes  
 
Mr. Devon made a motion to approve the December 15, 2015 minutes as amended and 
Chairman Bryant seconded the motion.  The vote was unanimously in favor.  

 
Chair Report 
 
Chairman Bryant had nothing to report. 
 
Chairman Bryant asked the newest members to introduce themselves. 
 
Alexandra Staub stated she goes by “Sandra” and is an Architectural Professor at Penn State 
University (PSU).  She noted she lives in the 500 block of Nittany Avenue.   
 
Bond Reinhardt stated he is a Civil Engineer who graduated from PSU. He noted he has 
opened his own firm in town.  He lives in the Tusseyview Neighborhood. 

 
Public Hour  
 
No one in the audience wished to discuss items not on the agenda.  

 
Election of Officers 
 
The Election of Officers was deferred to the next scheduled meeting. 
 
Signs 

 
Replacement Sign, St. Vincent DePaul Store, 526 Westerly Parkway, CP3 Zoning District 
 
Ms. Messner stated this shopping center has been given a facelift and St. Vincent DePaul 
wanted to change their sign. 
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Board comments: 

 Mr. Devon stated there was nothing notable about the sign but, he has no objection 
to it. 

 Ms. Staub asked if the rest of the businesses use the same color scheme.  Ms. 
Messner stated no.  Ms. Staub stated she liked the sign. 

 Mr. Reinhardt stated the sign is fine. 
 
A motion to approve this sign was made by Mr. Reinhardt and Ms. Staub seconded the motion.  
The vote was unanimously in favor. 

 
Replacement Ground Pole Sign, Office Building, South Allen Street, CP2 Zoning District 
 
Mr. Sekula stated the sign is a free standing sign.  He also noted the sign is 25 square feet with 
raised architectural style letters.  It is a one sided sign facing one direction. 

 
Boards’ comments: 

 Mr. Devon asked what the white panel would be.  Mr. Sekula stated it is brushed 
aluminum and a composite material.  

 Mr. Reinhardt asked if tenant names would be listed on this sign.  Mr. Sekula stated 
they will not. 

 Ms. Staub stated she would rather see the tenant names listed.  Mr. Sekula stated 
with the limited square footage it would be difficult to list all the tenants names 
legibly. 

 Mr. Devon stated he did not see the need for the panel. 
 
A motion to approve this sign was made by Mr. Reinhardt and Mr. Devon seconded.  The vote 
was unanimously in favor. 

 
Work Program 

 
Review of Borough-owned Streetlight Poles for Wireless Installations by Crown Castle 

 
Ms. Messner stated this proposal is the first of its’ kind for staff to review.  She noted it will be 
installed in public right-of-way. 

 
Ms. Messner stated the Crown Castle team presenting today is Paul Gilbert, Wes Payne and 
Mike Gitomer. 

 
Mr. Gilbert stated the proposal is to install 12 new cellular poles in the Borough with three of 
those poles being utility poles.  The poles are either the “acorn” or “shoe box” style poles.   

 
He stated 2/5 of homes do not have a landline phone anymore and there is a huge need for 
emergency response systems to be robust. 

 
Mr. Gilbert noted small cells are designed to complement original towers.  

 
Boards’ comments: 

 Mr. Devon asked if buildings inhibit signals.  Mr. Gitomer stated they do. 

 Ms. Staub asked if these cell positions need to change over time.  Mr. Gitomer stated 
the antennae’s stay about the same size at about 30 feet high. 

 Mr. Devon asked if this is an extension of the pole that exists.  Mr. Gilbert stated they 
would have to place a new, higher pole. 
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 Ms. Staub asked since the buildings in State College are getting taller, will the 30 
foot height be a problem down the road.  Mr. Gilbert stated it should not be because 
they are trying to mainly serve pedestrians. 

 Ms. Staub stated, aesthetically, the “acorn” poles do not look good. Ms. Kerner 
stated the Public Works Department needs to have consistency in the luminaires for 
maintenance purposes. 

 Mr. Reinhardt asked if people will be able to connect to Wi-Fi.  Mr. Gilbert stated they 
would not. 

 Mr. Devon asked what the cost of this project is.  Mr. Gilbert stated he has no 
information on that question.  Chairman Bryant stated the cost is not in the purview 
of this Board. 

 Chairman Bryant stated this proposal is a better tradeoff for better cell coverage for 
the Borough. 

 Mr. Devon asked how much this company has learned in doing these projects.  Mr. 
Gilbert stated they have learned how much these poles hide in plain sight. 

 
Ms. Kerner stated these cells are going to be owned and maintained by Crown Castle and they 
are renting the space from the Borough.  She noted the Borough has no cost in this. 
 
Mr. Gilbert stated, per the utility company, they cannot have their box on a utility pole.  So, they 
designed a box that would sit along the curb. 
 
Mr. Gilbert discussed, briefly, the proposed light pole designs.   
 
He also discussed what the benefits to community will be and they included: 

 Enhance services 

 Small project size 

 Small installation size  
 
The Board asked Ms. Messner to take the following bullet points and pass them on to Council: 

 The “acorn” design is problematic and poorly designed. 

 The boxes near the three wooden poles should be painted. 

 The downtown character needs to be respected 
 
Draft 2016 Work Program 
 
Ms. Messner stated staff has been looking carefully, overall, to what the Planning Department 
should be concentrating on in 2016.  She discussed the five priority objectives: 

1. Student home rental licenses 
2. Complete the Property Maintenance Code (PMC) 
3. Make substantial progress on the State College Town Center project 
4. Continue operating the Homestead Investment Program (HIP) 
5. Begin zoning update process 

 
A motion to approve the 2016 Work Program was made by Mr. Reinhardt and seconded by Mr. 
Devon.  The vote was unanimously in favor. 
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Official Reports and Correspondence 
  

Tree Plan Update – Alan Sam, Borough Arborist will present an updated Municipal Tree Plan.  
 

Mr. Sam, Borough Arborist/Environmental Coordinator noted the Holmes-Foster Park Master 
plan was approved by Council with conditions and he briefly went over those conditions. 
 
Mr. Sam gave a brief presentation on the Master Tree Plan 2016 and his highlights included: 

 He noted this would be the third edition of this plan. 

 The table of contents has some history of the Tree Plan. 

 They added a section for “Benefits of our Urban Forest”. 

 They also added a new section called “Challenges we Face” 

 Mr. Sam also discussed public outreach such as the tree walk/ride, volunteer events, 
etc. 

 He listed the type of trees that were planted in the beginning such as: green ash, etc. 

 Mr. Sam mentioned the list of the top 10 trees that are now planted in the Borough. 

 He noted they will include a recommended tree list in this update. 

 Mr. Sam stated there are quite a few appendices. 
 

Mr. Devon stated he would like to see a section on animals included. 
 
Borough Council (BC): Ms. Messner noted new and current members were sworn in.  She noted 
Council requested the Planning Commission (PC) review the Inclusionary Housing (IH) 
ordinance.  She noted they also reviewed The Rise (532 and 538 E. College Avenue) building 
and their concerns about the affordable units be disbursed throughout the building. 
 
Planning Commission (PC): Ms. Messner stated the PC will be working on their 2016 Work 
Program. 
 
Adjournment 
 
With no further business to discuss, this meeting was adjourned at 11:48 a.m. by Ms. Staub. 
 
Respectfully submitted by, 
Denise L. Rhoads, Staff Assistant 
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NOTE: A TECHNICAL SURVEY IS REQUIRED TO VERIFY ALL DIMENSIONS AND MOUNTING CONDITIONS PRIOR TO FABRICATION

ALL SIGN LOCATIONS SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE / FOR REFERENCE - REFER TO EACH SIGNS INDIVIDUAL DETAILSPlotted Site Plan

1 2

Survey Req’d.

Survey Req’d.

Elec. Req’d. Voltage Amps Blocking Req’d. Est. WeightSign Schedule Sht # Qty Sq. Ft.

Sign Information Overview 

1

2

1

1

3

4

1 Circuit

1 Circuit

120

120

3.25

3.25

187

187

91.57

91.57

“Rite Aid” Channel Letters & Badge

“Rite Aid” Channel Letters & Badge

Borough of State College 
Contact: Ann Messner
              Zoning Officer
              (814)-234-7109

Commercial District Sign Code
Zone CP-3

2 Sq. Ft. Per Linear Foot of Building facing roadway
Maximum 200 Sq. Ft.
Maximum 5 Signs

CRITICAL NOTE:  
All proposed signs in the business district must be reviewed by the Design Review Board before a permit can be 
issued.  Application for the sign permits which require the Board’s review must be received by the Zoning Officer no 
later than Tuesday January 26th for the next DRB meeting which is Feb 2 @ 10:00 AM

Permits Required
State College Sign Permit: $82.00 fee based sign area
Center Region Code Office Electric Permit: $135 estimated fee based on valuation

Allowance Calculation
Elevation Facing Westerly Pkwy: 118’- 0”
   2 x 118 = 236 (Code max is 200SF)
Code Allowance: 200 SF
Proposed Front Elevation Sign:  91.57 Sq. Ft.
Proposed Side Elevation Sign:   91.57 Sq. Ft.
Total Proposed:                       183.14 Sq Ft 

Code Check

1. All U.L. listing labels to be placed as required
    by local and national code requirements

2. General Contractor & Rite Aid responsible to supply 
    updated drawings as they are released.

3. If there are any drawing inconsistencies or any 
    questions concerning clarification on electrical or
    blocking locations...  

 

        Please contact:
        Jerry Canavan, Cima Network
        210A Progress Dr.
        Montgomeryville, PA 18936
        267-888-2816
        jcanavan@cimanetwork.com 
 

GENERAL NOTES:
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Logo Cabinet w/ Returns & 3/4” Face Retainer 
Pre-Finished to match SW 6076 Turkish Coffee w/ 
#7328 White Acrylic Face & First Surface Red: 
Arlon 2500-2283 & Blue: Arlon 2500-2870 
Channel Letters w/ Returns & Trim Cap Pre-
Finished to match SW 6076 Turkish Coffee w/ 
#7328 White Acrylic Faces.
Raceway Finished to match Monterey Taupe Sign 
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Aerial View 
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Excerpt from 2016 Campus Map 

Link: http://www.geog.psu.edu/sites/default/files/2016_LG18x24_campusmap12-2015.pdf  
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Section 919. Design Review Board (DRB)650 

 

a. Establishment. Council hereby establishes a Design Review Board, hereinafter 

referred to as the DRB, and ordains that it be governed by the following provisions: (Ordinance 

758660, February 2, 1970, Introductory Section.) 

 

b. Membership and Vacancies. The DRB shall consist of 5members, who shall be 

residents of the Municipality. Members shall be appointed by Council to staggered terms of 4 

years. Vacancies that occur for reasons other than the expiration of terms shall be filled for the 

period of the unexpired term. 
 

In making appointments to the board, Council shall seek persons who possess qualities of 

impartiality, maturity and broad judgment and in whom the community at large may be expected 

to have confidence. Appointments shall be made in such a way as to maintain on the board at all 

times at least 2 members who have had special training or experience in a design profession. 

Members of the board shall serve without pay but may be reimbursed for actual expenses 

incident to the performance of their duties within the limits of funds available to the board. 

(Ordinance 758, February 2, 1970, Section 1, as amended by Ordinance 1513, December 

23,1996, and by Ordinance 1767, January 8, 2004, Section 1.) 

 

c. Organization, Rules, Meetings and Records. Within 30 days following its 

appointment, the DRB shall meet and elect a Chairman. It shall create and fill such other offices 

as it may determine. The term of the Chairman and other officers shall be 1 year and they shall 

be eligible for reelection. The board shall adopt rules for the transaction of its business and shall 

keep a record of its resolutions, discussions, findings and recommendations and these records 

shall be open to the public. The board shall hold at least 6 meetings annually, all of which shall 

be open to the public. For the purpose of taking any official action, a quorum of members shall 

be present. (Ordinance 758, February 2, 1970, Section 2, as amended by Ordinance 1767, 

January 8, 2004, Section 2.) 

 

d. Powers and Duties of the Board. The DRB shall have the following responsibilities: 

(1) To make studies and inventory of the visual assets and liabilities of the 

community, including surveys of an appropriate nature and to suggest standards and 

policies of design for the entire community, any neighborhood thereof or any individual 

project to be undertaken therein. 

 

(2) To seek to coordinate the activities of individuals, organizations and groups, 

both public and private, whose plans, activities and programs bear upon the appearance 

of the Municipality and its environs and to provide leadership and guidance in matters of 

design and appearance when requested to do so. 

 

(3) To initiate, promote and assist in the implementation of programs of general 

community beautification in the Municipality and its environs. 

 

(4) To prepare both general and specific plans for the improved appearance of the 

Municipality. Such plans may include the entire community or any part thereof and may 

include private as well as public property. Such plans shall set forth desirable standards 
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and goals for the aesthetic enhancement of the Municipality or any part thereof, including 

public ways and areas, open spaces and public and private buildings and projects. 

 

(5) To participate in appropriate ways in the implementation of such plans. To this 

end, the following specific duties are conferred upon the board: 
 

(a) To request from the officials of any public agency, including the 

Municipality, The Pennsylvania State University, the Recreation Board, the School Board, the 

County Board, all public utilities and any state or federal agency, its plans for public buildings, 

facilities or projects in the Municipality or its environs and to review such plans and make 

recommendations regarding their aesthetic suitability to the Planning Commission or appropriate 

agency. 

 

(b) In conducting its review, the board shall review such plans in a prompt and 

expeditious manner. All recommendations of the board concerning any public project shall be in 

writing and copies of said recommendations shall be transmitted promptly to the Council and 

affected agency. 

 

(c) To review and make recommendations on the aesthetic and design suitability 

of any private development proposals which are submitted to it and the Planning Commission. 

All recommendations concerning the private development plans shall be prepared promptly and 

submitted in writing to the Planning Commission. 

 

(d) To formulate and recommend to the Planning Commission and Council such 

ordinances and amendments to existing ordinances (including the Zoning Ordinance, 

Subdivision regulations and other local ordinances regulating the use and development of 

property), as will, in the opinion of the board, serve to enhance the appearance of the 

Municipality and its environs. 

 

(e) To seek, through any appropriate means, voluntary adherence to the standards 

and policies of its plans. 

 

(f) To study and make recommendations to Council concerning implementation 

of the powers conferred upon the board by this ordinance. 

 

(g) To promote public interest and understanding of its recommendations, studies 

and plans and, to that end, to prepare, publish and distribute such studies and reports as will 

advance the cause of improved community appearance. 

 

(h) To conduct such public meetings and hearings as may be deemed, giving 

reasonable notice to the public thereof at which the programs, progress, problems and policies of 

the board shall be presented, and at which the public at large shall be invited to express itself on 

matters relating to the Municipality's appearance. 

(Ordinance 758, February 2, 1970, Section 3.) 

 

e. Staff. Within the limits of funds available to it, the DRB may recommend to Council 
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(1) employment of a Director (who may be the Planning Director) and such other 

employees and staff as may be necessary for the performance of the responsibilities 

authorized herein;  

(2) the establishment of contracts with persons, firms or corporations for special 

or technical services or contracts with the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania or the federal 

government for such services 
 
and other benefits which may be available from such agencies and to carry out the provisions of 

such contracts or agreements. 

 

Members or employees of the DRB, when authorized by the board, may attend urban and 

community design conferences, meetings, schools and institutes and the board may, by formal 

and affirmative vote, pay, within the board's Budget, the reasonable expenses incident to such 

attendance. 

(Ordinance 758, February 2, 1970, Section 4.) 
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2016 STATE COLLEGE DESIGN REVIEW BOARD WORK PROGRAM 

Approved by the Design Review Board on January 19, 2016. Key: I= Initiative Discussion, IP= In Progress, C=Complete

Approved by Borough Council ________ R/C=Review and Comment, BC=Refer to Council

Priority Relationship to Strategic Goals 1
st
 Quarter 2

nd
 Quarter 3

rd
 Quarter 4

th
 Quarter

ROUTINE ACTIVITIES 

Plan and Reviews *

Holtzman Award (spring)

Items Referred By Council and Planning 

Commission*

Update DRB webpage* I C

Review DRB Mission*

OTHER ACTIVITES

3 Design Review Board FAQ for webpage Future
Goal 1: Maintain safe, stable attractive 

neighborhoods
I I IP C

4
Participate when appropriate in ways to 

improve public space*
Future

Goal 1: Maintain safe, stable attractive 

neighborhoods

6
Downtown Master Plan Activites*

Future
Goal 1: Maintain safe, stable attractive 

neighborhoods

* as needed

         

         

1

Focus on Appearance Award (fall/winter)

High
These activities vary greatly in their scope and 

support the 2009 Strategically Plan Goals. 

End of Year Report 

to Council on DRB 

Activities & 2016 

Work Program

Design Review Board
February 2, 2016
Page 27 of 27 


	(1) DRBAgenda 2-2-16.doc
	(2) DRBMins 1-19-16-draft.doc
	(3) Rite Aid - State College, PA__1_22_16.pdf
	(1) Aerial View.docx
	1.pdf
	2.pdf
	3.pdf
	4.pdf
	5.pdf
	6.jpg
	7.jpg
	8.jpg
	9.jpg
	10.jpg
	(3) Excerpt from 2016 Campus Map.docx
	(5) DRBPowers and duties Section 919.doc
	(6) 2016  DRB Work Program--Updated with Goals and Quarters.xls



