
 
                                          Parks and Recreation Committee 

Meeting Agenda 
Ferguson Conference Room 2

Monday, September 10, 2018 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 
 

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

III. CITIZEN INPUT 
 

IV. WHITEHALL ROAD REGIONAL PARK – CONTINUED DISCUSSION 
 

Narrative 
Provided with the agenda are several attachments relative to this discussion.  This agenda item was 
requested by Mr. McKinnon and is continued from August 13th. On March 21, 2018, the Township 
Manager mailed a letter to the Chairwoman of the Centre Region Parks and Recreation Authority to 
share the comments made by the Board of Supervisors at the Regular Meeting on March 19. The 
Nittany Valley Environmental Coalition also followed up with a letter on July 8th to the Authority 
expressing support for the Board’s comments. Mr. McKinnon is requesting that the Committee 
consider writing a letter in support of the Board of Supervisor’s letter to the Authority, including 
recommendations relative to prioritizing green infrastructure in parkland development in current and 
future phases of Whitehall Road Regional Park. Below is a link to the 2010 Whitehall Road Regional 
Park Master Plan. 
 
Whitehall Road Regional Park Master Plan 
 
Recommended motion: That the Committee request the Chairwoman to forward the Committee’s 
comments to the Centre Region Parks and Recreation Authority. 

 
V. APPOINTMENT TO THE SUBURBAN PARK MASTER PLAN STEERING COMMITTEE 

 
Narrative 
The Master Plan development process for Suburban Park is underway, with the agreement for 
consulting services awarded to YSM Landscape Architects. A steering committee is to be formed to 
provide input and review materials as the planning process develops. The Committee should appoint 
one members to serve on the Steering Committee who may act as liaisons to the Parks and Recreation 
Committee. The Steering Committee will meet at least four times throughout the process. 
 
Recommended motion: That the Committee appoint _______ to the Suburban Park Master Plan 
Steering Committee. 

 
VI. REPORTS 

1. Staff Report 

http://www.crpr.org/sites/crpr/files/uploads/whr_msp_rpt_sept2010_noapps.pdf


 

2 

 

2. Centre Region Parks and Recreation Authority Report 
 

 
VII. OPEN DISCUSSION 

 
VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

 
 
 
 



FERGUSON TOWNSHIP PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE 

MEETING MINUTES 

MONDAY, AUGUST 13, 2018 

4:00 P.M. 

 
I. ATTENDANCE 

The Parks and Recreation Committee held its regular meeting of the month on Monday, August 13, 

2018, at Greenbriar/Saybrook Park in Ferguson Township. In attendance were: 

 

Committee:      Staff: 

Niki Tourscher, Chairperson,    Centrice Martin, Assistant to the Manager 

Shawna Doerksen, Vice-Chairperson  Ray Stolinas, Planning & Zoning Director 

Kathie Vondracek, Secretary-absent   Lindsay Schoch, Community Planner 

Andrew McKinnon     David Modricker, Public Works Director 

Laura Moser, absent      

Norris Muth 

Connie Puckett 

 

Others in attendance were: Faith Norris, Recording Secretary; Denise Meyer, Centre Region Parks and 

Recreation Authority; Laura Dininni, Ferguson Township resident; Randy Hudson, Nittany Valley 

Environmental Coalition (NVEC); Brian Brushwood, NVEC; Art Curtze, NVEC; Katherine Watt, NVEC; 

Dorothy Blair NVEC; Terri Melton, NVEC; Christine Bailey, NVEC; Nick Kellow, NVEC; Stan Smith, 

NVEC; David Roberts, NVEC; Wes Glebe, NVEC; Cynthia Nixon, NVEC; Tommy Blair, NVEC; and 

Mike Costello, NVEC 

 

II. CALL TO ORDER 

Ms. Tourscher called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. 

 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF JULY 9, 2018 MEETING 

A motion was made by Ms. Doerksen and seconded by Ms. Puckett. The motion carried 5-0. 

 

IV. CITIZENS INPUT 

There was no citizens’ input. 

 

V. WHITEHALL ROAD REGIONAL PARK DISCUSSION IN REFERENCE TO RECENT LETTERS 

This agenda item was requested by Mr. McKinnon at the July 9, 2018 meeting. On March 21, 2018, 

Mr. Pribulka mailed a letter to the Centre Region Parks and Recreation Authority (CRPRA) to share 

comments made by the Board of Supervisors at its March 19, 2018 meeting. The Nittany Valley 

Environmental Coalition (NVEC) also followed up with a letter on July 8, 2018 to CRPRA regarding their 

interest and requests for the Whitehall Road Regional Park. In addition, Mr. Matt Vidic, Centre Soccer 

Association President, also sent a letter to CRPRA regarding interests and requests for the Park dated 

July 13, 2018. The aforementioned letters are a part of the agenda packet for this meeting. 

 

Ms. Tourscher opened the floor up for public comments and asked that citizens limit their comments to 

five minutes each. 

 

Many of the citizens in attendance voiced their concerns and suggestions for the Whitehall Road Regional 

Park which included discussions regarding the approved Phase 1 Master Plan, the demographics now 

versus when the plan was first submitted back in 2013, non-compliance with the Township Ordinance, 

the possibility of having an independent analysis, access to park amenities, passive parkland versus 

active parkland qualities in relation to diverse interest groups, pavilion features, expenses for amenities, 

active and passive stakeholders, less or no access to other facilities such as Penn State, and the next 
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steps for this Master Plan. Ms. Tourscher clarified the Ferguson Township Parks and Recreation 

Committee’s role and recommendations for the process of the final approval of the Master Plan. 

 

Mr. Hudson discussed the concerns listed in the letter from the letter he sent on behalf of the NVEC. He 

presented a visual chart of a Parks and Recreation survey of structured sports and park usage that dates 

back about 10 years ago. He continued on with an additional discussion regarding Phase 1 of the 

Whitehall Road Regional Park, the sports fields, the preservation of open and green space, and 

proportional spending. 

 

The public comment period continued, however, due to the weather conditions and not being able to fully 

hear the discussion, the Parks and Recreation Committed opted to table the discussion until the next 

meeting on September 10, 2018. Following the decision to stay at the Greenbriar/Saybrook Park for the 

meeting, the Committee reconvened and continued onto the next agenda item. 

 

VI. REVIEW AND DISCUSS SUBURBAN PARK MASTER PLAN UPDATE PROPOSALS AND FINAL 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Suburban Park Master Plan Update Request for Proposals was released Thursday, June 21. 

Centrice Martin, David Pribulka, David Modricker, and Ray Stolinas reviewed, scored, and ranked the 

five proposals. Each applicant was individually reviewed and staff found that three out of the five 

proposals did not meet the criteria as outlined in the rubric. Staff is asking the Parks and Recreation 

Committee members to review their rubrics, score the top two proposals, and provide staff with a 

recommendation for the Board of Supervisors to consider at the next regular meeting on 

Monday, August 20, 2018. 

 

The Parks and Recreation Committee members individually discussed their options of both proposals 

from YSM Landscape Architects and Derck & Edson LLC. 

 

A motion was made by Ms. Puckett, seconded by Mr. Muth to recommend that the Board of Supervisors 

award the Suburban Park Master Plan Update to YSM Landscape Architects. The motion carried 5-0.  

 

VII. VOLUNTEERING AT COMMUNITY EVENTS 

This agenda item was suggested by Ms. Tourscher to discuss with the Parks and Recreation 

Committee to determine if there is any interest, and if so, what types of community events members 

may be interested in volunteering at together as schedules permit.  

 

Ms. Tourscher recommended sending a list of items and ideas for volunteering in the region. The 

Committee members discussed these items and felt that the Committee should let residents know that 

Ferguson Township is dedicated to and aware of the Township’s goals regarding parks. It was noted 

that other municipalities have a counter part for Park Committees. 

 

VIII. SEPTEMBER AND OCTOBER PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE MEETING LOCATIONS 

The September 10, 2018 meeting will be held at the Tom Tudek Memorial Park, weather permitting. 

The October 8, 2018 meeting will be held at the Township building. It was suggested to confirm the 

meeting location based on expected weather conditions on the Friday prior to the meeting. The meeting 

location will be posted on the Township’s website the Friday prior to the meeting.  

 

IX. OPEN DISCUSSION 

The table was opened up for open discussion of the members. Ms. Myer updated the committee on C-

NET coverage of the Centre Region Parks and Recreation Authority meetings. She stated that the 
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Authority received letters from other organizations that will be shared with Committee members. The 

decision to broadcast the Parks and Recreation Authority’s meetings will need to be decided upon by 

each municipality’s Board or Council due to the cost. 

 

The issue of idling cars in parks was brought up. Centre Region Parks and Recreation (CRPR) cannot 

enforce idling cars in the parks—only the park’s municipality can enforce that. The next CRPR meeting 

will be this Thursday, August 16, 2018. 

 

X. ADJOURNMENT 

With no further discussion, the Parks and Recreation Committee adjourned at 5:24 PM. 

 

      RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

 

 

 

 

      KATHIE VONDRACEK, SECRETARY 

      FOR THE PARKS AND RECREATION COMMITTEE 
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What%Our%Community%Is%Asking%For
Results%of%Centre%Region%Parks%and%Recreation%Survey%on%"Top%3"%desired%facilities%for%two%new%regional%parks,%published%November%7,%2008
Question%3,%Part%2:%"We%are%planning%park%facilities%for%two%new%regional%parks%in%the%area.%What%facilities%do%you%think%we%should%include%in%those%parks?%(Please%select%up%to%ten%(10)%facilities,%then%list%the%top%three%(3)%facilities%below.")

RANK
1 Hiking%Trails 201

2 Picnics 107

3 Trees/%Flowers 106

4 Playgrounds 95

5 Pool 62

6 Dog%Park 46 %%%Green%Space/Open%Space:%%%10%of%12%Top%Rankings

7 Tennis 44 %%%Structured%Ballfields:%%Soccer%Rank%=%13
%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%%Softball%Rank%=%17

8 Fitness 42

9 Gardening 40

10 Sledding 39

11 Amphitheatre 34

12 Open%Space 34

13 Soccer 32

14 Skiing 25

15 Basketball 20

16 Sand%Volleyball 17

17 Softball 16

18 Skateboarding 16

19 Bocce 7

20 Football 6

21 RC%Aircraft 5

22 Horseshoes 5

23 Lacrosse 4

NOTE/1/0/This/graphic/presents/the/results/of/a/paper/survey/mailed/to/2,422/
randomly0selected/households/across/the/five/parFcipaFng/municipaliFes/in/the/
Centre/Region/in/early/September/2008./166/surveys/were/undeliverable,/which/
leM/a/pool/of/2,257/households./499/(22%)/completed/surveys/were/returned/
and/analyzed/by/Pashek/and/Associates./A/web0based/survey/with/the/same/
quesFons/was/available/on/the/CRPR/website/from/Oct./3/0/26,/2008./538/
completed/online/forms/were/submiVed/for/analysis/by/a/Penn/State/graduate/
student/in/RecreaFon,/Parks/and/Tourism/Management./The/web0results/were/
inconsistent/with/the/paper/results,/suggesFng/that/specific/user/groups/skewed/
the/web/results/by/submiXng/mulFple/response/sets.//
/
NOTE/2/0/To/NVEC's/knowledge,/the/2008/paper/survey/is/the/only/valid/data/set/
available/regarding/public/preferences/for/regional/park/ameniFes./AcFve/park/
proponents/point/to/two/other/studies/0/July/5,/2002/"Needs/Analysis"/Memo/
draMed/by/Centre/Region/Parks/&/RecreaFon/Board,/and/March/17,/2006/
Schumacher/&/Associates/study/completed/for/Central/Pennsylvania/ConvenFon/
&/Visitors/Bureau/0/to/support/their/claim/to/higher0priority/use/of/public/
recreaFonal/land./Both/studies/were/skewed/by/interviewing/acFve/sports/
representaFves,/and/excluding/interviews/with/passive/use/representaFves/such/
as/trail/walkers,/bird0watchers,/picnickers,/land/conservaFonists/and/the/State/
College/Borough/Water/Authority./
/
NOTE/3/0/To/NVEC's/knowledge,/acFve/park/proponents/have/not/properly/
factored/out/the/Penn/State/student/populaFon/living/off0campus,/who/have/full/
access/to/Penn/State's/recreaFonal/faciliFes,/unlike/the/general/public./As/of/
2018,/roughly/13,000/Penn/State/students/live/on0campus/0/about/30%/of/the/
46,000/undergraduate/enrollment./The/other/70%/(about/32,000/students),/live/
off0campus./In/other/words,/CRPR/has/historically/benchmarked/its/"needs/
assessments"/to/naFonal/standards/for/acFve/sports/faciliFes/per/populaFon/
unit,/using/inflated/user0populaFon/figures./
/
NOTE/4/0/AcFve/park/development/is/significantly/more/expensive/than/passive/
park/development;/the/regional/parks/are/being/paid/for/by/Centre/Region/
taxpayers/in/the/five/parFcipaFng/municipaliFes./
/
InformaZon%Graphic:%Ni[any%Valley%Environmental%CoaliZon,%July%2018%



Joint Parks Comm. Presentation 6/12/2014 
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Regional Parks Update 

CRPR Authority Board & 

COG Parks Capital Committee 

 Update ~ June 12, 2014 1 

In the beginning… 

O 2002: COG forms the “Regional Parks Ad Hoc 

Comm.” to work with the Authority Board. 

O Proceed with confirming the need for additional 

outdoor, active park areas and COG agreements. 

O 2007: Committee renamed “Parks Capital Comm.” 

O The road to date has also involved: 

O Park Forest Pool Renewal 

O Welch Pool Renewal 

O Nature Center Educ. Bldg. Construction 

 
2 
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2011 Timeline 

3 

The work proceeds… 
O Oak Hall Regional Park – 68 acres 

 - Acquired in 2005 

 - Master Plan approved in 2009 & revised in 2011 

  Total Estimated Cost           $5.6 million 
 - Phase 1 Construction in progress 

O Hess Softball Field Complex – 21 acres 

   - Proposed in 2009 

   - Safety Evaluation & Purchase in late-2010 

   - Renovations proceed with 2011 re-opening 

  -Master Site Plans approved in 2011: 
  4 Youth OR 3 All-Age Fields   $3 million 

O Whitehall Road Regional Park – 100 acres 

 - Acquired in 2008 (75-acres) & 2011 (25-acres) 
 - Master Plan approved 2010 & revised in 2013 
  Total Estimated Cost           $12.9 million 

O Centralized Parks Maintenance Facility 
 - 2013 Added to Master Plan - Whitehall Road Reg. Park 
  Total Estimated Cost           $3 million 

 

4 
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5 

The work continues… 

The 2011 target was that COG would begin discussions for future 
phases /improvements by June 1, 2014. Delays with the 
projects have impacted those discussions as well as the 
fundraising process. 

SITE FULL BUILD 

ESTIMATE 

PHASE 1 

BUDGET 

Oak Hall $5.6 million  $3.85 million 

Hess $3 million  - 

Whitehall Road  $12.9 million $5.55 million 

Maint. Facility $3 million $2.5 million 

Total  $24.5 million  $11.9 million 

$12.6 million will be needed for future phases. 

Cost Estimates & Phase 1 Budgets: 

6 
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Interim Success at Hess… 

7 

Building for Success  
at Oak Hall… 

8 
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O Phase 1 Project Budget  $3,654,000 

O Add refinancing proceeds  +$125,528 

O Add College Twp. Contrib.   +$45,000 

O Add TreeVitalize grant  +$25,000 

  Total Budget $3,849,528 

Funds expended  -$3,301,513 

Funds committed     -$486,159 

Current Fund Balance       $61,856 

Building for Success  
at Oak Hall… 

9 

Oak Hall Reg. Park - Future Projects 

Facilities Needed to Build on Phase 1… 

 Playground   $200,000 

 Lawn Volleyball Courts     $5,000 

 Dog Park (fencing, etc.)   $10,000 

 Pavilions     $50,000 

 Repave entrance drive   $70,000 

 Light Softball Field OH1 $190,000 

 Add Parking Lot Lights   $28,500 

 Tournament HQ/Press box $260,000 

   Total $813,500 
10 
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Whitehall Road Reg. Park Master Site Plan 

11 

Whitehall Road – Phase 1 
Where are we? 

O Ferguson Twp. Planning Comm. has recommended 
“conditional approval.” Most items relate to the proposed 
Toll Bros. development: 

 - Public access & utilities to the park 

 - Traffic Impact Study & the required projects 

O Pending Toll Brothers, request Township Board approval 
of the park plan, then… 

 - Complete Construction Docs (Summer 2014) 

 - Bid the project / Award the contracts (late 2014) 

 - Construction (starting April 2015) 

 - Park opens (Fall 2016) 
12 
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Toll Bros. Proposal Update 

13 

Options to proceed…. 

O Continue to hold (impacts loan, state grant & fundraising) 

O Review the options and proceed independently: 

 - Construct an access road for construction and for 

 park visitor use (if needed),  

 - Postpone utility services (use holding tanks OR 

 portable toilets) until sewer service is available 

 at the park boundary. 

 - Seek to defer Traffic Impact Study & related projects 

O  Revise the scope of Phase 1 to meet the budget. 

14 

http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&docid=duAEPl_gr1KDbM&tbnid=TUJLPIennF4chM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.st-wilfrids.bkcat.co.uk%2Fletters&ei=HpaZU6zaBKzjsASX2IKAAQ&bvm=bv.68911936,d.b2U&psig=AFQjCNE-BONuOl65M_Kdt4yPVh9y_lZ7Gg&ust=1402660735166218
http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&docid=nxpfsL6iZb0atM&tbnid=BjjW8N0Vdn56oM:&ved=0CAUQjRw&url=http://chasinjesus.blogspot.com/2014/03/time-and-time-again.html&ei=50qXU7WCHYymyATY3YFo&bvm=bv.68693194,d.aWw&psig=AFQjCNHnAxEl9RFh6JOOKqiHnOA-r_71vg&ust=1402510406147926
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Whitehall Road – Phase 1 Plan 

15 

O Owner Expenses 

O Removals and Site Preparation 

O Site Development 

O Planting and Landscape Features 

O Site Utilities – water, gas, sewer 

O Site Utilities – electrical 

O Restroom / Concession Bldg. 

O Parks Maint. Facility (CMF) 

O Contingency, Bonds, Insurance 

  Total 

 Available Phase 1 Budget 

Shortfall: $2.25m 

$   836,966 

$     20,530 

$3,249,245 

$   757,081 

$1,443,600 

$   566,000 

$   375,000 

$2,293,000 

$    756,076 

$10,297,498 

$8,053,000 

Whitehall Road Regional Park  
Current Phase 1 Estimates 

16 
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O Delays in construction (inflation) +$150,000 

O Higher grading costs based on our experience at Oak 

Hall +$200,000 

O Additional infrastructure costs for the two (potential) 

future sport buildings 

O Additional costs resulting from land dev. requirements 

O What about funding the “Green Features” at the park? 

Whitehall Road – Phase 1 
 
Why are we here? 

SITE PHASE 1 BUDGET 

(Park + CMF) 

Whitehall Road  $8.05 million 

17 

1. Use portable toilets until a pump station is available. Defer 
building the restroom/ concession building – but do install 
in-park sewer lines.     Save $375,000 

2. Defer infrastructure (stormwater and utilities) for the two 
buildings.   Save $400,000 

3. Defer park fixtures (picnic pavilion, sportfield goals, 
basketball courts, playground, player benches, etc.).    
 Save $450,000 

4. Defer the western-most parking lot & roadway (then use 
the lawn area for overflow parking).   Save $320,000 

Whitehall Road – Phase 1 

18 

SITE PHASE 1 BUDGET 

(Park + CMF) 

Whitehall Road  $8.05 million 

How can we reduce costs or 

increase revenue? 
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5. Defer providing street and parking lot lighting.   

 Save $195,000. 

6. Seek adjoining developer contributions to cover 

additional costs from Land Dev. Process and to add 

desired facilities. 

7. Seek future grants (will require a local cash match). 

8. Other savings you suggest? 

Whitehall Road – Phase 1 

19 

SITE PHASE 1 BUDGET 

(Park + CMF) 

Whitehall Road  $8.05 million 

How can we reduce costs or 

increase revenue? 

More Options… 

Whitehall Road Reg. Park 
Centre Soccer Assn. Proposal 

20 

Base Bid: 

Natural turf 

 

Upgrades: 

Via CSA 
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Additional Costs for 2 Rectangular Field Lighting $350,000 

Additional Cost for 2 Rectangular Field Synthetic turf $2,249,920 

Professional Fees for sport lighting & synthetic turf 
$155,995 

Subtotal for 2 sportfield upgrades $2,755,915 

• Pending the development of a CRPR Priority Scheduling Policy with 

respect to their uses of these facilities. 

• If this proposal goes forward,  revenue & expenses will increase 

equally by this amount.  

Whitehall Road Reg. Park 
Centre Soccer Assn. Proposal 

Parks Maintenance Facility Update 

22 

The need for the warehouse building,  

included in Phase 2.  
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O Priority Discussions:  

(1) Finalize access & utility plans for this new park,  

(2) Finalize the scope of Phase 1,  

(3) Is Fall bidding & Spring construction still a worthy goal? 

O What steps should be taken at the July joint meeting?  

O Following consensus, should these topics be discussed at 

the municipal level or at the General Forum level? 

 

The Regional Parks remain a very worthwhile 

investment for each municipality and the region. 

Whitehall Road – Phase 1 
Next Steps… 

23 
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Nittany	  Valley	  Environmental	  Coalition’s	  mission	  is	  
to	  protect	  our	  constitutionally-‐guaranteed	  environmental	  rights	  as	  Pennsylvania	  citizens.	  

nittanyvalley-‐eco.org	  

Nittany	  Valley	  Environmental	  Coalition	  
c/o	  Treasurer	  David	  Stone	  

539	  E.	  Nittany	  Ave.	  
State	  College	  PA	  16801	  
nvec2018@gmail.com	  
nittanyvalley-‐eco.org	  

	  
	  

	  
G.	  Randolph	  Hudson	  Architect,	  LEED	  AP	  

Chair,	  NVEC	  Working	  Group	  for	  Whitehall	  Road	  Regional	  Park	  Design	  
427	  S.	  Nixon	  Road	  	  

Ferguson	  Township	  
State	  College	  PA	  16801	  

814-‐937-‐4372	  
grhudsonjr@gmail.com	  

	  
July	  8,	  2018	  
	  
Ms.	  Kathleen	  Matason,	  Chair	  
Centre	  Region	  Parks	  &	  Recreation	  Authority	  (CRPRA)	  Board	  
kdm1@psu.edu	  
	  
Ms.	  Pamela	  Salokangas,	  Director	  
Centre	  Region	  Parks	  &	  Recreation	  (CRPR)	  
psalokangas@crcog.net	  
	  
2643	  Gateway	  Drive,	  Suite	  #1	  
State	  College,	  PA	  16801	  
	  
	   Re:	  Whitehall	  Road	  Regional	  Parklands	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  
Dear	  Ms.	  Matason	  and	  Ms.	  Salokangas:	  
	  
The	  proposed	  regional	  park	  design	  at	  Whitehall	  Road	  has	  a	  long	  way	  to	  go	  before	  it	  meets	  the	  
agreed-‐upon	   needs	   of	   our	   local	   population.	   Ask	   people	   in	   our	   region,	   or	   anywhere,	   what	   a	  
"park"	  is,	  and	  they	  imagine	  something	  very	  different	  from	  this	  plan.	  CRPR's	  own	  surveys,	  from	  
at	   least	   2008	   on,	   show	   ten	   times	   the	   desire	   for	   open	   space	   (trails,	   trees	   and	   flowers,	   picnic	  
areas,	   sledding	   areas)	   as	   there	   is	   for	   structured	   sports.	   This	   is	   consistent	   with	   surveys	   from	  
around	  the	  nation.	  	  
	  
Yet	  the	  proposed	  Phase	  One	  of	  Whitehall	  Road	  Regional	  Park	  devotes	  a	  great	  deal	  of	  area,	  and	  
by	   far	   the	  greatest	   tax	  dollars,	   for	  organized	   sports	  and	   its	  parking,	   rather	   than	   for	  what	   the	  
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community	  says	   it	  needs.	  A	  great	   local	  park,	  on	  the	  other	  hand,	  might	  more	  closely	  resemble	  
Penn	  State	  Arboretum	  or	  Pittsburgh's	  Schenley	  Park.	  
	  
The	  Heart	  of	  Nittany	  Valley	  
	  
The	   site	   of	   the	   proposed	  Whitehall	   Road	   Regional	   Park	   is	   one	   of	   the	  most	   stunning	   natural	  
areas	   in	  Central	  Pennsylvania.	   It	  offers	  magnificent	  vistas	  of	  Mount	  Nittany,	  Tussey	  Ridge	  and	  
thousands	  of	  acres	  of	  open	  fields	  and	  meadows.	  It	  defines	  the	  essence	  of	  the	  term	  "viewshed."	  	  
I	   strongly	   encourage	   any	   stakeholder	   who	   has	   not	   walked	   this	   site	   to	   do	   so,	   while	   all	   its	  
potential	  can	  still	  be	  imagined.	  
	  
Natural	   beauty	   is	   precious.	   It	   is	   why	   people	   love	   to	   live	   here.	   Particularly	   since	   the	   Penn	  
State/Toll	  Brothers	  chapter,	  policymakers	  must	  consider	  not	  only	  built	  fields	  and	  facilities,	  but	  
also	  preservation	  of	  resources,	  undeveloped	  views	  and	  open	  space,	  and	  Pennsylvania's	  wildlife	  
in	   determining	   the	   final	   mix	   of	   amenities	   for	   our	   region.	   Accordingly,	   Nittany	   Valley	  
Environmental	  Coalition	  encourages	  the	  Centre	  Region	  Parks	  and	  Recreation	  Authority	  Board	  to	  
take	  a	  broad	  view	  of	  what	  constitutes	  "Parklands."	  	  
	  
The	   current	   plan	   places	   far	   too	   much	   emphasis	   on	   team	   sports.	   This	   is	   not	   the	   place	   to	  
emphasize	  those.	  
	  
1.	  NVEC	  SUPPORT	  FOR	  FERGUSON	  TOWNSHIP	  LETTER	  
	  
The	  Nittany	  Valley	  Environmental	  Coalition	   strongly	   supports	   the	   letter	  of	  March	  21,	  2018	   to	  
the	   CRPRA	   Board,	   written	   by	   Ferguson	   Township	   Manager	   David	   Pribulka	   on	   behalf	   of	   the	  
Ferguson	   Township	   Board	   of	   Supervisors.	   The	   Ferguson	   Township	   letter	   asks	   that	   the	   next	  
planning	   and	   design	   phases	   adhere	   to	   the	   already	   agreed-‐upon	   principles	   stated	   in	   the	  
Whitehall	  Road	  Regional	  Parklands	  Master	  Site	  Plan	  ("Whitehall	  Parklands")	  document	  created	  
in	  August	  2010	  for	  the	  Centre	  Region	  Council	  of	  Governments.	  	  The	  document	  was	  the	  result	  of	  
a	  comprehensive	  stakeholder-‐supported	  master	  plan	  process.	  
	  
Ferguson's	   letter	   emphasizes	   the	   following	   points,	   presented	   here	   with	   expanded	   NVEC	  
comments:	  
	  
Encourage	   permeable	   paving	   for	   parking	   and	   roads.	   Encourage	   paved	   rather	   than	   gravel	  
surfaces.	  
	  
Additionally:	  	  
	  

1.	  Design	  number	  of	  parking	  spaces	  not	  to	  perceived	  desires,	  but	  to	  code	  minimums.	  	  
2.	  Shade	  paved	  areas—both	   roads	  and	  parking-‐-‐with	   trees	   to	   reduce	  heat	   islands.	  We	  
understand	  that	  shading	  was	  originally	  planned,	  but	  later	  removed.	  This	  is	  contrary	  to	  all	  
good	  planning	  practice	  in	  the	  last	  20	  years.	  
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3.	  Refer	  to	  LEED	  standards	  for	  site	  and	  other	  facility	  planning.	  Although	  certification	   is	  
not	  required,	  these	  offer	  realistic	  and	  proven	  design	  guidelines.	  

	  
Do	  not	  "improve"	  undeveloped	  portions	  of	  park.	  Since	  there	  is	  no	  timetable	  for	  future	  phases:	  
Request	  no	  grading;	  preserve	  natural	  habitat.	  Consider	  succession	  planting	  and	  reforestation.	  
	  
Additionally:	  	  
	  

1.	  Do	  not	  grade	  either	  Phase	  One	  areas	   labeled	  "Future,"	  or	  Phase	  Two	  areas.	  Do	  not	  
disturb	  this	  local	  birding	  hotspot.	  
2.	  As	   this	   is	   recent	   farmland,	  with	  heavy	   spraying,	  wildlife	   and	  beneficial	   insects	   have	  
been	  impaired.	  Management	  plans	  must	  include	  cessation	  of	  herbicides	  and	  pesticides.	  	  
3.	  Consider	  the	  Wildlife	  Management	  Institute's	  Young	  Forest	  Guide	  principles,	  allowing	  
areas	  for	  brush	  and	  young	  trees	  to	  grow	  up.	  These	  areas	  are	  "powerhouse"	  habitats	  for	  
grouse,	  whip-‐poor-‐wills,	  reptiles,	  including	  turtles,	  and	  migrating	  birds.	  

	  
Update	  the	  Parklands	  Master	  Plan	  for	  subsequent	  phases	  as	  Phase	  One	  is	  developed.	  
	  
Additionally:	  	  
	  

1.	  Make	  this	  an	  inclusive	  and	  transparent	  process,	  with	  broad	  community	  input.	  
	  
Green	  infrastructure	  and	  low	  impact	  parkland	  for	  this	  and	  subsequent	  phases.	  Consistent	  with	  
2010	  planning	  document,	  through	  the	  Sustainable	  Sites	  Initiative.	  
	  
Mitigate	   light	   and	   noise	   pollution.	   Consider	   screening	   and	   natural	   buffering	   with	   height	   to	  
prevent	  spillover	  light	  to	  adjacent	  properties.	  
	  
Additionally:	  	  
	  

1.	  NVEC	  respectfully	  requests	  that	  there	  be	  no	  site	  lighting.	  Besides	  the	  initial	  and	  yearly	  
expense,	  night	  lighting	  affects	  not	  only	  adjacent	  properties,	  but	  will	  be	  visible	  for	  miles.	  
It	  disrupts	  views	  of	  the	  night	  sky,	  bird	  migration	  and	  human	  health.	  	  
2.	  Consider	  stargazing	  as	  a	  popular,	  free	  outdoor	  activity	  that	  is	  difficult	  in	  town.	  Ideally,	  
consider	  a	  sky	  observatory	  to	  complement	  PSU	  Davies	  Lab.	  	  
3.	   If	   there	   is	   lighting,	   it	   should	   conform	   to	   International	   Dark	   Sky	   Association	   (IDSA)	  
standards,	  with	  zero	  off-‐site	  light	  spillage.	  Security	  lighting,	  if	  any,	  should	  be	  by	  motion-‐
detector	  only.	  	  
4.	   Noise:	   NVEC	   respectfully	   requests	   no	   amplification/announcement	   systems.	   Pine	  
Grove	   Mills	   already	   hears	   both	   Kocher	   Stables	   and	   Beaver	   Stadium	   loudspeakers.	  
Loudspeakers	  here	  would	  be	  highly	  disturbing	  to	  adjacent	  and	  distant	  residential	  areas.	  
5.	   For	   noise	   control,	   establish	   hours	   of	   operation,	   and	   standards	   for	   activities	   and	  
decibel	  levels	  in	  accordance	  with	  local	  ordinances,	  police,	  and	  community	  wishes.	  	  
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2.	  RECAP	  OF	  WHITEHALL	  PARKLANDS	  PRINCIPLES	  
	  
NVEC	  respectfully	  offers	  reminders	  of	  these	  principles	  from	  Whitehall	  Parklands:	  
	  
Plan	   first	   for	   the	   views	  and	  natural	   areas,	   then	   for	   the	  ballfields.	  Chapter	  One	  of	  Whitehall	  
Parklands:	  The	  site	  is	  "exceptional	  in	  its	  scenic	  position	  with	  outstanding	  valley	  views"	  and	  has	  
"spectacular…scenic	  values."	  Any	  coach	  will	  tell	  athletes:	  "Keep	  your	  eye	  on	  the	  ball."	  Views	  like	  
these	  are	  vital	  for	  visitors,	  far	  less	  so	  for	  athletes.	  
	  
Less	   is	  More.	  While	   recognizing	   a	   need	   for	   active	   playing	   fields,	   give	   top	   priority	   to	   lifetime	  
activities.	  Or	  to	  simple	  relaxation.	  Consider	  also	  that	  sometimes	  the	  best	  thing	  is	  "nothing".	  One	  
of	   America's	   most	   iconic	   park	   features,	   Central	   Park's	   Sheep	  Meadow,	   has	   no	   structures	   or	  
structured	   activity.	   Reserve	   Whitehall	   Parkland's	   best	   view	   areas	   for	   non-‐sports	   use.	   From	  
Whitehall	  Parklands:	  "…diversity	  of	  complementary	  activities	  is	  important	  to	  creation	  of	  a	  great	  
park."	  
	  
Xeriscaping.	   	   1.	   Plant	   native	   grass,	   shrub	   and	   tree	   species	   that,	   once	   established,	   require	   no	  
watering,	  herbicides	  or	  pesticides.	  This	  provides	  tremendous	  yearly	  savings	  in	  maintenance.	  As	  
a	  bonus,	  these	  will	  allow	  pollinator,	  beneficial	  insect,	  and	  bird	  populations	  to	  rebound.	  	  2.	  Carry	  
out	  sports	  turf	  design,	  and	  a	  management	  program,	  that	  reflects	  this.	  
	  
Invasive-‐species	   control.	   Invasive	   plants	   are	   a	   growing	   problem	   in	   Ferguson	   Township	   and	  
statewide.	   Invasives	   crowd	   out	   native	   plants,	   starving	   birds	   and	   wildlife;	   this	   cost	   must	   be	  
included	  in	  operations	  budgeting.	  	  
	  
3.	  ADDITIONAL	  THOUGHTS	  FROM	  NVEC	  
	  
Eight	  years	  have	  elapsed	  since	  the	  original	  Whitehall	  Parklands	  plan.	  Much	  has	  changed	  since	  
then,	  and	  current	  planning	  must	  reflect	  this.	  
	  
Maintain	  safe	  water	  supplies.	  Whitehall	  Parklands	  is	  above	  and	  within	  the	  recharge	  area	  of	  the	  
Harter	  and	  Thomas	  well	  fields	  providing	  drinking	  water	  to	  75,000	  State	  College	  area	  residents,	  
above	  fragile	  karst	  limestone	  geology	  prone	  to	  sinkholes	  and	  fractures.	  	  
	  

1.	  Construction	  and	  operation	  must	  not	  risk	  the	  safety	  of	  nearby	  State	  College	  Borough	  
Water	  Authority	  wells	  and	  Slab	  Cabin	  Run.	  Accordingly,	  re-‐grade	  as	  little	  as	  possible	  of	  
either	  Phase	  One	  or	  Phase	  Two.	  Do	  not	  re-‐grade	  now	  for	  future	  facilities.	  
2.	  Plan	  now	  for	  who	  is	  responsible	  if	  wells	  or	  stream	  are	  damaged.	  	  
3.	  Consider	  having	  the	  State	  College	  Borough	  Water	  Authority	  board	  certify	  the	  project	  
as	  non-‐risk,	  absolving	  the	  Parks	  Authority	  and	  COG	  of	  liability	  for	  damages.	  
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Provide	  the	  full	  range	  of	  amenities	  at	  every	  phase,	  including	  Phase	  One	  	  	  
	  
At	  every	  phase,	  the	  Parklands	  should	  contain	  the	  full	  blend	  of	  active,	  passive	  and	  natural	  areas,	  
in	   similar	   proportions	   to	   those	   at	   completion	   of	   all	   phases.	   Phase	  One	  must,	   at	   a	  minimum,	  
include	  the	  community	  gardens	  designated	  as	  "future"	  in	  the	  site	  plan.	  	  
	  
Providing	  this	  full	  range	  will	  be	  more	  economical	  than	  a	  plan	  that	  prioritizes	  sports	  fields.	  It	  will	  
help	  meet	  the	  three	  General	  Forum	  goals:	  small	  enough	  to	  cost	  $4.8	  million	  or	  less;	  within	  the	  
(Whitehall	  Parklands)	  design	  area	  and	  with	  a	  broad	  enough	  range	  of	   features	   to	  be	  accepted	  
unanimously	  by	  municipal	  legislators	  as	  a	  “regional”	  park.	  
	  
Are	  sports	   fields	   in	   fact	  necessary?	  A	  casual	  drive	  around	  our	  region	  shows	  dozens	  of	  empty	  
municipal	  and	  school	  fields	  everywhere,	  at	  all	  hours.	  A	  simple	  scheduling	  fix	  could	  eliminate	  or	  
greatly	  reduce	  the	  need	  for	  expensive	  new	  fields.	  	  
	  

1.	  Confirm	  current	  regional	  capacity	  and	  needs.	  
2.	   If	  the	  desire	   is	  for	  club	  tournaments,	  then	  recognize	  that	  concentrating	  the	  fields	   in	  
one	  location	  may	  be	  ideal,	  but	  it	  is	  not	  a	  need.	  
	  

Re-‐Consider	  Artificial	  Turf.	  The	  manufacture	  of	  artificial	  turf	  is	  highly	  energy-‐intensive	  and	  has	  
severe	  impacts	  on	  water	  supplies.	  Surface	  runoff	  of	  rubber	  and	  plastic	  microparticles	  will	  
discharge	  directly	  into	  our	  water	  supply.	  
	  

1.	  Consider	  installing	  natural	  turf	  only,	   incorporating	  a	  "resting"	  field	  to	  allow	  recovery	  
between	  seasons/years	  of	  use.	  
2.	   If	   artificial	   turf	   is	   used,	   apply	   current	   best	   practices	   for	   sourcing	   the	  materials	   and	  
managing	  runoff.	  This	  discipline	  is	  evolving	  rapidly.	  	  

	  
Advanced	  Engineering	  for	  All	  Aspects.	  Sophisticated	  engineering	  can	  be	  applied	  to	  all	  features	  
of	  the	  Parklands,	  not	  only	  sports	  fields.	  
	  

1.	  Consider	  hydroengineering	   to	  provide	  water	   features,	   including	  water	   for	  birds	  and	  
wildlife,	  and	  as	  viewer	  focal	  points.	  	  
2.	  Consider	  engineered	  gravel	  for	  roadways.	  
3.	  Incorporate	  outdoor	  learning	  and	  STEM	  opportunities	  for	  local	  students.	  

	  
Consider	   Topography.	   The	   proposed	   Parklands	   occupy	   a	   "hogback":	   a	   high	   tableland	   with	  
stunning	  360-‐degree	  views.	  	  No	  plans	  or	  studies,	  even	  Whitehall	  Parklands,	  have	  included	  slope	  
analysis.	  
	  

1.	  The	  best	  views	  must	  be	  reserved	  for	  the	  amenities	  that	  benefit	  from	  views.	  
2.	   The	   rise	   tilts	   down	   toward	   Whitehall	   road,	   therefore	   fields	   may	   be	   highly	   visible.	  
Consider	  this	  in	  final	  layout	  of	  fields	  vs.	  natural	  areas.	  	  
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3.	   Minimize	   re-‐grading,	   cut	   and	   fill,	   and	   retaining	   walls.	   Consider	   a	   peer	   review	   of	  
current	  site	  plan	  document.	  There	  are	  large	  potential	  cost	  savings	  even	  in	  Phase	  One.	  
	  

Fill	  in	  the	  Skipped	  Steps.	  Whitehall	  Parklands	  was	  planned	  in	  2010	  by	  an	  interdisciplinary	  team	  
of	   land	  planners	  and	  landscape	  architects,	  with	   input	  from	  a	  wide	  range	  of	  stakeholders.	  Fast	  
forward	   to	  2018.	  Construction	  documents	  are	  being	  drawn	   for	  a	  piece	  of	   that	  plan	  by	  a	  very	  
capable	   firm,	   but	   one	   whose	   core	   business	   is	   infrastructure	   engineering.	   In	   my	   experience,	  
when	   that	  much	   time	  has	   elapsed,	   there	   is	   a	   re-‐visit	   of	   basic	   programming	   assumptions	   and	  
design	  response.	  	  
	  

1.	  Considering	  what	  our	  community	  now	  needs	  and	  is	  requesting,	  pause	  and	  carry	  out	  
program	  confirmation.	  	  
2.	   Before	   proceeding	   with	   construction	   drawings,	   hire	   a	   landscape	   architect	   firm	   to	  
create	   schematic	   and	   preliminary	   landscape	   architecture	   plans	   that	   take	   into	   account	  
views,	  slopes,	  sun;	  trees	  and	  other	  vegetation,	  and	  surface	  and	  groundwater.	  	  
3.	  Carry	  out	  programming	  and	  design	  in	  a	  public	  process.	  	  

	  
Maintain	  cost	  effectiveness.	  Maintain	   focus	  on	  both	  costs	  of	  construction	  and	  of	  subsequent	  
operations.	  Reduce	  cost	  of	  both,	  by	  focusing	  the	  stated	  needs	  of	  the	  Centre	  Region	  population.	  
	  
The	  Nittany	  Valley	  Environmental	  Coalition	  thanks	  you,	  your	  staff	  and	  all	  who	  have	  worked	  on	  
this	   to	   date,	   and	   looks	   forward	   to	   helping	   to	   realize	   the	   fullest	   potential	   of	   this	   stunning	  
property	  as	  true	  parklands	  for	  the	  entire	  community.	  
	  
Sincerely,	  
/s/	  Randy	  Hudson	  
	  
G.	  Randolph	  Hudson	  Architect,	  LEED	  AP	  
Chair,	  NVEC	  Working	  Group	  for	  Whitehall	  Road	  Regional	  Park	  Design	  
427	  S.	  Nixon	  Road,	  Ferguson	  Township	  
State	  College	  PA	  16801	  
814-‐937-‐4372	  
grhudsonjr@gmail.com	  
	  
cc:	  	  
	  
Denise	  Meyer,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Representative	  to	  CRPRA	  Board,	  denisebmeyer@gmail.com	  
Shawna	  Doerksen,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  sdoerksen@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Niki	  Tourscher,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  ntourscher@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Norris	  Muth,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  nmuth@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Connie	  Puckett,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  cpuckett@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Laura	  Moser,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  lmoser@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Kathie	  Vondracek,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  kvondracek@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Andrew	  McKinnon,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Park	  Committee,	  amckinnon@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
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Dave	  Pribulka,	  Ferguson	  Township	  Manager,	  dpribulka@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
Janet	  Engeman,	  COG	  Parks	  Capital	  Committee,	  jengeman@statecollegepa.us	  
Laura	  Dininni,	  COG	  Parks	  Capital	  Committee,	  ldininni@twp.ferguson.pa.us	  
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13 July 2018 
 
 
 
Dear Ms. Matason and Ms. Salokangas:  
 
Over the last 13 years, Centre Soccer representatives have attended many 
public meetings at COG, CRPR, and municipalities, including Ferguson 
Township, regarding the significant need for the fields planned in Whitehall 
Regional Park (WRP). The most recent meeting attended was the Ferguson Twp 
Parks Committee this past Monday where the recent NVEC letter was added for 
discussion at the next meeting.  
 
NVEC appears to claim to speak for residents of the region. We don’t know how 
many members they speak for, but as Centre Soccer Association, we represent 
the soccer interests of 800 recent youth players and their families, plus 200 adult 
soccer players who all are active and engaged members of this community with a 
passion for team sports.  We are a 501(c)3 non-profit, and have operated 
continuously since 1985. Soccer is an extremely popular team sport in our region 
that is enjoyed during all seasons of the year by players of all ages, ethnicities, 
genders, religions, political beliefs, occupations, and walks of life.  We also have 
diverse interests in other activities, but soccer is held in common. 
 
Our members are all predominantly residents of the Centre Region, with 
Ferguson Township included. The NVEC letter made references regarding WRP 
that team sports should not be able to use it, would not want to use it, and that 
they would be better off elsewhere. We strongly disagree with that, and are 
providing here important information from our experience and perspective as an 
established community sports organization regarding field needs in the area, and 
the need for the fields planned in Whitehall Regional Park. 
 
The following letter includes information we have provided many times in the past 
at various meetings regarding WRP. We will continue to discuss the need for the 
park, as we have since 2002. 
 
Benefits of Team Sports 
Team sports are an important part of our community for youth and adults. 
Soccer, baseball, softball, lacrosse, flag-football, football, ultimate frisbee, 
basketball, volleyball, field hockey and rugby are team sports that are popular 
here.  
 



 

Youth team sports provide an opportunity for social and physical development. 
Cooperation, confidence, and leadership skills develop in team environments, as 
well as the development of physical literacy, physical ability, and a desire to be 
active. Children playing in team sports are learning positive lifelong habits that 
promote long term physical & mental wellness.   
 
Providing park fields to non-profit organizations that enable these activities is, 
and has been, recognized as a positive quality of life amenity for residents in our 
region, and differentiates us from more remote municipalities outside the COG 
area where statistically smaller populations and scarcer facilities are barriers for 
organized team sports to occur.  
 
Regional Field Deficit 
We do in fact have a deficit of rectangular fields. The field deficit for soccer is 
seen every spring when baseball, softball, and rugby are in season and sports 
like soccer and lacrosse are not able to find enough fields to use. Many grass 
fields we use are the grass outfields of softball and baseball diamonds, and when 
those sports play, we are not able to use those fields. This has has been going 
on for at least 16 years.  
 
Centre Soccer programs just this past spring 2018 used the front lawns of two 
commercial business properties to add missing capacity. At least one other youth 
sport we are aware of is using an uneven grass meadow at a church. None of 
these supplemental fields are designed for sports use.  These non-sports fields 
are in use because there are no other options. There is a large deficit. 
 
The 2002 research report for WRP estimated a deficit in our area of -12 soccer 
fields at that time. Since the time the report was prepared, approximately  
+6 fields have been added that are used for soccer, but also during that period 
some fields were lost for public use. Examples of large fields that were lost were 
the ones used to build Mount Nittany Elementary, and also the field at Boalsburg 
Elementary was lost when it was purchased by St. Joe’s.  
 
In addition, private non-profit schools such as OLV, Grace Prep, and St. Joe’s 
have added sport programs since the report was prepared and are using CRPR 
fields for their soccer programs and have increased the demand for sport fields in 
the fall season. 
 
Also during the same time period, additional youth sport programs were 
introduced that did not exist when the report was prepared and have absorbed 
any new capacity. Lacrosse, rugby, flag football, and ultimate frisbee have been 
added since the report, and use the same fields as soccer does.  
 



 

A substantial number of new programs are using fields since 2002. Our area has 
not kept up with demand for fields. Whitehall Regional Park was designed to 
have 9 large rectangular sport fields, and they are all needed. 
 
When Organized Team Sports Occur 
The NVEC letter references a casual observation of vacant fields. These are 
organized team sports, and they occur at times when a significant majority 
people are available to participate in them. Participation depends on the time of 
day and season. It is not a "simple scheduling issue", and is in fact an extremely 
inflexible one. Outdoor youth team sports of all kinds operate around the school 
day, and rely on daylight to occur. Adult programs operate similarly with active 
adults available only after regular working hours.  
 
Sports such as soccer use the 6:00-7:30 pm time slot on weekdays during the 
school year because that is the only time available to provide outdoor, 
non-school programs in daylight. Youth players need time to get home from 
school, eat, do homework, and then rely on parents to transport them to their 
athletic programs. 6:00-7:30 pm is the earliest time of day most people can do 
this. A casual observer visiting a park field anytime before the 6:00 pm-7:30 pm 
weekday time slot will see the park mostly empty. That is because there are no 
players available to use it, youth or adult.  Saturday programs run from 9:00 
am-4:00 pm. Sunday activities need to fit in a window that is after church and 
before evening Sunday school, usually between Noon-6:00 pm.  
 
An additional note on grass fields is they are subject to overuse, and organized 
groups using them usually schedule rest days to make sure the grass is 
maintained. When grass fields are overused, the grass dies, then the field shuts 
down for a season to allow the grass to regrow, thus compounding the field 
problem. The sport fields are open for public park use during the times organized 
groups are not using them. 
 
Other Facilities 
Regarding school district facilities, those are built for school programs, and the 
schools use them for their own programs first. School athletic programs practice 
from 3:30-5:30 pm on every field they have. Our organization uses school 
facilities as much we can already. We are using local fields consistently from 6 
different governmental entities and private owners currently.  
 
Penn State does not permit the usage of their facilities for our needs.  In 
evaluating the potential to use any facility, the most important factors we consider 
are the ability to use fields when our members are available, without cancellation 
by the owner, in addition to other factors such as fees and location. 
 
Regional Features are Needed in a Regional Park 



 

The features in Whitehall Regional Park, which include two fields with artificial 
turf and lights, significantly improve playing opportunities for athletes of all ages 
and interests in our community.  
 
The ability to play on a consistent uniform surface not impacted by the weather 
conditions that normally prevent the use of grass fields, and the ability to play 
after sunset using lights, each together offset limitations imposed by our climate 
that outdoor programs in our area face currently.  
 
Also important in the design of Whitehall Regional Park is the inclusion of 
multiple fields of the largest adult regulation size that increases usage efficiency 
to permit simultaneous youth events to occur in smaller sections of the same 
larger fields. In 2013, Centre Soccer Association presented at a Capital Parks 
Committee meeting about redesigning fields for this purpose, and funded the 
design fees for it. 
 
Having multiple fields in one location is beneficial for families who have children 
in different programs scheduled at the same time, and beneficial to larger 
non-profit sports organizations to monitor & oversee their programs for risk 
management, and also to provide a central location for equipment access, 
among other logistical benefits. Locating multiple fields at Whitehall Regional 
Park in all phases is a necessary and important benefit of the current plan. 
 
Benefits from Artificial Turf and Lights 
Artificial turf and lights extend the playing year for players into months that are 
normally not usable in our climate range.  
 
Temperatures in our region are warm enough for players to play soccer and 
other sports outdoors consistently March, November and early December, but 
our climate is either too cold or wet for the use of grass fields, or too dark to be 
able to play after work or school on weekdays during those months. 
 
Building fields with artificial turf fields in effect triples the amount of use a normal 
field would receive during the two peak seasons, without degrading the playing 
surface.  
 
Weekday sessions will be able to go from 6:00-7:30 pm (for MS age and 
younger), 7:30pm-9pm (for HS aged kids), and 9:00pm-10:30pm (for adults).  
 
Artificial Turf is especially important for  adult programs which wear out grass 
fields much more than youth programs, and are subject to more cancellations on 
grass fields as a result. The plan for Whitehall Regional Park has allocated two 
fields for artificial turf with lights. They are needed and will be used extensively 
when built. 
 



 

Whitehall Regional Park is the best location for lighted fields because it is 
centrally located in an area with no existing residences around it. Sports fields 
built to date are nearly all located in densely populated developments that would 
be impacted from lighting, if added.  
 
This spring 2018 season is a perfect example of why the artificial turf and lights in 
the plan for Whitehall Regional Park are needed.  Due to weather conditions, the 
season opened March 26 th, and the grass fields were not usable until April 21st 
and had significant cancellations well into May due to poor field conditions from 
rain. The spring season for most soccer players is from late March to early June.  
 
Approximately 40% of the season in our program was negatively impacted due to 
poor field conditions from bad weather. Centre Soccer Association had 838 
registered players impacted negatively by field unavaiability in spring 2018.  
 
The ability to have access to artificial turf with lights would have allowed us to 
temporarily adjust our schedule to use those facilities until grass was available. 
The school district owns the only other artificial turf facilities and had priority use 
for those for their own programs during the poor conditions. 
 
Current Heavy Field Use & Unsatisfied Demand 
Centre Soccer had 838 active, registered players in spring 2018.  Centre Soccer 
players of all ages use fields at least 2x per week  during two seasons of a 
minimum of 8 weeks, twice a year (spring & fall).  Some programs are extended 
to 12 weeks and use fields 3x per week (if available), and a few programs 
operate in the summer. 
 
We conservatively estimate over 26,000 individual uses  of area fields by 
players in our programs occur annually to play soccer, most of which take 
place during 24 weeks per year.  A use is a single instance of a person going 
to a field. 838 people, going to fields to play 2x per week for 8 weeks, twice a 
year. Some programs go 4 weeks longer and some more frequently, and some 
programs occur in the summer, none of which are accounted for in the 26,000 
estimate. A more accurate estimate of annual use instances for our programs is 
likely over 30,000 individual uses per year by people playing soccer. 
 
The limiting factor for the 26,000 field use instances by users in Centre Soccer 
programs is field availability. Centre Soccer has programs that operate one day 
per week  less than desired  because there aren't fields available that can handle 
the additional uses.  
 
We are offering these user statistics for reference on the scope of our need and 
current demand, and also as a comparison for the alternate activities suggested 
for the park in the NVEC letter, such as bird watching and stargazing, on fields 
planned for team sports at Whitehall Regional Park. There are ample publicly 



 

accessible locations for those activities located all throughout the region. We 
have significant unsatisfied demand in the area for more sport fields for team 
athletic uses, and have needed them for years.  
 
The sport fields in Whitehall Regional Park will be used immediately and 
frequently by Centre Soccer’s programs and by programs from other non-profit 
sports organizations. 
 
About Water Quality and Planned Field Uses 
Water quality is highly important to our quality of life, and regional and state 
officials have already had ample opportunity to review this properly at the time it 
was proposed.  
 
The park is not the same impact as a residential development. These are sports 
fields. They are low impact, non-polluting uses with substantial community 
benefits, as planned. These are all considerations that the authorities, boards, 
and commissions that approved this project have considered already before 
approval. The idea that youth team sports played on either grass or artificial turf 
are somehow dangerous for water quality is a huge stretch.  
 
None of the discussion opposing the park is arguing that the park is worse than 
its current use as a fertilized farm field. It is highly likely the park is a less 
polluting use than the current farming use for the property , and certainly less than 
the combined impact from all farming uses on the properties adjacent to WRP in 
the large tract between Whitehall Road and Route 45, which dwarf WRP. 
 
In their letter, NVEC states that, "If artificial turf is used, apply current best 
practices for sourcing the materials and managing runoff."  We wholeheartedly 
agree. The stormwater management for WRP has already been designed to the 
highest standards. 
 
Artificial turf conserves billions of gallons of water by reducing the need to 
irrigate, and avoids the use of pesticides and fertilizers. 
 
Not only is the artificial grass non-toxic, it is also non-allergenic, and depending 
on the type of artificial grass, absorbs falls more safely than natural grass.  
A 2004 NCAA study among schools nationwide comparing injury rates between 
natural and synthetic turf found that the injury rate during practice was 4.4% on 
natural turf, and 3.5% on synthetic turf. 
 
Whitehall Regional Park As Planned is an Asset to the Region 
We are all grateful and appreciative of the beautiful parks facilities we have here. 
They are important features that improve our quality of life, and are assets to the 
community. We live in a region that prides itself in being active. Team sports for 
youth and adults are very popular here, and the sport fields for these outdoor 



 

activities on fields planned in Whitehall Regional Park are sorely needed.  
 
Whitehall Regional Park as planned will be a major improvement for active youth 
and adults in soccer and other sports in our region when completed. Access and 
use of great park facilities are a reason to live in the Centre Region, and a reason 
to visit. The breathtaking setting will be an attraction to sports participation here. 
 
There are a significant number of users that are being impacted by the delay of 
the completion of this project, and we appreciate the effort to move forward to 
complete it without further delay.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Matt Vidic 
President 
Centre Soccer Association 
 
Centre Soccer Board of Directors: 
Matt Vidic - President 
Christian Alves 
Andrea Dowhower 
Ron Beyer 
Jason Fralick 
Jeff Garrigan 
Ray Marsh 
Brian Mehalick 
Zack Moore 
Scott Wong 
Carol Zeiss 
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Pribulka,David

From: Tourscher, Niki
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2018 11:10 AM
To: Pribulka,David
Subject: Fw: proposed regional park

 
 

From: Stan Smith <stan@myersmith.com> 
Sent: Sunday, August 19, 2018 10:56 PM 
To: Tourscher, Niki 
Cc: Dininni,Laura; Wesley Glebe; DOROTHY ANN BLAIR; Andrew McKinnon; Randy Hudson; Arthur Curtze; David Stone 
Subject: proposed regional park  
  
Hi, we really appreciated the effort you and your fellow members of the Ferguson Township Park and Recreation 
Committee made in having last Monday’s meeting. 
With the heavy rain on the roof we all were cut a bit short in time and may have been hard to hear, but I feel all of us 
from HVEC concur with Randy Hudson’s presentation. 
Virtually all the points he made about the plans for the proposed Park along Whitehall Road were on our list of what 
needs to be done in order to NOT have another calimity. 
 
The calamity we are referring to is what occurred 10 years ago with the planning, building and reworking of the Oak Hall 
Regional Park. 
As a resident of that area, our house is the 1820’s Stone Farmhouse rests downhill from the park’s entrance, we made it 
a point to attend all the meetings.  They started in 2008 and were initially conducted in a civil manner that gave us all 
confidence that the park was going to suit most of our desires. A number of sessions were conducted with "post‐its” 
being placed on a board after which a count was made to list the favorites recreation. A look through our 2” thick ring 
binder of meeting notes should produce what they were and the count. We recall softball wasn’t even in the top 10. 
 
BUT at some point CRP&R had the designers lay out a number ( 3 and then 4 ) ball fields with a walking path going 
around the perimeter of the park. Being not happy with that design we residents petitioned CRP&R. Unfortunately the 
design was not changed as there seemed to be more importance placed on getting a sports complex built with the 
hopes the revenue from the spectators/teams would be seen by local motels and restaurants. That seems to be out of 
line with the original intent of a regional park….it’s supposed to be a low key place for folks living in the county to enjoy 
for themselves. 
 
We could go on, but will stop here and just state that please be careful with:  
1. What is planned…..the Centre Regional Parks mission is to serve the taxpayers of it area. 
2. Who you have doing the planning….don’t go with the lowest cost and least experienced Engineering Outfit who bid 
for the job. 
3. Be very careful on your choice of who will be the contractor……make sure they have a good reputation with park 
building. 
4. The same goes for who will be in charge of managing the work…..must be there every day and be in control. 
 
Thanks again for listening,  Stan and Darlene Smith, Oak Hall, PA 
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Pribulka,David

From: Tourscher, Niki
Sent: Tuesday, September 4, 2018 11:11 AM
To: Pribulka,David
Subject: Fw: Ferguson Regional Park meeting

 
 

From: David Roberts <puzzlewuzzle.dr@gmail.com> 
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2018 10:47 PM 
To: Tourscher, Niki 
Subject: Ferguson Regional Park meeting  
  
Hi Niki,  
 
This is David Roberts from Village of Valley View. 
 
I attended the meeting in the rain today at Greenbriar Saybrook Park. I love rain! 
I just wanted to briefly state my comments concerning the proposed park development in Ferguson Township.

 Amplified sounds will have a negative impact to this quiet space.  If amplified sound systems are 
installed at a sports field, sound levels should be minimized and should comply with local noise control 
standards.   Amplified sound should be limited and allowed only by special permission to control and 
restrict noise pollution as much as possible. Ambient sound levels run as low as 30 to 40 decibels in the 
area during evenings but amplified sound levels could be in the range of 70 to 80 decibels or even 
higher.   I suggest that noise levels should not exceed 50  decibels outside of the sport event 
areas.  Due to the park location sound may also be reflected by the mountains and by air inversions 
causing noise transmission for far distances which could impact large areas.  Careful design and 
restrictive control of amplification systems can help mitigate noise pollution. 

 Artificial lighting causes light pollution.  If artificial lighting is installed, lights should be limited to 
essential areas, should be designed to properly direct light to use areas and to eliminate glare, shield 
against light trespass, and prevent skyglow.  Native ecosystems are adversely impacted by artificial 
light and skyglow has a negative impact on astronomical observing.  Careful selection must also be 
made of the frequency of light emitted to minimize light pollution. Low pressure sodium or amber LED 
should be used for any artificial lights.  

 Turf areas should be natural not artificial.   Artificial turfs are many times more expensive than natural 
turf.  Artificial turf areas magnify field heat levels and may need irrigation to reduce heat levels to safe 
levels.  Even though there are maintenance needs for natural turf, artificial turf also needs 
maintenance.  And, in my opinion, there is an increased enjoyment/ pleasure factor to playing on 
natural turf.  

 Eliminate impervious areas.  Surfaced areas should be paved with pervious materials to minimize 
stormwater runoff.  Stormwater from impervious surfaces have elevated temperatures and channeled 
flow which have serious, negative impact to natural areas and aquatic ecosystems. 
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 An updated needs survey is needed.  An independent survey of the Centre County region should be 
conducted to determine the actual needs of the community, including all stakeholders. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
David T Roberts 
1995 Valley View Road  
Bellefonte, PA 814‐769‐0550 
puzzlewuzzle.dr@gmail.com 
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PLAN PURPOSE AND GOALS 
 
The Township’s first Recreation, Parks, and Open Space Plan was adopted by the 
Ferguson Township Board of Supervisors in 1998. This Plan identified the importance of 
providing updates on a regular basis. This update of the Plan, begun in 2006, is 
intended to: 
 

1. Identify the status of existing parks and other recreation resources and to 
subsequently determine the need for additional recreation, parks and open 
space opportunities in the Township. 

2. Provide a document, for use at the local level, which will assist in 
determining consistency with the goals and objectives of the Regional 
Comprehensive Plan as well as provide guidance on the acquisition, 
conservation and preservation of park and open space resources in the 
community.  

 
In February 2004, an Ad Hoc Recreation, Parks and Open Space (RPOS) Planning 
Committee was appointed by the Board of Supervisors to provide an update of this plan 
(Section 3.0 provides a listing of committee members).  The RPOS Planning Committee 
followed a process that: 
 

1. Identified the existing recreation, parks and open space facilities and 
programs in the Township. 

2. Established goals for the RPOS Planning Committee and for the update of 
the Plan. 

3. Utilized the format of the existing Plan 
4. Identified the needs of the Township with regard to the acquisition of 

future parks, open space and trail facilities.  
5. Provided a set of recommendations to the Board of Supervisors for 

implementation of the Plan. 
      
The RPOS Planning Committee established the following goals to serve as guidelines 
for the Plan Update.  
 
Goal: Develop a strategy that allows the Township to provide recreation, park, and 
open space facilities to current and future populations.  

Objective: Determine the availability of recreational opportunities within one-half 
mile of each Township resident 
Objective:  Establish a method for protecting and preserving community facilities 
and resources to serve future populations. 
Objective:  Identify funding alternatives for the acquisition, maintenance and 
development of existing and proposed parks, recreation, and open space  
 

Goal:  Evaluate how the services at the local level are impacted by the recently 
obtained regional park opportunities. 

Objective: Identify what services are provided more efficiently and economically 
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on a regional basis. 
Objective:  Ensure the accessibility of regional parkland 
Objective:  Assure that the acquisition, design, and funding for regional facilities 

 remains a regional responsibility that includes regional input 
 

Goal:  Provide safe and convenient access to park / open space for all residents of the 
Township 

Objective: Provide the opportunity for the development of safe pedestrian / 
bicycle connections between existing and proposed parks and open space and 
for commuting purposes both within the Township and regionally  
Objective: Coordinate infrastructure improvements with the location of the 
Regional Growth Boundary and Capital Improvements Planning. 
Objective: Coordinate Park/ recreation /open space planning with other land use 
planning efforts. 
 

Goal:  Provide a range of park, recreation, and open space opportunities which support 
both active and passive recreation needs and serve all ages and abilities. 

Objective:  Acquire open space that includes opportunities to enhance natural 
areas as well as to develop recreation/sports fields  
Objective:  Propose multi-purpose facilities which can also be converted to other 
uses with minimal cost and effort. 
 

Goal:  Ensure public awareness and involvement in the planning process 
Objective:  Obtain public input during the development of the Update to the 
Plan. 
Objective:  Utilize the survey and facilities inventory to determine where there 
are gaps in the current delivery of services.  
Objective:  Hold a public hearing to obtain public feedback on the Update to the 
Plan 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

4 
 

NATURAL FEATURES AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
Ferguson Township is characterized by a diversity of land uses. A portion of the 
Township(14%) is located within the Regional Growth Boundary for the Centre Region. 
This acreage is predominately developed and contains residential, commercial, and 
employment uses.  The Centre Region, defined as the Townships of College, Patton, 
Harris, Halfmoon, Ferguson and the Borough of State College, recently amended this 
boundary and extended the associated sewer service area.  One value of the RGB is 
the ability to better define the area in which growth will occur, as well as the extent of 
the provision of the services needed to support such growth. The portion of the 
Township outside of the boundary is primarily rural and agricultural and is currently 
zoned to provide for the continuation of this pattern of development.  
 
Based on this growth management approach to future community development, the 
RPOS Planning Committee determined that the location and amount of future 
recreation, park and open space should be impacted by the following factors: 
 

1. The presence of natural features in the Township that should be 
preserved and, where appropriate, coordinated with the provision of 
parkland and/or recreational opportunities  

2. Demographic distribution of residents and accessibility of recreation, park 
and open space facilities. 

3. The availability of both appropriate land and adequate funding to allow the 
Township to provide the necessary services. 

4. Consistency with the goals and objectives of the adopted Regional 
Comprehensive Plan  

 
NATURAL FEATURES 
 
Location and Topography 
 
Ferguson Township is comprised of 49.7 square miles and is situated in the southwest 
corner of Centre County.  The Township is bordered on the northeast by College 
Township, State College Borough and Harris Township; on the northwest by Patton 
Township and Halfmoon Township; on the southeast by Jackson Township and Barree 
Township in Huntingdon County; and on the southwest by Franklin Township, 
Huntingdon County.  The Township is relatively flat with the exception of the southeast 
section of the Township that extends onto Tussey Mountain.  The majority of steep 
slopes within the Township are located along the southern section of the Township on 
the Tussey Ridge. 
 
 
Streams / Floodplains / Wetlands 
 
Ferguson Township’s perennial streams include portions of Halfmoon Creek, Spruce 
Creek, Beaver Branch and Slab Cabin Run. Portions of these streams however, are 
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also intermittent streams which dry up during periods of dry weather.  In general the 
floodplains in the Township follow Halfmoon Creek, Spruce Creek, Beaver Branch, Slab 
Cabin Run and the Big Hollow Drainageway.  There are also many low lying areas 
throughout the Township that hold water during heavy storms.  The eastern half of the 
Township drains to the Spring Creek drainage area and the western half drains to the 
Spruce Creek drainage area. 
 
According to the PA Fish and Game Commission, none of the streams located in 
Ferguson Township are stocked for recreational fishing purposes.  All of the stocked 
fishing areas in the region are located outside of the Township. 
 
The National Wetland Inventory maps for Ferguson Township indicate that small areas 
of wetlands are scattered throughout the Township and are mostly located within the 
floodplain areas. 
 
Woodlands 
 
The major areas of woodlands within the Township are located along the south end of 
the Township in the Rothrock State Forest, along the south side of Tadpole Road 
throughout the State Game Lands and west through the Penn State Lands on the north 
end of the Township.  
 
 
Agricultural Lands 
 
Approximately 15,000 acres of the Township’s total 30,448 acres (approximately 49% 
percent) are located in an agricultural security area. This land, containing prime 
agricultural soils, is a unique and non-renewable resource that requires protection from 
the impacts of unmanaged growth and incompatible development. The Township 
currently participates in two programs which seek to sustain the industry of agriculture 
within the community.  
The Township has established an agricultural security area which provides the 
opportunity for a landowner, who expresses the intent to continue farming, to be 
relieved from compliance with the Township’s nuisance laws (ordinances which are 
related to restrictions such as odor, noise, etc).  This allows everyday farming practices 
to continue without constituting a violation of Township code. In addition, acreage within 
the Agricultural Security Area then becomes eligible for the County Agricultural Land 
Conservation Easement Program.  As  of August 2007, there are a total of twelve (12) 
farms comprised of 1,954.44 acres of land located in Ferguson Township that have 
been purchased as part of the Agricultural Land Conservation Easement Program.  This 
program, which is run by the County, is designed to preserve farmland for farming 
purposes.  The owners of properties in the program have been paid a fee in return for 
the development rights to their property. Thus, the land will be preserved for agricultural 
use in perpetuity.   
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Sensitive Lands 
 
According to the Centre County Natural Heritage Inventory prepared by the Western 
Pennsylvania Conservancy in 1991, there are six areas within Ferguson Township that 
are unique or uncommon within Centre County.  These areas include the Beaver 
Branch Gorge, eastern side of Overlook Heights, Chime and Miller Caves, Scotia 
Barrens, Gobbler Knob Vernal Pools, and Fairbrook Cemetary, as well as areas of 
managed lands identified as Rothrock State Forest and State Game Lands Number 
176.  These areas also encompass an Audubon Important Bird Area and Important 
Mammal Areas established through the State Wildlife Society. Identification of these 
areas is important because it allowed the RPOS Planning Committee to determine 
whether or not these areas should be included in this plan as areas of open space 
preservation, as parks or open space, and/or as areas to avoid because of their 
environmental significance. 
The Beaver Branch Gorge is a natural community located along the western edge of the 
Township between Tadpole Road and the Centre County / Huntingdon County border.  
The Beaver Branch Gorge is an old railroad grade with the remnants of a calcareous 
glade and beaver wetland.  Historically this general area was known for several rare 
species, but today a gas pipeline runs through the area and the limestone glade 
appears to be disrupted.  The east side of the gorge contains approximately 50 acres of 
pure eastern hemlock and white pine.  Although the tree stand is only about 100 years 
old, the white pines and eastern hemlock represent a type of forest that was once more 
prevalent than it is today. Natural Heritage sites in Centre County are ranked according 
to their significance as areas of importance to the biological diversity and ecological 
integrity of the county. This site has been identified as having low county significance 
yet, it will have increasing importance to the future quality of the County’s overall 
environment and merits the attention of planners and conservationists to maintain the 
area’s present condition. 
The area identified as comprising the Beaver Branch Gorge is in private ownership and 
currently falls within two different zoning districts; the RA Rural Agricultural and the RR 
Rural Residential. These districts have distinctly divergent abilities to protect this 
resource from future development. The RA zone allows only one lot to be subdivided for 
every fifty (50) acres while the RR zone permits unlimited one acre lot development. 
Although the RR zone includes an opportunity to utilize a conservation development 
design, this practice is not required. Without the application of this design approach, 
there is no language in the current code which would provide protection for the existing 
natural features identified by the inventory.  
Calcareous cliff communities within the Gorge are threatened by adjacent upslope 
development and its associated runoff. Other threats include habitat alteration and 
recreational overuse. Several cliff communities are threatened by invasive species such 
as Black swallow-wort, Canada bluegrass, Garlic mustard, and Tree of heaven 
This acreage is currently enrolled in the Clean and Green program, which provides 
some restrictions on development opportunities. However,  it is recommended that the 
Township consider rezoning this area or, providing some type of overlay in the RR zone 
to provide a more appropriate level of long-term protection for this resource. 
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The Overlook Heights area is located on the east side of the Overlook Heights 
development on Penn State University land and straddles the boundary of Ferguson 
and College Townships.  The area probably once supported a unique calcareous 
community but is now limited to a few isolated spots in the middle of largely developed 
lands.  A rare species (species not named due to sensitivity) has been able to adapt to 
the disturbance but is in such a heavily traveled area that it is danger of being 
harvested, trampled or removed.  This area is also considered to be of low importance 
to the biological diversity and ecological integrity of the county.  The Western 
Pennsylvania Conservancy recommends mowing be discontinued in this area and the 
site should be managed by a qualified biologist to help restore some of the habitat to 
insure that the species remains viable. This area appears to be encompassed entirely 
by the Township’s RA Rural Agricultural zoning district which limits the potential for 
development to compromise the integrity of the resource. In addition, this acreage 
appears to be owned in its entirety by the University which intends to carry out plans to 
create an arboretum on the site. It is recommended that the Township discuss the 
recommendations of the Conservancy with Penn State personnel in order to provide the 
most appropriate preservation measures for the area and that an overlay zoning district 
continue to be considered as an appropriate tool for the protection of the resource(s) 
found in this location. 
 
The Miller Caves are located on Penn State’s Russell E. Larson Agricultural Research 
Farm on the southeast side of State Route 45 adjacent to the Rothrock State Forest. 
Both the northern long-eared bat and the even rarer eastern small-footed bat have been 
documented to hibernate in this cave during the winter.  This site is ranked high as a 
natural heritage area in Centre County, indicating outstanding significance. It supports 
possibly the rarest animal species (species not named due to sensitivity) in Centre 
County.  These caves also support three other special animals and two natural 
communities.  Because of the high significance of the caves, the Western Pennsylvania 
Conservancy recommends they be fully protected and established as an area of no 
disturbance. This area falls entirely within the Township’s AR Agricultural Research 
zoning district and entirely on University owned land. The AR zone was established to 
permit the uses associated with the University’s Ag Research Days to take place in an 
area otherwise protected from such intrusions. As a result, a relatively wide range of 
uses are permitted. There is currently no language that would provide for protection of 
this significant resource. As above, it is recommended that the Township discuss the 
recommendations of the Conservancy with Penn State personnel in order to provide the 
most appropriate preservation measures for the area. An overlay, or the inclusion of 
other protective language within the AR district, could serve to greatly limit the impact to 
this resource. 
The greatest threat to the globally rare aquatic animals that occupy the aquifer 
connected to these caves is the degradation of water quality in the aquifer through 
pollutant runoff from the watershed above. Sediment pollution, nutrient enrichment, and 
chemical contamination could all be very damaging to these species (names unknown). 
The bat populations cannot tolerate disturbances in the caves during their hibernation 
period in the winter months. Additionally, any physical alterations to the cave entrance 
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or the rock surrounding the cave could render the cave unusable to bats by altering the 
patterns of air and water flow such that the microclimate conditions would no longer 
meet their requirements. 
 
The Scotia Barrens is a 9,000 acre scrub oak-pitch pine community located in the north 
central section of the Township straddling the Township's border with Patton and 
Halfmoon Townships. It is currently considered one of Pennsylvania’s Important Bird 
Areas (IBA’s). A majority of the Scotia Barrens is located within and around State Game 
Lands Number 176.  The Scotia Barrens is identified as high significance and is one of 
the highest priority sites in the County.  In fact, three natural communities, three special 
plants and fourteen special animals have a habitat within this area.  This unique habitat 
is one of the largest barrens left in Pennsylvania. It harbors large numbers of 
Neotropical migrants during spring and fall migration. Thirty-three species of warblers 
have been observed. The Western Pennsylvania Conservancy recommends that 
because of the high county significance of the Scotia barrens it should be fully protected 
and established as an area of no disturbance. The land within this area that is controlled 
by the Commonwealth falls within the FG Forest and Gameland zoning district. This 
limits the development potential of this acreage and provides reasonable protection to 
the resources identified. However, land within the Barrens that falls outside of the State 
Game Lands is located in both the AR Agricultural Residential and RR Rural Residential 
zoning districts. If the limits of the Barrens can be defined, it would be appropriate to 
provide both some form of protection for the area itself, as well as some form of buffer 
on the adjacent lands to preserve the integrity of the resource. This is an area of heavy 
use by humans for foot travel, biking, and hunting. Attempts have been made, with little 
success, to provide buffer areas between the Gamelands and encroaching housing 
developments. It is again recommended that the Township consider amending the 
existing code to establish some form of overlay district that would provide the 
appropriate level of protection. 
 
There are two publicly managed areas within the Township including Rothrock State 
Forest and the State Game Lands Number 176.  The State Game Lands are located in 
the north central section of the Township and straddle the Township’s boundary with 
Patton and Halfmoon Townships.  The Rothrock State Forest is located on Tussey 
Mountain along the southern boundary of the Township adjacent to the Township's 
border with Huntingdon County.  Both of these areas are considered to be of high 
County significance. As noted above, the zoning applicable to both these areas is FG 
Forest and Gameland. Acreage adjacent to Rothrock State Forest falls within the 
Township’s RR Rural Residential zoning district which has been previously identified as 
providing limited protection. However, in the area of Tussey Mountain, the Township 
recently adopted Ridge Overlay zoning that aims to protect the fragile soils and steep 
slopes of the mountain side from inappropriate and indiscriminate development. This 
overlay acts as a form of buffer between the State Forest and the more intensely 
developed areas along Routes 45 & 26. To the west, acreage adjacent to the State 
lands is owned by the University and falls within the AR Agricultural Research zoning 
district. As mentioned previously, the Township should consider discussing future land 
uses with Penn State personnel in order to provide the most appropriate preservation 
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measures for the area. An overlay, or the inclusion of other protective language within 
the AR district, could serve to greatly limit potential impacts to this area which borders 
State Gameland and State Forest. 
 
 COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
 
As noted above, the adopted Regional Growth Boundary establishes a basis for 
managing the amount and location of growth in the Township. According to the 
guidelines of the National Recreation and Parks Association, the means for determining 
the appropriateness of the acreage and distribution of parkland and the availability of 
recreational opportunities is directly related to the size and location of the population to 
be served.  As a result, the following sections provide data on the past and present 
population as well as forecasts for future growth in the Township and comparisons to 
the Region, the County, and the State.  
 
The demand for recreational services and, in some cases the type of recreational 
opportunities desired, is often the product of the socio-economic characteristics of the 
subject population. Therefore, census data, such as income, employment, and 
educational attributes is incorporated here in order to track trends and/or establish 
relationships in these areas over time. 
 
Population Growth 
 
Ferguson Township has been one of the fastest growing Townships in the Centre 
Region.  Population tripled in the 30 years between 1960 and 1990. The 2000 Census 
data identified another significant rise in the number of Township residents.  All 
projections seem to indicate that the Township will continue to grow; perhaps more 
slowly but, at a steady pace.   
 
The following table shows the growth of Ferguson Township in relation to the Centre 
Region as a whole from 1960 through the 2000 census. 
 
 
 

TABLE 2-4 
 

POPULATION  
 
AREA 

 
19601 

 
19801 

 
19901 

 
20001 

 
Ferguson Township  

 
3,832 

 
8,105 

 
9,349 

 
14,063 

 
Centre Region 

 
34,147 

 
62,015 

 
71,633 

 
79,406 

 
1   

Data from the U.S. Census  

 

 
From 1980-1990, Ferguson Township’s population grew approximately 34 percent while 
the Centre Region as a whole grew approximately 9 percent. Between 1990 and 2000, 
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Ferguson Township’s population grew by more than 50 percent which is almost five 
times (5x) the rate of growth within the Centre Region as a whole.  
 
General Demographics 
 
Table 2-5 identifies the median age of the residents of the Township and the percentage 
of the population less than 18 years and over 65 years in 2000. Also noted is the 
percentage of older residents with some form of disability. Growth in this demographic 
may suggest the importance of providing recreational opportunities that are designed 
consistent with ADA regulations. 
 

TABLE 2-5 
 

2000 GENERAL DEMOGRAPHICS1 
 

AREA 
 

MEDIAN 
AGE 

 
UNDER 18 

YEARS 

 
OVER 65 
YEARS 

OVER 65  WITH A 
DISABILIY 

 
Ferguson Township  

 
31.8 years 

 
22% 

 
10% 23% 

 
Centre County 

 
28.7 years 

 
18% 

 
10% 36% 

 
State of 
Pennsylvania 

 
38.0 years 

 
24% 

 
16% 39% 

 
1 
U.S. Census, 2000 

 
The median age of the Township in 2000 was higher than the County, but lower than 
the State.  Assuming the distribution of the population has not changed drastically since 
2000, more than a fifth of the Township's population is less than 18 years of age while 
less than 1500 residents are over 65.   Over the next several years, it is expected that 
the median age of the population and the percentage over 65 years will increase as 
baby boomers reach retirement age and retirees continue to migrate to the area. 
 
Future Population Growth 
 
Table 2-6 identifies the estimated future populations for Ferguson Township and the 
Centre Region based on forecasts by the Centre Region Planning Agency. 
 
 

TABLE 2-6 
 

ESTIMATED FUTURE POPULATION  
 
AREA 

 
2010 

 
2020 

 
2030 

 
Ferguson Township  

 
16,027

1
 

 
19,359

1
 

 
21,513

1
 

 
Centre Region 

 
85,689 

 
91,972 

 
98,255 

 
1  

 Estimated population based on housing units and average population per household. 
2
  Data estimated from Centre Region Planning Population Projections.     
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Over the next twenty (20) years, it is estimated that the population of Ferguson 
Township could increase by approximately 5,500 people or about 36 percent if current 
growth trends continue. The Region’s population is anticipated to increase 
approximately 15 percent during the same time period. 
 
SOCIO-ECONOMIC DATA 
 
Income 
 
Table 2-7 details the per capita income, household median income and average family 
size in Ferguson Township compared to the Centre Region, Centre County and the 
State of Pennsylvania. Income is directly related to leisure services. Higher levels of 
affluence are associated with higher levels of participation, varied interests and a 
willingness to pay for services. 
 
 

TABLE 2-7 
 

2000 INCOME AND FAMILY SIZE1 
 
 
 
AREA 

 
 
 

PER CAPITA INCOME 

 
 

MEDIAN  
FAMILY INCOME 

 
 

AVERAGE FAMILY 
SIZE  

 
Ferguson Township  

 
$22,724 

 
$62,461 3.00                          

 
Centre Region 

 
$22,900 

 
$62,334 

 
2.99 

 
Centre County 

 
$18,020 

 
$50,557 

 
2.95 

 
State of Pennsylvania 

 
$20,880 

 
$49,184 

 
3.04 

 
1 
U.S. Census 2000 (figures not adjusted for inflation) 

 
While family size is relatively consistent in the State, County, Region, and Township, the 
table reveals that median family income is distinctly different when comparing the 
Township and Region with the County and the State. This same disparity is identified by 
the figures which indicate per capita income.  
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Housing 
 
Table 2-8 identifies housing data related to Ferguson Township as well as the Centre 
Region, Centre County, and the State of Pennsylvania. Home ownership is one 
indicator of affluence.  
 
 

TABLE 2-8  
2000 HOUSING UNIT STATUS 1 

 
 
AREA 

 
PERCENT OF 

HOUSING 
UNITS OWNER 

OCCUPIED 

 
 MEDIAN 

VALUE OF 
OWNER 

OCCUPIED 
HOUSING 

 
UNITS THAT 
ARE SINGLE 

FAMILY 
DETACHED 

 
UNITS 
BUILT 

SINCE 1990 

 
Ferguson Township  

 
59.6% 

 
$144,900 

59% 
 

36% 

 
Centre Region 

 
89% 

 
$129,367 44% 19% 

 
Centre County 

 
60.2% 

 
$114,900 57% 17% 

 
State of Pennsylvania 

 
71.3% 

 
$97,000 56% 10% 

 
1 
U.S. Census 2000 

 
Ferguson Township’s households include a wide variety of single family detached and 
attached homes, duplexes, quadraplexes, mobile homes, apartments and personal care 
homes.  The Township is similar to both Centre County and the State of Pennsylvania 
in terms of the percentage of owner occupied housing units.  However, Ferguson 
Township has the lowest percentage of owner occupied homes in the Centre Region, 
where the average is significantly higher than the remainder of the County. This may be 
due to the average value of housing in the Township or may be an indication of the 
family status of Township residents. This lower incidence of home ownership may also 
relate to the affordability of homes in the Township. Many families may simply be unable 
to afford their own home thus increasing the number of rental properties.  
 
The Township’s median value of owner occupied housing in 2000 is 12 percent more 
than the Centre Region, 26 percent more than Centre County and 49 percent more than 
the State of Pennsylvania.  This tends to support the suggestion that home ownership 
rates are lower due to the high costs of homeownership in the Township 
 
More than one-third of the Township’s dwelling units were constructed in the last 
decade (1990-2000); nearly twice the amount of new units in the Region as a whole. 
This rate of growth impacts the Township’s ability to provide the necessary 
infrastructure to support these new residents in a timely manner. Even land acquired as 
part of the development approval process cannot be immediately ready to serve as park 
and open space facilities to these new inhabitants. Although the Township should 
appropriately anticipate growth, it must rely on capital improvement planning to 
implement the expected park improvements. Thus, there may always be a discrepancy 
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between the demand for parkland and its availability for active recreation. 
  
Employment 
 
Table 2-9 shows the unemployment rate in 2000 of Ferguson Township, Centre County 
and the State of Pennsylvania. 
 
 

TABLE 2-9 
 

EMPLOYMENT STATUS 1 
 
AREA 

 
2000 PERCENT UNEMPLOYMENT 

 
Ferguson Township  

 
1.6% 

 
Centre County 

 
3.3% 

 
State of Pennsylvania 

 
3.5% 

 
1 
U.S. Census 2000 

 
In 2000 Ferguson Township had a significantly lower percentage of unemployment than 
Centre County and the State of Pennsylvania.  The Centre Region continues to have 
one of the lowest unemployment rates in the State of Pennsylvania. 
 
Education 
 
Table 2-10 details the educational attainment level for Ferguson Township, the Centre 
Region, Centre County, and the State of Pennsylvania. Educational attainment is the 
strongest indicator of an individual’s income potential, attitudes and spending habits. 
 
 

TABLE 2-10 
 

2000 EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT 1 
 
 
 
AREA 

 
OVER 25 YEARS 
HIGH SCHOOL 
GRADUATE OR 

HIGHER 

 
OVER 25 YEARS 

BACHELOR’S 
DEGREE OR 

HIGHER 

 
OVER 25 YEARS 

GRADUATE 
DEGREE  

 
Ferguson Township  

 
95.0% 

 
56.0% 

 
29.0%  

 
Centre Region 

 
95.0% 

 
59.0% 

 
31.0% 

 
Centre County 

 
88.2% 

 
36.3% 

 
17.5% 

 
State of Pennsylvania 

 
81.9% 

 
22.4% 

 
8.4% 

 
1 
U.S. Census 2000 

 
The Centre Region’s over -25 population is more highly educated than that of the 
County or State. Ferguson Township residents are closely aligned with these regional 
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numbers. This is most likely due to the proximity of the University and the 
characteristics of the work force which supports the businesses located within the 
Township.                                    
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
 
The Ferguson Township Board of Supervisors solicited citizen input into the 
development of the Recreation, Parks and Open Space Plan by: 
 

1. Appointing Township residents to the Ad Hoc Recreation, Parks and Open 
Space (RPOS) Planning Committee. 

2. Providing a resident survey of Parks, Recreation and Open Space. 
3. Scheduling public meetings to review the RPOS Committee’s 

recommendations. 
 
RPOS Planning Committee 
 
In 2004 Ferguson Township began the selection process for the Ad Hoc RPOS 
Planning Committee whose members would be responsible for development of the 
Recreation Parks and Open Space Plan for the Township.  Township staff developed a 
list of knowledgeable residents who should be involved in the development of the 
Recreation, Park and Open Space Plan.  These persons included: 
 

1. One Representative from the Ferguson Township Board of Supervisors 
2. One Representative from the Ferguson Township Planning Commission 
3. Ferguson Township Representative to the Centre Region Parks and 

Recreation Board 
4. The Centre Region Director of Parks and Recreation 
5. The Ferguson Township Director of Planning and Zoning  

 
The range of recreation experience from the RPOS Planning Committee is broad.  The 
following list identifies the membership in the RPOS Planning Committee: 
 

1. George Pytel - Ferguson Township Supervisor 
2. Bill Zeigler - Ferguson Township Planning Commission 
3. Sue Mascolo - Ferguson Township Representative to the Centre Region 

Parks and Recreation Board 
4. Dale Roth - Penn State Director of Recreation Services 
5. Ronald Woodhead - Director of the Centre Region Parks & Rec. Agency 
6. Trisha Lang - Ferguson Township Director of Planning and Zoning  
7. Brad Ross – Biological Consultant 
8.    Donald Suit – Ferguson Township Planning Commission 

 
 
PUBLIC INPUT AND REVIEW 
 
Upon completion of the first draft of this plan copies were distributed for review to 
several different agencies.  The Township solicited comment on the plan from the PA 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, Centre Region Planning Agency, 
Centre Region Planning Commission, Centre Region Parks and Recreation 
Department, Ferguson Township Planning Commission and Ferguson Township Board 
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of Supervisors. 
 
In order to obtain input from the public, the following were done: 
 

1. An article was placed in the Township Newsletter which identified the goals 
of the Plan and provided a survey for input to the Plan. 

2. The Planning Commission reviewed the Plan during  public meetings on 
November 23,  and December 8, 2009. 

3. On February16, 2009, the Board of Supervisors received a presentation of 
the Plan at a public meeting. 

5. In May 2008, the Township held an Open House which was attended by 
approximately 300 residents.  One of the displays was the Recreation Plan.  
In addition a representative was on hand to receive comment and answer 
any questions raised. 

6. On December 14, 2009, the Board of Supervisors held a public hearing to 
receive comment on the Update to the Parks, Recreation and Open Space 
Plan. 

 
In general, although the public had opportunity to comment on the plan, there were no 
comments that significantly changed the content of the current Plan update. 
 
PARKS, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE SURVEY 
 
In 2006, the Township distributed a Parks, Recreation and Open Space survey through 
the Township Newsletter to all households within Ferguson Township.  This survey 
asked residents about their opinion of parks and open space, recreation programs, and 
the level of service and commitment to parks and recreation.  Of the surveys that were 
sent out, 95 were returned; a 1.3% response rate.   A sampling of the key survey results 
which have an impact on this Plan Update are identified below.1   A copy of the entire 
survey is available at the Ferguson Township Office.  
 
Based on the results of the survey, a broad set of assumptions influenced the 
development of the Ferguson Township Recreation, Parks and Open Space Plan.  
These include: 
 
1. The availability of parkland is very important to the majority of residents of 

Ferguson Township. 
2. Convenient access to Township parkland is very important to the residents of 

Ferguson Township. 
3. Preserved open space is very important to Ferguson Township residents. 
4. Ferguson Township Parks were visited on average 1-2 times/week by nearly 

one-half of those responding to the survey. 
5. The attributes which attract visitors to the Township parks include open space, 

                                                           
1  Note: Not all questions were answered by each individual and some questions asked for more than one 

response, therefore totals may not be 100%. 
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trails, woods, and convenience. 
6. Factors which discourage residents from using Township parks include distance, 

not having the desired facilities, and a lack of interest. 
7. The most desired improvements to the existing park system include natural 

areas, flush toilets, off-leash dog areas, and picnic areas. 
8. Ferguson Township residents are satisfied with the Township’s efforts to provide 

parkland and other recreational opportunities  
9. Ferguson Township residents believe that the quality of the programs currently 

offered is adequate and that the level of park maintenance is high. 
10. Ferguson Township residents agree that more parkland is needed in the 

Township. 
11.      Ferguson Township residents are generally satisfied with the amount and 

location of parkland in the Township 
12. Ferguson Township residents strongly support linking local parks with a bikeway 

network. 
13. Ferguson Township residents strongly agree that more effort should be placed 

on protecting environmental features of the Township. These areas include 
woodlands, wildlife areas, meadows, wetlands, streams, etc. 

 14. A majority of respondents agree that more effort should be placed on providing 
fields for active recreation such as football, soccer, softball, etc. 

 15.     The majority or respondents agree that the development of Township parks 
should follow a master planning process. 

 16. Ferguson Township residents agree that a portion of municipal taxes should be 
dedicated to open space / parkland acquisition and support placing this issue on 
the ballot as a referendum 

 
With regard to the then proposed purchase of regional parkland on Whitehall Road, the 
survey results reveal the following: 
 

1. The most important features to provide at this facility would include fitness trails, 
restrooms, parking areas, public gardens, and picnic areas. 

2. The majority of respondents would access the site by motor vehicle although 
many indicated the intent to walk or bike 

3. Facilities in the park should not target a single age group. However, facilities 
specifically for pre-school and college age individuals were the least supported. 

4. Most of the respondents felt that the availability of a community-wide facility 
would be just as important in meeting their recreational needs. However, a 
considerable percentage felt it would not be as important as the local park sites. 

 
These assumptions will be used in to assist in establishing the ultimate 
recommendations of the Plan Update. 
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EXISTING FACILITY AND OPEN SPACE INVENTORY 
 
TOWNSHIP OWNED 

There is a wide variety of open space located in the Township that is available to 
residents. The following table lists municipal parkland, acreage, and a summary of 
existing facilities at each location: 
 
FAIRBROOK PARK 
Fairbrook Park is a twenty-nine acre park located on the south side of Whitehall Road 
between Tadpole Road and the Fairbrook Subdivsion. The southeast end of the park 
borders on the Russell E. Larsen Agricultural Research Center.  
The park provides a wide variety of equipment and facilities which can be used by all 
age groups. The baseball fields and soccer fields are used for league play. There are no 
formal pedestrian or bicycle access points in the park. 
AUTUMNWOOD PARK 
Autumnwood park contains nine and one-half (9.5) acres and is locted at the southeast 
end of the proposed Foxpointe subdivision. Vehicular access to the park is from 
Autumnwood Drive. There are no formal pedestrian or bicycle access points to this park 
GREENBRIAR/SAYBROOK PARK 
The Greenbriar/Saybrook park is an eight and one-half (8.5) acre park located between 
the Greenbriar and Saybrook subdivisions on the south side of Sleepy Hollow Road. 
Vehicular access to the park is through North Foxpointe Drive on the Saybrook side and 
Apple Green Drive on the Greenbriar side. Dedicated pedestrian and bicycle access 
exists via the Tudek/Circleville bike path. 
HAYMARKET PARK 
Haymarket Park is a twelve (12) acre park which is located at the southwest corner of 
the intersection of Blue Course Drive and Bristol Avenue. The southern edge of the 
property abuts the Stonebridge open space which is where the State College Area Little 
League baseball fields are located. Vehicular access to this park is via Blue Course 
Drive. Dedicated pedestrian and bicycle access is through the bike path which is 
located on the west side of Blue Course Drive. 
HOMESTEAD PARK 
Homestead Park is a ten (10) acre park located between Farmstead Lane, Berkshire 
Drive and Cambridge Drive in the Homestead Farms subdivision. Dedicated pedestrian 
access to the site is provided through three easements between the single-family home 
lots which surround the park. There are no bicycle paths which access the site although 
there is a walking/bicycle path which surrounds the perimeter of the park. Both bicycles 
and pedestrians can access the site from Yorkshire Drive. 
MEADOWS PARK 
Meadows Park is a four (4.0) acre park located on the east side of Timothy Lane in the 
Meadows subdivision. Vehicular access and on-street parking are from Timothy Lane. 
There is no dedicated pedestrian or bicycle access to this park. 
OVERLOOK TOT LOT 
The Overlook Tot Lot is located on a one(1) acre parcel at the eastern corner of 
Overlook Heights.  This park is very small and is developed for small children only. The 
Clinton Avenue/McKee Street bike path connects the tot lot with Sunset Park in State 
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College Borough. Vehicles can only reach the site via East Clinton Avenue and, with the 
exception of the bike path, this is the only access for bicycles and pedestrians. 
PARK HILLS PARK 
Park Hills Park is a four (4.0) acre linear park located on the east side of Park Hills 
Avenue on the north side of Circleville Road. The only vehicular access is from Park 
Hills Avenue where parking is permitted along the street. There are three dedicated 
pedestrian easements which connect Glenwood Drive, Cherry Hill Road and Oxford 
Circle to Park Hills Park. There are no bicycle paths which connect with this park. The 
facilities at this park are geared toward younger children. 
SUBURBAN PARK 
Suburban Park is a ten (10) acre park located on the north end of Overlook Heights 
adjacent to Vairo Boulevard. Vehicle access is from Suburban Avenue.  
TOM TUDEK MEMORIAL PARK 
Tom Tudek Memorial Park is an eighty-seven (87) acre park located between Circleville 
Road,  Martin Street, West Aaron Drive and Park Hills Avenue. Vehicular access to the 
site is currently via Herman Drive and Park Crest Lane. Access to the site for 
pedestrians and bicyclists is provided by the Tudek/Circleville Bike Path which extends 
through the site from Circleville Road to West Aaron Drive. 
WESTFIELD PARK 
Westfield Park is a 1.5 acre park located on the north side of Sunday Drive in the 
Westfield Subdivision. The park is situated so that the parkland dedication from future 
subdivisions can be added to this park to create a larger more community oriented park. 
Access to the park is from a future road to be built as additional land develops. 
 
CENTRE REGION PARKS AND RECREATION FACILITIES NOT LOCATED IN 
FERGUSON TOWNSHIP 
There are a wide variety of park and recreation facilities which are not located in 
Ferguson Township but are readily available for use by Township residents. The 
following list identifies the facilities, the acreage, and the recreation opportunities 
available at each location. 
 
College Township – 180acres 
Thompson Woods Playlot 1.8  
Harris Acres Parklet 2.0  
Mt. Nittany Terrace Parklet 2.7  
Oak Grove Parklet 2.92  
Nittany Orchard Park 6.3 Playground, tennis court, basketball court, youth ball field, gazebo 
Moutainside Park 7.17  
Penn Hills Park 10.14 Youth ball field, play equipment 
Slab Cabin Park 14.02 Picnic pavilion, playground, seasonal sledding slope, covered bridge 
Dalevue Park 14.78 Playground, picnic pavilion, bike path, basketball, tennis court, 

volleyball, youth ball field 
Fogleman Fields Park 15 Soccer fields, walking paths 
Stoney Batter Natural Area 32.90 Hiking trail to Mt. Nittany overlooks 
Spring Creek Park 33.99 Playground, horseshoes, picnic pavilions, sand volleyball, tennis 

courts, walking paths, adult softball field, adult baseball field, 
fitness unit, covered bridge, fishing, restrooms, maintenance 
building 

Thompson Woods Preserve  36.6 Hiking trails, nature study 
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Shamrock Avenue Park ----- Future development 
Stearn’s Crossing Park ----- Future development 
 
Harris Township – 64 acres 
Country Place Park 4.1 Playground, half-court basketball 
Blue Spring Park 8 Basketball, youth ball fields with seasonal soccer field, seasonal ice 

rink, playground, pavilion 
Nittany View Park 9 Pavilion, playground, walking path, youth ball field, seasonal soccer 

field 
Kaywood Park 10 Playground, pavilion, basketball court, youth ballfield 
Stan Yoder Memorial Preserve 15 Walking paths, nature study 
Eugene Fasick Park 18.3 Playground, bocce court, horseshoes, youth ball field, pavilion, 

basketball court, nature trails 
 
Patton Township – 235 acres 
Carnegie Drive Tot Lot 0.4 Play equipment, tot swings, spring riders, drinking fountain, 

benches, tables 
Ridgemont Parklet 0.46 Basketball court, swing set, benches 
Park Forest Tot Lot 0.85 Pavilion, playground 
Graycairn Park 1.5 Intended to remain as open space 
Ghaner Drive Parklet 2.21 Play equipment, swings, pavilion, drinking fountain, benches, tables 
Cedar Cliff Park 2.48 Intended to remain as open space 
Oakwood Park 4.33 Playground, pavilions, youth ball field, walking path, drinking 

fountain 
Marjorie Mae Park 4.7 Play equipment, pavilion 
Woodycrest Park 6.0 Playground, basketball court, youth ball field with seasonal soccer 

field, pavilion, drinking fountain 
Ambleside Park 7.14 For Future Development 
Graysdale Park 14.1 Playground, soccer field, youth ball field, basketball, pavilion, 

walking path 
Green Hollow Park 15.64 Playground & tot lot, pavilion, tennis courts, basketball court, youth 

ball field 
Circleville Park 37.69 Playground, dedicated soccer field, youth ball field, pavilion, disc-

golf course, walking path, future development 
Patton Wood’s Natural Recreation 
Area 

62.7  

Bernel Road Park 74.36 For Future Development 
 
State College Borough – 115 acres 
Central Parklet 0.5 Tot climbing apparatus, picnic tables, at-grade stage 
Nittany Village Park 0.5 Playground, picnic tables 
East Fairmount Park 1.5 Playground, picnic tables 
South Hills Park 1.5 Playground, covered picnic table, basketball court 
Smithfield Park 1.7 Playground, picnic pavilion, half-court basketball 
Tusseyview Park 4.5 Playground, basketball, tennis courts, picnic pavilion 
High Point Park 6.2 Playground, basketball, tennis court, youth ball field with seasonal 

soccer field, picnic tables 
Thompson Woods Preserve 6.75 Hiking trails, nature study 
Holmes-Foster Park 11 Picnic pavilions, playground areas, basketball court, horseshoes, 

bocce courts, restrooms 
Orchard Park 19.4 Playgrounds, picnic pavilion, lawn volleyball court, tennis courts, 

adult softball field with seasonal soccer field, youth ball field, 
basketball court, bike path, walking path, amphitheater, restrooms  

Walnut Springs Park 19.4 Hiking trails, nature study 
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Sunset Park 20 Playground, picnic pavilions, basketball court, exercise trail, 
horseshoes, youth ball field, hiking trail, restrooms 

Lederer Park 21.8 Walking paths, arboretum, picnic pavilions 
 

CENTRE REGION NON-MUNICIPAL RECREATION FACILITIES 
Non-municipal recreation facilities located throughout the Centre Region include: The 
Pennsylvania State University Intramural Fields and athletic facilities such as 
Recreation Hall, White Building, Intramural Building, Bryce Jordan Center, Beaver 
Stadium, and various walking and bicycle paths located on PSU land. The Blue Golf 
course, located between the Teaberry Ridge PRD and West College Avenue on the 
east side of Corl Road, provides a public golf course for the Centre Region. Additionally, 
Toftrees Golf Course, PSU White Golf Course, Pebble Creek Miniature Golf Course, 
and various fitness facilities owned and operated as private business enterprises are 
available for residents. 
Other non-profit, non-municipal facilities, acquired through the subdivision and land 
development ordinance provisions that require dedication of open space, are owned by 
various Homeowners Associations throughout the Township. This type of open space is 
private and intended to be for use only by the residents of the neighborhood 
development which it serves. Some of these are developed for active recreation and 
some accommodate passive recreation. 
 

Centre Soccer Field 9.0 Young Scholars of Central Pennsylvania 

Greenleaf Manor PRD Open Space 4.7 Greenleaf Manor Homeowners Association 

Stonebridge PRD Open Space  9.75 Stonebridge Homeowners Association 

Teaberry Ridge PRD Open Space  6.5 Teaberry Ridge Homeowners Association 

Landings PRD Open Space  12.4 Landings Homeowners Association 

Foxpointe PRD Open Space  13.9 Foxpointe Homeowners Association 

Homestead Farms Open Space  5.7 Cato Associates & Ginther Family 

 

Greenleaf Manor PRD Open Space 
The Greenleaf Manor PRD Open Space consists of two (2) main lots.  The first lot is 2.1 
acres and is planned to be developed as private open space for the residents of the 
PRD with a basketball court, play equipment and benches. 
The second open space area in the PRD is a 2.6 acre stormwater management facility 
which will be developed with a soccer field and parking area to be used as a regional 
facility. 
Stonebridge PRD Open Space 
The Stonebridge PRD Open Space is private open space located on two (2) separate 
lots.  The first lot is located on the north side of Bristol Avenue, is 5.75 acres in size and 
contains two ball fields which are used exclusively by the State College Area Little 
League.  The second open space area, located on the south side of Bristol Avenue, is 
4.0 acres in size and contains a swimming pool, picnic pavilion, two tennis courts, 
volleyball court and picnic grove and is for the exclusive use of the Homeowners 
Association. 
Foxpointe PRD Open Space 
The Foxpointe PRD has 13.9 acres of open space of which 9.4 acres are dedicated to 
stormwater management 
 
Landings PRD Open Space 
The Landings PRD has three (3) open space areas which are for the residents of the 
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PRD only.  The first area is a 7.4 acre parcel developed with a baseball field for use by 
the Teener League.  This site is also proposed to be developed with a pavilion, grills, 
play equipment, and swings.  The second area is a 4.2 acre stormwater management 
area to be developed with a soccer field, volleyball court, horseshoe pits and a 
playground.  The third area is an 0.8 acre parcel which is proposed as a vacant passive 
recreation area that connects to Haymarket Park. 
Teaberry Ridge PRD Open Space 
The Teaberry Ridge PRD has two areas of open space.  The first is the Tudek / 
Circleville Bikeway and a 6.5 acre natural area which extends along the eastern edge of 
the property.  The second is another natural area and a walking path on the west side of 
Corl Road between Megan Drive and Sowards Place. 
Homestead Farms Open Space 
The Homestead Farms Open Space is 5.7 acres located between Valley Vista Drive 
and Berkshire Drive in the Homestead Farms III Subdivision.  The land is partially 
wooded, partially meadow and does not have any improvements.  At one time this land 
was offered for dedication to the Township, but was rejected due to the steep slopes.  A 
small portion (0.9 acres) of the open space is privately owned and maintained by Ray 
and Jeannie Ginther, and the remaining section is owned by Cato Associates.  Although 
the entire property is held in private ownership, it is available for public use.   
 
COMMUNITY FACILITIES 
Some recreational facilities, although located in one municipality, are available to all 
residents of the region. At some of these facilities, fees are charged to cover operating 
expenses. The table below identifies the name, address, and acreage of each such 
facility. As with the locally owned facilities, maintenance and programming of these are 
the responsibility of the Centre Region Parks and Rec Department. 
 
Centre Region Senior Center ----- 131 S. Fraser Street #1 

State College, PA 

Houserville Elementary Ballfield 1.5 Houserville Elementary School 
State College, PA 

Ferguson Elementary Ballfields 3 Ferguson Elementary School 
Pine Grove Mills ,PA 

Wm. Welch Community Pool 3.15 670 Westerly Parkway 
State College, PA 

Radio Park Elementary Ballfields 4 Radio Park Elementary School 
State College, PA 

Park Forest Community Pool 4.4 2100 School Drive  
State College, PA 

Millbrook Marsh Nature Center 62 614 Puddintown Road 
State College, PA 

Oak Hall Parkland 68 102 Linden Hall Road 
State College, PA 

Whitehall Road Parkland 75 Blue Course Drive 
State College, PA 

 

EXISTING RECREATION PROGRAMS 
The Centre Region Parks and Recreation Department coordinates recreation programs 
and services at Township Parks and other facilities throughout the Township and the 
Region. These programs and services are offered year round and serve all ages of 
people. The specific activities run by CRPR, Centre Soccer and various other 
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organizations that coordinate recreation programs that occur in Ferguson Township 
parks are identified in the following chart: 
 

PROGRAMS AND ACTIVITIES IN FERGUSON TOWNSHIP PARKS 
Fairbrook Park Softball, Soccer, Baseball, Neighborhood Park 

Program 

Ferguson Elementary School Neighborhood Park Program 

Homestead Park Softball, Soccer, Baseball, Neighborhood Park 
Program 

Meadows Park Neighborhood Park Program 

Overlook Heights No Programs or Activities 

Park Hills Park Neighborhood Park Program 

Suburban Park Softball, Tennis, Baseball, Neighborhood Park 
Program 

Tudek Park Softball, Soccer, Baseball 

 
REGIONAL FACILITIES 
The following list identifies regional park and recreational facilities located outside of the 
Centre Region. Most are located within a two hour drive, and all are open to the public. 
While many of these are State owned and operated, some are non-profit, and others 
are commercial business ventures. 
Bald Eagle State Park - Located in Centre County off of State Route 150 - Facilities 

and activities include picnicking, ballfield, playground, beach, snack bar, fishing, 
boat rentals, boat mooring, boat launching, wheelchair accessible, bicycle 
rentals, ice fishing, ice skating, camping and showers. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/baldeagle. 

Black Moshannon State Park - Located in Centre County off of State Route 504 - 
Facilities and activities include picnicking, beach, snack bar, fishing, boat rentals, 
boat mooring, boat launching, wheelchair accessible, hiking, ice fishing, ice 
skating, camping and showers. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/blackmoshannon 

Greenwood Furnace State Park - Located in Huntingdon County off of State Route 
305 - Facilities and activities include picnicking, ballfield, playground, beach, 
snack bar, fishing, wheelchair accessible, hiking, ice fishing, ice skating, camping 
and showers. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/greenwoodfurnace  

McCall Dam State Park - Located in Centre County off of State Route 192 - Facilities 
and activities include picnicking and fishing. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/mccallsdam 

Parker Dam State Park - Located in Clearfield County off of State Route 153 - Facilities 
and activities include picnicking, ballfield, playground, beach, snack bar, fishing, 
boat rentals, boat launching, wheelchair accessible, hiking, bicycle rentals, ice 
fishing, skating, camping and showers. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/parkerdam 

Penn Roosevelt State Park - Located in Centre County off of Interstate Route 322 - 
Facilities and activities include picnicking, fishing, wheelchair accessible, hiking, 
ice fishing, ice skating and camping. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/pennroosevelt 
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Poe Paddy State Park - Located in Centre County off of Interstate Route 322 - 
Facilities and activities include picnicking, playground, fishing, wheelchair 
accessible, hiking and camping. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/poepaddy 

Poe Valley State Park - Located in Centre County off of Interstate Route 322 - facilities 
and activities include picnicking, playground, beach, snack bar, fishing, boat 
rentals, boat launching, boat mooring, hiking, ice fishing, ice skating and 
camping. www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/poevalley 

Reeds Gap State Park - Located in Mifflin County off of Interstate Route 322 - Facilities 
and activities include picnicking, playground, pool, snack bar, fishing, hiking and 
camping. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/reedsgap 

S.B. Elliott State Park - Located in Clearfield County off of State Route 153 - Facilities 
and activities include picnicking, ballfield, playground, hiking and camping. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/sbelliott 

Shaver’s Creek Environmental Center - Located in Huntingdon County off of State 
Route 26 next to the Stone Valley Recreation Center - Facilities and activities 
include nature exhibits and education programs, hiking, picnicking and a raptor 
center. www.shaverscreek.org 

Stone Valley Recreational Facility - Located in Huntingdon County off of State Route 
26 - Facilities and activities include picnicking, fishing, hiking, boating, ice 
skating, lodge and cabin rentals. www.psu.edu/Stone_Valley 

Tussey Mountain Ski Area - Located in Centre County off of State Route 322 - 
Facilities include ski slopes, restaurant, driving range, par three golf course, 
summer concerts and go carts. www.tusseymountain.com 

Whipple Dam State Park  - Located in Huntingdon County off of State Route 26 - 
Facilities and activities include picnicking, beach, snack bar, fishing, boat 
mooring, boat launching, wheelchair accessible, hiking, ice fishing and ice 
skating. www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/whippledam 

Sproul State Forest: The 278,000-acre Sproul State Forest is in western Clinton and 
northern Centre counties. The multiple-use management system provides forest-based 
recreational opportunities such as hiking, backpack camping, snowmobiling pleasure 
driving, and horseback, ATV, and mountain bike riding. All areas of Sproul State Forest 
are open to hunting and fishing. Camping permits are required before setting up camp 
on state forest lands. 570-923-6011 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/FORESTRY/stateforests/sproul 

Alvin R. Bush Dam: This flood control dam is operated by the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers and creates 4.5 miles of natural, scenic shoreline. This is one of four dams in 
the flood control plan for the West Branch Basin of the Susquehanna River watershed. 
570-923-1800 
www.nab.usace.army.mil/recreation/bush.htm 

Kettle Creek State Park: Kettle Creek State Park consists of 1,793 acres along Kettle 
Creek in Western Clinton County. The park is in a valley surrounded by mountainous 

http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/stateforests/sproul.aspx
http://www.nab.usace.army.mil/recreation/bush.htm
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terrain and wilderness. Many of the existing recreational facilities arose from a joint 
flood control project developed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the former 
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Resources. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/kettlecreek 

Kettle Creek Vista: Three miles west of the park, this vantage point provides a 
breathtaking view of the Kettle Creek Valley. 

Pennsylvania Wilds is two million acres of public lands for hiking, biking, fishing, 
boating, hunting and exploration in northcentral Pennsylvania. Within the twelve-county 
region are; 27 state parks, eight state forest districts (1.3 million acres), 50 state game 
lands and Allegheny National Forest (500,000 acres). Highlights of the area are; elk 
watching, scenic Pennsylvania Route 6, Pine Creek Gorge (PA Grand Canyon), the 
darkest skies in the east at Cherry Springs State Park, and hundreds of miles of 
backpacking trails, bike paths and trout fishing streams. www.pawilds.com 

Fort Roberdeau Historic Site and Natural Area is located near Altoona in Blair 
County, Pennsylvania. The rural 230-acre tract features a reconstructed Revolutionary 
War stockade surrounding six log cabins. It also includes an 1858 barn containing 
exhibits and a museum shop, an education center in an 1860 farmhouse, three nature 
trails, picnic facilities, and White Oak Hall, a large multipurpose facility. 
www.fortroberdeau.org 

Canoe Creek State Park, 12 miles east of Altoona, is a modern day use facility 
developed during the Project 70 expansion era of state parks and was dedicated in 
1979. The vast openness of this 958-acre park is exemplified with a panoramic view 
when cresting the hill on Canoe Creek Road. A 155-acre lake provides excellent year-
round fishing, a popular swimming area and enjoyment for small pleasure boaters. 
Fields and woodlots are managed to provide diversified habitat for small game species 
and a variety of wildlife. Canoe Creek’s proximity to nearby communities allows local 
residents to take a short pleasure drive and enjoy an evening of fishing, picnicking or 
walking. Within an hour’s drive of the park are the world famous Horseshoe Curve, Blue 
Knob Ski Area, State Game Land 166, and Rothrock and Gallitzin state forests. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateparks/parks/canoecreek 

Raystown Lake, an 8,300-acre flood control reservoir, is operated by the Corps of 
Engineers to provide flood control, fisheries enhancement, water quality, and 
recreational opportunities.  Nestled between the ridges of Huntingdon County, adjacent 
to the southern portion of Rothrock State Forest, the visitor to this 29,300-acre Federal 
facility can participate in hiking, fishing, camping, recreational boating, hunting, 
picnicking, and many other outdoor activities. www.raystownlake.com 

Rothrock State Forest  http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/stateforests/rothrock  

Gallitzin State Forest consists of 2 separate areas of State Forest land located in 
Northern Bedford, Cambria, Indiana, and Northern Somerset counties. The total area of 

http://www.blueknob.com/
http://www.blueknob.com/
http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/stateforests/rothrock.aspx
http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/stateforests/gallitzin.aspx
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State Forest land is 15,336 acres. 
http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/forestry/stateforests/gallitzin  

Prince Gallitzin State Park this  6,249-acre site is in the scenic Allegheny Plateau 
Region of Pennsylvania. Large portions of the park can be seen from several easily 
accessible vistas. The major attractions to the park are the 1,600-acre Glendale Lake 
and the large campground. www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/princegallitzin 

R. B. Winter State Park covers 695 acres of the Ridge and Valley Province in central 
Pennsylvania. Located within Bald Eagle State Forest, the park lies in a shallow basin 
surrounded by rocky ridges covered with an oak and pine forest. The focal point of the 
park is Halfway Lake which is filled by spring-fed mountain streams and contained by a 
hand-laid, native sandstone dam. Open year-round, the park provides diverse 
opportunities for recreation.  
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/rbwinter 

The Tiadaghton State Forest is one of twenty forest districts created for the protection 
and management of Pennsylvania's forest lands. The Tiadaghton State Forest is 
comprised of approximately 215,500 acres of state forest land, most of which is in 
Lycoming County. Small portions extend into Tioga, Sullivan, Potter, Clinton, and Union 
counties. www.stateparks.com/tiadaghton.html 

Ravensburg State Park  is located in Clinton County on PA 880. Twenty-one non-
reservable, tent-camping-only sites are available. Visitors can also enjoy hiking, 
picnicking and cold-water fishing.The park lies in a cozy, steep-walled gorge carved by 
Rauchtown Run through the side of Nippenose Mountain. A northern hardwood forest 
blankets the bottomland along this spring-fed stream. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/ravensburg 

Sand Bridge State Park  located on PA 192 east of R.B. Winter, includes picnic tables, 
pavilions and restrooms. The park also offers stream fishing. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/stateParks/parks/sandbridge 

State Forest Picnic Areas - Located at various points in surrounding counties. 

Mid State Trail The Mid State Trail System (MST) is a long distance hiking trail and its 
side trails in central Pennsylvania. The current northern end is at the West Rim Trail on 
Bohen Run north of Blackwell and the southern end is a junction with Green Ridge 
Hiking Trail in Maryland at the Mason-Dixon line. The MST is almost entirely on public 
land: state forests, game lands and parks. 
www.dcnr.state.pa.us/FORESTRY/hiking/midstate 
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ADMINISTRATION AND THE PLANNING PROCESS 
 
At this time, CRPR maintains eleven (11) parks within Ferguson Township and more 
than 40 parks throughout the Centre Region. The eleven (11) Township owned parks 
within Ferguson Township create a combined total of 258 acres of parkland. This 
includes: Fairbrook Park, Meadows Park, Suburban Park, Overlook Heights Tot Lot, 
Tom Tudek Memorial Park, Park Hills Park, Homestead Park, Haymarket Park, 
Autumnwood Park, Greenbriar / Saybrook Park, and Westfield Park as well as an eighty 
(80) acre preserve formerly owned by the Township Municipal Authority. In addition 
there are five (5) bikeways. These bikeways are the Tudek / Circleville, the Cato / 
Stonebridge Bikeway, the Mckee Street Bikeway, the Blue / White Bikeway and the 
Vairo/Suburban Bikeway. 
The bikeways are provided and maintained solely by Ferguson Township. 
 
THE MUNICIPALITIES PLANNING CODE (MPC) 
 
Article III, Section 301 of the Municipalities Planning Code addresses the contents of a 
municipal comprehensive plan. According to the MPC, this document “…shall include 
but need not be limited to…” such basic elements as: 
 

(4) A plan for community facilities and utilities, which may include public and 
private education, recreation, municipal buildings, fire and police stations, 
libraries, hospitals, water supply and distribution, sewerage and waste treatment, 
solid waste management, storm drainage, and flood plain management,  utility 
corridors and associated facilities, and other similar facilities or uses. 
(6) A plan for the protection of natural and historic resources to the extent not 
preempted by federal or state law. This clause includes but is not limited to, 
wetlands and aquifer recharge zones, woodlands, steep slopes, prime 
agricultural land, floodplains, unique natural areas and historic sites. 
 

In addition: 
 

(d) The municipal, multi-municipal or county comprehensive plan may identify 
those areas where growth and development will occur so that a full range of 
public infrastructure services, including sewer, water, highways, police and fire 
protection, public schools, parks, open space and other services can be 
adequately planned and provided as needed to accommodate growth. 

 
As noted below, the Centre Region Comprehensive Plan, a multi-municipal planning 
document, contains a chapter on Open Space Conservation and Preservation that 
qualifies as the required basic element identified by the MPC. However, adoption of this 
Township Recreation, Park and Open Space Plan Update, as an adjunct to these 
provisions in the Regional Comprehensive Plan, can provide more guidance at the local 
level, and result in the provision of facilities and services that are consistent with the 
needs and desires of the Township residents. Additionally, it is intended that this RPOS 
Plan Update may serve to identify how local efforts can begin to address the regional 
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goals highlighted by the Plan. 
 
RELATIONSHIP TO CENTRE REGION COMPREHENSIVE PLAN 
 
The Centre Region Comprehensive Plan, adopted in June 2000, provides a framework 
for regional cooperation in all aspects of comprehensive planning and community 
decision making. The 2000 Plan maintains the intent and regional context of the 1990 
plan, but with new emphasis on detail and implementation. To this end, the Plan 
includes Goals, Policies, Initiatives and specific Action steps to aid in achievement of 
the various objectives.  Goals of the adopted Plan speak to the necessity of assessing 
the recreation, park, and open space needs of each municipality and providing the 
appropriate protection for community resources at the local level. These include: 
 

◦ Balance community growth while protecting and enhancing the Centre 
Region’s environmental, historic and cultural resources. 

◦ Direct the majority of future growth to areas within the Regional Growth 
Boundary so that new development can be efficiently served by public 
utilities, services, and transit. 

◦ Obtain additional parkland and open-space areas, and provide a broad 
range of recreational opportunities. 

 
The Open Space Conservation and Preservation chapter of the Plan details several 
Policies and Initiatives that help guide the content of the Township’s Recreation, Parks, 
and Open Space Plan. It is intended that this update to the Recreation, Parks, and 
Open Space Plan be consistent with these adopted policies and further, that it provide 
details on their implementation at the local level. 
 
Policies: 
Coordinate inter-connected open-space systems for the Centre Region based on existing permanent 

open  
space resources, sensitive natural features, and projected future development patterns. 
 
Encourage the placement of conservation easements on significant regional natural or open space  
resources. 
 
Develop, with the support of the Centre Region Municipalities, municipal park plans, fee-in-lieu 

regulations  
and local tax financing strategies to acquire land within the Centre Region for open-space and 

recreational  
activities. 
 

Initiatives:  

Use current survey data and/or a voter referendum to assess the public’s attitude toward the public  
purchase of lands for preservation and recreational uses 

 
Determine all sources of financing strategies applicable to the acquisition of lands for preservation and  
recreational uses 

 
Require pedestrian and bikeway trail connections as part of the land development approval process when  
existing trails are adjacent or nearby a future land development site. 
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Identify open-space and natural resource areas that will provide the basis for future decisions in the land  
development review process regarding protection and acquisition of these areas. 
 
Identify and provide information on potential sites that contain significant natural and open space 
features. 

 
Coordinate activities with property owners, municipalities and environmental organizations in the  
acquisition of conservation easements. 

 

Other chapters of the adopted Comprehensive Plan, including those on Community 
Design, Historic Preservation, Future Development Patterns, Transportation, and 
Environment & Natural Resources also provide relevant objectives that guide  the 
Township in development of this RPOS Plan. These are: 
 

Policies:  
 
Preserve the Centre Region’s historic resources and maintain regional community identity, history, and  
culture. 
 
Preserve and enhance the Region’s open-space areas 

  
Preserve steep slopes and existing topographic features of the Centre Region during the planning and  
development process. 
 
Protect floodplains, wetlands, and stream corridors within the Spring Creek and Spruce Creek  
Watersheds. 
 
Protect the quality of the Region’s groundwater resources through efficient and effective land-use  
management 

 
Limit land development activities in areas identified as habitats for threatened and endangered plant and  
animal species in the Centre County Natural Heritage Inventory. 
 
Transportation projects and programs that provide support for a broad range of transportation options and  
that decrease the Region’s dependence on the private automobile are critical to meeting future travel  
needs. 
 

Initiatives:  
 
Develop a continuous, interconnected system of pedestrian and bicycle facilities, which can be 
implemented in phases, to meet the needs of existing developed areas and future growth needs. 

 
Encourage municipal regulations to provide site design features such as pedestrian and transit amenities, 
parks, woodland protection, landscaping, and building construction consistent with the character of the  
site location. 

 
Encourage and maintain interconnections between open-space areas. 
 
Implement regulations to protect identified aquifers, floodplains, wetlands, waterways, future park 
locations, and valuable woodlands. 

 
Encourage the continued use of the Official Map provisions to identify and preserve future open-space 
areas. 
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Implement riparian buffer regulations to filter run-off, reduce stream temperatures, provide open space  
and wildlife habitat and prevent the development of parking lots and structures within close proximity of a  
stream corridor, 

 
Prohibit development activities within 100-year floodplain boundaries. 
 
Identify the one-year zone of contribution for all public well sites in the Centre Region. 

 
Develop and implement wellhead protection regulations in the Centre Region. 
 
Direct intensive development activities away from groundwater recharge areas identified within the one- 
year zone of contribution. 

 
Centre County and the Centre Region municipalities should develop an update to the 1991 Centre 

County  
Natural Heritage Inventory. 

 
Encourage municipal land development and subdivision regulations that protect identified threatened and  
endangered species.  
 

Although generally consistent with the stated goals of this Recreation, Parks, and Open 
Space Plan Update, many of these statements deserve candid consideration; as they 
have not been the focus of previous planning efforts in the Township. One goal of this 
Plan Update is to ensure that these fundamental tenets of the preservation and 
conservation of resources are adequately addressed by the Township. 
 
In keeping with the provisions of the Municipalities Planning Code, chief among these 
concerns is the adequate protection of resources such as wetlands and aquifer 
recharge zones, woodlands, steep slopes, prime agricultural land, floodplains, and 
unique natural areas and historic sites within the Township. While existing regulations 
provide a level of protection for certain features such as floodplains, steep slopes, and 
agricultural land, there are many Township resources that are not provided with any 
protection at the local level. As a result, many of these features can be impaired or 
destroyed by development projects and/or construction practices, as well as through the 
actions of individual property owners who may not be aware of the presence or value of 
these resources.  
 
LOCAL ORDINANCES 
 
There are two existing Township ordinances which impact the preservation of parkland / 
open space during the subdivision / land development process.  These Ordinances are 
the subdivision ordinance, Chapter 22, Section 513.2C, and the Zoning Ordinance 
which includes provisions for Planned Residential Developments (Chapter 27, Section 
407) and Traditional Town Developments (Chapter 27, Section 701).  The following 
sections describe how these regulations can affect the amount and location of park and 
open space provided in the Township.   
 
Subdivision Ordinance 
 
The following list highlights the current parkland requirements of the subdivision 
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ordinance which apply to both single and multi-family residential developments. 
 

The total acreage required to be dedicated for each development is based on an 
acreage per person calculation as follows: 
 
Total average number of people per dwelling unit (2.54 people per unit) x .024 
acres per person x 65% (developable acreage) 

 
 For the Township to accept land for dedication, the park must have the following 
attributes: 

 
Access - Must be accessible to all residents.  Minimum frontage should be 50 

feet if adjacent to public street. 
 

Location - Located equally to serve all residents. 
 

Shape - Suitable to accommodate activities which meet needs of residents. 
 

SWM - May not be developed in stormwater management basin. 
 
Soils -  Soil shall be suitable for the intended park uses. No parkland may be 

located on or within any drainageway, wetland area, steep slope area 
or stormwater detention basin, with the exception that up to 25 percent 
of the total parkland may be located within a floodplain with approval of 
the Board of Supervisors. 

 
Size -  The minimum parcel size shall be no less than 4 acres. 
 
Slope -  The majority of the park shall have a slope of no more than 4 
  percent, and the average slope of the park, as measured perpendicular 

to the contour lines, shall not exceed 8 percent. 
 
Unity -  Fewer larger pieces rather than several smaller pieces. 

 
Utilities - Utilities shall not cross land above ground.  May be underground. 

 
       Under certain conditions, the applicant may be permitted to contribute fee-in-lieu 

rather than acreage for parkland. This money is required to be used to enhance 
public recreation areas which will directly benefit future inhabitants of the 
development or subdivision for which the fee was provided.   

 
The fee-in-lieu payment is determined using the following calculation: 
 
  D x 2.54 person/d.u. x Parkland Fee/person = Parkland Fee - in – Lieu 
 

D= Number of Dwelling Units 
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 Parkland Fee /person = Fee established by Resolution of the Board 
 
Zoning Ordinance 
 

A. The following list highlights the parkland requirements of the existing PRD 
regulations as outlined in the Township Zoning Ordinance.  

 
 The percent of acreage required to be dedicated for each PRD is based on the 

total number of dwelling units per acre as follows: 
 

Residential Dwelling  Required Common 
Units Per Acre   Open Space Percentage 

1-4.9     15 
5-9.9     18 

       10-14.9    20 
       15-19.9    25 

>20     25 
 
 The requirements for the common open space dedicated as part of a PRD 

include: 
 
(1) The location, shape, size and character of the common open space shall be provided in a 
manner to meet the needs of the planned residential development and the criteria of the 
Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance, §§22-513.2.D(1)-(6); 22-513.2.G.  
(2) Common open space shall be used for amenity or recreational purposes. The uses 
authorized for the common open space must be appropriate to the scale and character of the 
planned residential development, considering its size, density, expected population, topography 
and the number and type of dwellings to be provided. 
(3) Adequate access shall be provided to the open space from all dwelling units in the PRD. 
This includes providing connections to existing and proposed sidewalks and bikeway systems. 
(4) A minimum of 50% of the required open space shall be contiguous land. 
(5) A minimum of 50% of the required open space shall be suitable for recreation purposes (i.e., 
no floodplain, wetlands, steep slopes, sinkholes). 
(6) Common open space must be suitably improved for its intended use, but common open 
space containing natural features, existing trees and ground cover worthy of preservation may 
be left unimproved. The buildings, structures and improvements which are permitted in the 
common open space shall be appropriate to the uses which are authorized for the common 
open space having regard to its topography and unimproved condition. 
(7) The development schedule which is part of the development plan must coordinate the 
improvement of the common open space, the construction of buildings, structures, and 
improvements in the common open space, and the construction of residential dwellings in the 
planned residential development. 
(8) The use and improvement of the common open space shall be planned in relation to any 
existing or proposed public or semipublic open space which adjoins or which is within 1,500 feet 
of the perimeter of the planned residential development. 

 
There are five PRDs in existence within the Township. However, three of these were 
approved prior to the adoption of the ordinance standards indicated above. As a result, 
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the total open space provided by these developments is somewhat less than is currently 
As a result, it may be recommended that this method of obtaining and/or owning open 
space not be continued required. In addition, since the majority of this open space is in 
private ownership, it is not available to all residents in the Township and therefore does 
not contribute toward the inventory of parkland used to calculate the Township’s ability 
to meet the needs of the majority of residents.. 

 
The provisions for Traditional Town Development, also found in the Zoning Chapter, 
require that the provision of open space within the development conform to the following 
standards: 

 
1.  A minimum of 50% of the site proposed for development is to be devoted to 

useable common open space. Through the use of incentives offered in 
subsection 4.F, the amount of required useable common open space may be 
significantly reduced. However, in no case is less than 25% of a site permitted 
to be devoted to the provision of usable common open space, including 
permitted percentages of public areas. 

 
2.  All common open space reserved is to be designed for one or more of the     
     following uses: 

 Community green, square, or commons. 
 Community garden or park. 
 Streams, ponds and other natural or man-made bodies of water. 
 Playground or tot-lot. 
 Bikeway, greenway, trail or environmental corridor. 
 Active recreational facility. 
 Public space. 
 Conservation area/protected natural area which may include: 

woodlands, wildlife corridor(s), meadow, horticulture, or wetland that is 
incorporated into the design for stormwater management. 

 
3. Stormwater management facilities such as detention basins and swales are 
only permitted to be included to the extent that the open space exceeds the 25% 
required minimum, or through the use of one or more design incentives.  

 
4. In addition to responding to the unique conditions and environmental resources 
of the parcel(s), the open space provided on each site is to be responsive to the 
needs of the community as expressed in the Ferguson Township Recreation, 
Parks, and Open Space Plan and, to the extent feasible, is required to provide 
useable play or recreation areas, or equipment, that is conveniently accessible to 
residents throughout the community. Conformance with the provisions of the 
Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance, §22- 513.2.G (1) - (4), and .H is 
expected as well. 
The reservation of passive parkland which may include wooded sites, formal 
gardens, conservation areas, and open grass spaces may also be included. 
However, such facilities are not permitted to account for more than 40% of the 
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required common open space. Where the existence of adequate play or 
recreation areas within walking distance of a proposed TTD or associated Mixed 
Residential Area can be shown, the percentage of passive parkland permitted to 
be credited toward the total required common open space may be raised to as 
much as 55%.  

 
5. Public space is required to serve as a focal point and may comprise up to 10% 
of the useable common open space provided. Such areas shall be subject to the 
same maintenance criteria as identified by §27- 702.4.C(4)(m). 

 
6. All common open space is to be publicly accessible either from a public street 
or public area, and/or from a pedestrian/bicycle network that links various 
playgrounds, parks, commons and greens to each other as well as to the 
developed portions of the site. Land designated as common open space shall be 
suitable for the purpose specified. 

 
7. Each Traditional Town Development or associated Mixed Residential Area site 
that includes 50 or more dwelling units is required to include at least one public 
square or green with a minimum size of 20,000 square feet. Other squares, 
greens, commons, or public areas of not less than 10,000 square feet in area 
shall be dispersed throughout the development. Each dwelling unit shall be 
situated so as to be located no more than 1,000 feet from a commons, square, 
green, or trail. 

 
The addition of the TTD zoning district to the Zoning Ordinance created an opportunity 
for the Township to obtain a significant amount of parkland in an area where the 
previous Recreation, Parks, and Opens Space Plan called for the provision of 
Community and/or Neighborhood Parkland.  The TTD regulations contain language that 
seeks to preserve the unique features of a site, such as woodland, floodplain, and steep 
slopes, in addition to the traditional emphasis on providing land that will be available for 
active recreational pursuits. The text of the zoning district also calls for all open space 
within the future development to be linked through the provision of pedestrian 
greenways, bikeways, or other off-street corridors. This will facilitate the Township’s 
ability to incorporate these areas into the existing park infrastructure while limiting the 
expenditure of taxpayer dollars to do so.  
 
The addition of the TTD zoning district to the Township’s Zoning map occurred through 
the rezoning of acreage previously zoned for Industrial development and adjacent 
acreage previously zoned RA or rural agricultural. Combined, this area constitutes 
approximately 350 acres that is located within the existing Regional Growth Boundary. If 
the development of this land adheres to the requirement to preserve 50% in open 
space, a total of 175 acres will be added to the Township’s parkland inventory. Even at 
the minimum 25% reservation, more than 87 acres would be set aside for use as open 
space. 
 
In 2008, an ordinance amendment was instituted to allow the collection of a fee for the 
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master planning of parkland. This fee of $165.00 per dwelling unit will be collected   
when parkland is offered for dedication. 
 
PARK ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT POLICY 

 
Ferguson Township acquires and owns parkland and completes the capital 
improvements at each park site.  The Township generally acquires parkland through the 
ordinance provisions described above. Then, based on financing constraints and the 
adopted Capital Improvements Plan, the Township develops the land and purchases or 
constructs the equipment and facilities. Details of the current CIP, which budgets funds 
through 2012, can be obtained from the Township. 

 
As a general policy, the Township considers a park master plan good for approximately 
15 years. However, if grant funding requires a newer master plan, the Township will 
evaluate updating a master plan prior to the 15 year limit. Where the capital 
improvements will require a substantial time frame for implementation, the Township 
might consider a phased approach to Master Planning for parkland. This would allow 
new input at appropriate intervals – perhaps in five (5) year increments, consistent with 
the capital improvement budget. 
 
The existence of a master plan helps the Township plan and budget for park 
development and improvements on a yearly basis. The Township may apply for a grant 
or use capital funds to develop either a portion of or the entire park. Decisions regarding 
the timing and amount of funds expended are a product of the Capital Improvements 
Planning process. However, this Recreation, Park and Open Space Plan Update should 
provide appropriate guidance for this decision-making so that residents can better 
understand how the Township’s efforts to provide park and recreation opportunities on a 
community-wide basis relate to the available funding and its distribution for Township 
services.  
 
CLASSIFICATION SYSTEM 
 
According to the National Recreation and Park Association publication Open Space 
Guidelines & Standards, the following are classifications for local and regional 
recreation open space: 
 
Mini-Park: Specialized facilities of an acre or less that serve a concentrated or limited 
population or specific group such as tots or senior citizens. The service area is less than 
¼ mile. They are generally located within neighborhoods and in close proximity to 
apartment complexes, townhouse developments, or housing for the elderly. NRPA 
recommends .25 to .5 acres/1,000 population. 2020 need: 4.75 -9.5 acres 
 
 
Neighborhood Park/Playground: Area(s) for intense recreational activities such as 
field games, court games, crafts, playground apparatus area, skating, picnicking, 
wading pools, etc. The service area is ¼ mile to ½ mile and the expected size is 15+ 



 

36 
 

acres. These parks are suited for intense development and are easily accessible to the 
neighborhood population with safe walking and bike access. NRPA recommends 1.0 to 
2.0 acres/1,000 population. 2020 need: 19-38 acres 
 
Community Park: Area(s) of diverse environmental quality. May include natural 
features such as water bodies and areas suited for intense development. The service 
area is a 1 to 2 mile radius and the expected size is 25+ acres. NRPA recommends 5.0 
to 8.0 acres/1,000 population. 2020 need: 95-152 acres 
 
Regional/Metropolitan Park: Area(s) of natural or ornamental quality for outdoor 
recreation such as picnicking, boating, fishing, swimming, and camping, contiguous to 
or encompassing natural resources. The service area is within a one hour drive and the 
anticipated size is 200+ acres. NRPA recommends 5.0 to 10.0 acres/1,000 population.  
 
 Recent research on the use of Recreation, Park and Open Space Standards and 
Guidelines by the NRPA suggests that few jurisdictions feel that nationally prescribed 
minimums by park type are feasible.  The NRPA recommends that a community use the 
guidelines for guidance only, and determine their own mix of recreation needs.  This can 
be accomplished by completing a Level of Service analysis. This is a detailed analysis 
that outlines the recreation activity menu, open space standards, present supply, 
expressed demand and minimum population service requirements for each park class 
and the entire park and recreation system. 
 
Rather than attempt to conform to the NRPA established guidelines for recreation 
facilities or complete an in-depth level of service analysis, the RPOS Planning 
Committee recommends that the Township deal with future equipment/facility needs 
through the master plan process for each park, through general citizen input, special 
interest group input and through input from the CRPR Department and Recreation 
Board.   
 

Assuming build-out within the regional growth boundary, the Township is anticipating the 
addition of  1312 dwelling units, or 3,332 new residents by the year 2020. Using NRPA  
guidelines, existing demographics, expected community parkland acquisition, and  
anticipated future development,  the Township’s current  parkland resources appear  
sufficient to address this growth. An update to this plan, which would be scheduled for 
2012, will provide an evaluation of this assessment 
 
If needed in the future, the Township could undertake a detailed level of service 
analysis to determine facility needs. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
The RPOS Planning Committee has defined through the development of this plan, a set 
of recommendations to be considered by the Township Board of Supervisors.  The 
recommendations are divided into five categories: General, Parks and Recreation, 
Ordinance Revisions, Regional, and Financing and are listed below.  Upon approval of 
this plan, Township staff should pursue implementation of  the recommendations.   
 
GENERAL 
 
1. The Township should adopt this update to the Recreation, Parks and Open 

Space Plan to be used as a guide for future park, recreation and open space 
development and to continue the Township’s compliance with the PA 
Municipalities Planning Code. 

 
2. This Recreation, Parks and Open Space Plan should be updated again in five 

years to assure that the proposed changes are consistent with anticipated 
development. 

 
3. The Board should establish an advisory committee to oversee implementation 

and updating of the Plan and to advise on priorities. 
 
PARKS, RECREATION AND OPEN SPACE 
 
1. The Township should adopt a minimum set of standards for parkland 

development. The recommendations for minimum development of parkland are: 
 

a. Each park which has been only partially developed should be fully developed to meet the 
master plan recommendations. 

b. Each park which has not been developed should have a master plan completed and 
development started in incremental stages. 

c. During the master planning process the Township should ensure that there is an 
appropriate mix of active and passive recreation areas in each park to meet the needs of 
the park users.  In addition, the public should be actively involved in determining the 
facilities that are constructed within the park. 

d. The minimum facilities within each park should include a playground, picnic area, active 
recreation area and a park trail that connects to adjacent bikepaths.   

e. The facilities planned in each park should be flexible in use (ie. Dual soccer and ballfield) 
and should be able to be converted to meet changing needs. 

f. The Township should provide CIP funding each year to develop portions of the parks. 

 
2. The Township has established and should continue to utilize a standard master 

planning process as outlined below: 
 

a. A park planning consultant is retained to prepare the master plan. 
b. A public meeting is held to obtain input from the public prior to the development of 

alternatives. 
c. The consultant prepares several alternative conceptual plans based on citizen input.  
d. A second public meeting is held to obtain input on the individual concepts and to 

determine which alternate or combination of alternatives is preferable. 
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e. The consultant prepares a final master plan alternative based on input from the public 
which is reviewed by the Board of Supervisors. 

f. A public hearing is held by the Board of Supervisors prior to adoption of the master plan. 
g. The Township may apply for a grant or use capital funds to develop either a portion of or 

the entire park. 
h. The Master Plan design should be posted at each park location. 
h. As a general policy, the Township considers a park master plan good for approximately 

15 years.  If grant funding requires a newer master plan, the Township will evaluate 
updating a master plan prior to the 15 year limit. In addition, if the implementation of the 
Master Plan improvements has not been undertaken within thi 15 year time frame, the 
Township will consider redoing the Master Plan. 

 
3. The Township should complete development of partially developed parks. The 

partially developed parks are: 
 

a. Homestead Park 
b. Fairbrook Park 
c. Meadows Park 
d. Suburban Park 
e. Tudek Park 
f. Haymarket Park 
g. Greenbriar / Saybrook Park 
h.  Autumnwood Park 

 
4. The Township should continue to utilize the Official Map to designate future 

parkland locations 
 
5. The Township should continue to utilize a regional master planning process for 

the development of community parkland. 
 
6. The Township should determine the status of the following bike paths and, if 

appropriate, depict on the Official Map.  
 
Bikepath 2 (BP-2):  A bikepath independent of the roadway that extends from the end of the 

Tudek / Circleville bikeway at Teaberry Ridge to the multi-use trail that extends east 
across the PSU Golf Course to North Atherton Street. 

Bikepath 4 (BP-4):   An on-road bike lane that extends from the Tudek / Circleville bikepath north 
along Farmstead Lane to Homestead Park. 

Bikepath 7 (BP-7):  A bikepath aligned with the roadway that extends from Foxpointe Drive along 
Old Gatesburg Road west and then along the entire length of Nixon Road from Old 
Gatesburg Road to Sunday Drive in Pine Grove Mills. 

Bikepath 8 (BP-8):  An on-road bike lane along Nixon Road from Sunday Drive to Pine Grove 
Road (Route 45) and along Pine Grove Road from Meckley Drive west to Wyoming 
Avenue. 

Bikepath 11 (BP-11):  A bikepath independent from the roadway on the south side of Whitehall 
Road from the Township Boundary with the Borough of State College west to West 
College Avenue. 

Bikepath 13 (BP-13):  An on-road bike lane along Bristol Avenue from Pamela Court east to 
West College Avenue. 

Bikepath 14 (BP-14):  An on-road bike lane along Concord Drive from Bristol Avenue north to 
the bikepath through the Good Hope Farms II open space. 

Bikepath 15 (BP-15):  An on-road bikepath along Park Center Boulevard from Bristol Avenue to 
Qual Run Road. 
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Bikepath 17 (BP-17):  A bikepath aligned with the roadway along Science Park Road from West 
College Avenue to Old Gatesburg Road. 

Bikepath 18 (BP-18):  A bikepath independent from the roadway from Vairo Boulevard to Curtin 
Road and south along the eastern edge of Overlook Heights to the Clinton Avenue / 
McKee Street bikepath. 

Bikepath 19 (BP-19): A bikepath independent from the roadway that extends from the Ryder 
property along the Western Inner Loop, west along the old railroad bed to Foxpointe 
Drive. 

Bikepath 22 (BP-22):  The bikepath along Foxpointe Drive should be identified as a bikepath 
aligned with the roadway. 
Bikepath 23 (BP-23):  The bikepath along the Western Inner Loop and Blue Course Drive should be 

identified as a bikepath aligned with the roadway. 
Bikepath 24 (BP-24):  The bikepath along Old Gatesburg Road from Foxpointe Drive to the Western 

Inner Loop should be identified as a bikepath aligned with the roadway. 
Bikepath 25 (BP-25):  The bikepath along Science Park Road and Valley Vista Drive should be 

identified as a bikepath aligned with the roadway. 
Bikepath 26 (BP-26):  The bikepath from Foxpointe Drive to Sandy Drive should be identified as a 

bikepath independent from the roadway. 
Bikepath 27 (BP-27):  The bikepath along Bristol Avenue from Park Center Boulevard to Blue Course 

Drive should be identified as a bikepath aligned with the roadway. 
Bikepath 28 (BP-28):  The bikepath along Park Center Drive should be identified as an on-road bike 

lane. 
Bikepath 29 (BP-29):  The bikepath from Foxpointe Drive to Concord Drive should be identified as a 

bikepath independent from the roadway. 
Bikepath 30 (BP-30):  The bikepath along Enterprise Drive should be identified as an on-road bike 

lane. 
Bikepath 31 (BP-31):  The bikepath along Cato Avenue from Enterprise Drive to Research Drive 

should be identified as an on-road bike lane. 
Bikepath 32 (BP-32):  The bikepath from the Western Inner Loop east across the PSU Golf Course 

should be identified as a bikepath independent from the roadway. 
Bikepath 36 (BP-36):  The bikepath which extends from Toftrees to the Tudek/Circleville Bikepath 

through the Overlook Heights Tot Lot should be identified as a bikepath independent from the 
roadway.  

Bikepath 37 (BP-37):  The bikepath which extends from the end of the Tudek/Circleville Bikepath 
along West Aaron Drive, Park Lane, and Devonshire Drive through to the Township border 
should be shown as an on-road bike lane. 

 
7. The Township’s Official Map should be revised to add the recommended open 

space areas. The recommended open space areas are:  
 

Open Space 1 (OS-1):  Area adjacent to Overlook Heights (described in Section 2.1) which is 
owned by PSU and will be developed as an arboretum.   

Open Space 2 (OS-2):  The Miller Caves, Scotia Barrens, and Beaver Branch Gorge  
 

8. The Township should continue to pursue the purchase of agricultural 
conservation easements in order to manage growth and to preserve the industry 
of farming. This will allow the cost effective provision of services to residents 
located within the growth boundary.  

 
9. The Township should limit the rezoning of RA land outside of the growth 

boundary as a strategy for the preservation and provision of adequate open 
space. 

10. The Township should pursue additional forms of open space preservation such 
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as greenways and linear parks.  
 
11. The Township should coordinate the timing, funding, location, and maintenance 

of bikepaths with adjacent municipalities where connections are feasible. 
 
12. The Township should continue to pursue the opportunity to purchase open space 

adjacent to existing park facilities to expand recreational opportunities. 
 
ORDINANCE REVISIONS 
 
1. The Township Subdivision Ordinance and zoning Ordinance should be updated 

regularly to ensure consistency with the goals and objectives of this Plan.  
2. The zoning ordinance should be reviewed regularly to determine whether there is 

a need to revise the requirements to assure the protection of environmentally 
significant areas of the Township.  

 
REGIONAL/COMMUNITY 
 
1. The Township should actively support the acquisition and continued operation of 

other parks and recreation facilities in the Centre Region. Many facilities, 
although located in adjacent municipalities, serve the residents of Ferguson 
Township. Some facilities, such as the Millbrook Marsh, Welsh and Park Forest 
Pools and the Senior Center are designed to serve the region. The recently 
acquired Oak Hall and Whitehall Road parkland parcels are also examples of 
facilities with a regional focus. These community facilities contribute to the level 
of service enjoyed by residents throughout the region. 

 
2. The Township should utilize the services of CRPC to ensure that the plans of 

adjacent municipalities are compatible with this Plan Update.  
 
3. The Township should continue to work with COG to support the regional funding 

of acquisition, development and operations for parks, trails and open space. 
 
FINANCING 
 
1. The RPOS Planning Committee recommends that increasing taxes for the 

purpose of developing, maintaining and operating recreation and park facilities 
should be avoided.  

 
2. The Township should pursue creative funding alternatives to develop the parks 

and bikepaths and preserve open space  
 
3. The Township should continue to set aside a portion of each year’s budget for 

parkland purchase or development.  
 
4. The Township and CRPR should continue, and look for opportunities to expand, 
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the program for accepting financial contributions to acquire, develop and 
maintain parkland.  

 
5. The Township and CRPR should continue, and look for opportunities to expand, 

the Park Partners program to maintain parks and recreational facilities.  
 
6. The Township and CRPR should continue to apply for available grants on a 

yearly basis.  
 



From Laura Dininni: 
 
The proposal must meet the obligations of the FT Variance by: 

● Adding in the trees around the parking lot perimeters (FTZHB/WRRP MP). 
● Indicating that parking lots must have a stabilized turf row of bays around all lot perimeters (FTZHB/WRRP MP). 
● Parking lot gravel surface must be considered pervious under FT definition  (FTZHB/WRRP MP), or FTBOS 

requested paved/stabilized turf combo to control operational costs (FTBOS). 
 
Please consider refreshing the data prior to revising the master plan. 

Previous discussions about the authority of the Park Authority were based on adhering to budget and the Master 
Plan. At that time it was determined that Master Plan revisions would not take place until Phase 1 was 
implemented AS IS. Now it is clear that the proposal includes not only non phase 1 amenities, BUT ALSO 
amenities NEVER included in the master plan. 

This was NOT within the purview of the Authority or the WRRP Phase 1 Steering Committee. 
 
If Phase 1 is being reopened/revised then will we be obligated to consider ALL needs? We explicitly stated as such, as 

opening up a master planning process is not to be taken lightly. It ALWAYS involves data collection. 
Does that mean waiting until after the survey data from the comp plan is in (perhaps by Dec/Jan)? 

If moving forward without refreshing the data and citizen input and needs analysis, please consider adjusting the 
current proposal by: 

● Realigning proposal choices to comply with Whitehall Road Regional Park Master Plan, budget and municipal 
regulatory requirements (WRRP MP, FTZHB, FTCode, Motions). 

o “The steering committee for Whitehall Road Regional Park Phase 1 is tasked with making a plan a) small 
enough to cost $4.8 million or less, b) within the previously approved master plan design approved in 
August 2010 and amended several times since, and c) with a broad enough range of features to be 
accepted unanimously by municipal legislators as a regional park.” 

● Including in budget and planning for trash receptacles and trash areas. (FT Code, WRRP MP). 
● Including in budget and planning several picnic tables and benches. (WRRP MP) 
● Only grading to-be developed acres. Grading should be cut back, especially in the furthest eastern part of the 

parcel. This item is responsible for a large amount of budget and doing grading in undeveloped areas will also 
incur runoff liability and rule out low development strategies such as meadow and grassland management for 
habitat, which would stabilize the ground (FT BOS). 

● Including the required small maintenance facility Similar to Oak Hall. (WRRP MP Phase 1 REQUIREMENT), with a 
south facing orientation (FT BOS) (+250,000) 

● Not including the year round nature of pavilion/restroom/sport concession, which is responsible for about 
?400,000 of budget overage, and instead, duplicating the Oak Hall restroom and concession facility with 
extremely minor changes (WRRP MP), slightly expanded square footage, and a South facing orientation (FTBOS). 
(-300,000) 

● Including a year round facility in Phase 2, or later, with the location being in the East/Northeast end of the 
parcel. This facility could face the mountain and serve as park programming headquarters and as a second site 
for events such as weddings (so popular at Millbrook). Events could use the ballfield parking. Gardens could be 
incorporated. Programs could be served there. It could also serve as a community kitchen and event space. It 
could be an ADDITIONAL source of revenue  for WRRP drawing support from entirely different and equally 
robust, active and engaged parkland user groups. (+Ph2) 

● Completing review of application of Sustainable Sites Initiative criteria prior to LDP, (WRRP MP, FTBOS). 
● Using engineered permeable (WRRP MP) or paved driving surfaces (FT BOS), not gravel (heavy use causes 

problems, especially relevant if artificial turf fields are planned as they are used in wet conditions so parking lots 
must be designed to be appropriately support for that use). 

● Following DCNR Forest Stewardship Program (WRRP MP). 
http://www.docs.dcnr.pa.gov/cs/groups/public/documents/document/dcnr_005470.pdf  

http://www.docs.dcnr.pa.gov/cs/groups/public/documents/document/dcnr_005470.pdf


● Developing an Invasive Management Plan and Implementation Strategy for the woodlot (WRRP MP).  
● Including the planting of 150 of the 230 trees planned in Phase 1 WRRP MP or at least the 66-99 trees required 

via FTZHB to shade parking lots (WRRP MP, FTZHB, FTBOS). (+20,000) 
● Including public gardens (many request) and shaded picnic areas (WRRPMP) in natural or shaded/garden areas 

(WRRP MP). 
● Including community garden plots (many request, all sites in use) (WRRP MP). 
● Including a tree farm/educational center (WRRP MP).  
● Coordinating planning and development of proposed educational path connecting SCBWA conservation parcel 

(WRRP MP, FTBOS). 
● Including plans for the bikepath connection to Musser, consider it a possible pollinator corridor location (WRRP 

MP). (+Ph2=+bikepath construction-?1.5 million, +public access easement-?120,000). THIS COST IS MISSING IN 
ORIGINL MP BUDGET. 

● Developing an IPM plan, requiring review by SCBWA. 
● Including a fitness trail (many request). 
● Preserving and enhancing the birder hotspot features (forest, grassland, and native species). 
● Including a year round water feature (as suggested in 10-21-09 Public Meeting notes). 

o Asset to bird populations, can use recycled water, is major asset to Parks revenue potential.  
● http://www.sustainablesites.org/ 
● Designing to Dark Sky standards http://darksky.org/our-work/public-policy/mlo/ including motion sensor 

suggestions and using non-white/warm LED in ALL park lighting where possible 
http://darksky.org/lighting/led-guide/ and considering no lights/motion safety lights only in the parking lots 
(original concept plan community commented on did not have lights). 

● Using metered lights on sports fields as they are only groups using night assets. 
● Not allowing sports lighting above 40 feet in height. 
● Preserving the viewshed/Shielding human activity areas from viewshed/neighborhoods. 
● Analyzing site wind speed effect on soccer play pre LDP.  
● No Irrigation unless it is recycled: At one time irrigation was only considered if it was beneficial reuse irrigation 

water (WRRP MP). 
● Not allowing sports fields for stormwater detention (WRRP MP CLEARLY MARKED). 
● Not allowing amplification of sound/or none after dusk. 
● Involving the SCBWA in the planning process (FTBOS, SCBWA, WRRP MP, WRRP DRI) 

http://www.sustainablesites.org/
http://darksky.org/our-work/public-policy/mlo/
http://darksky.org/lighting/led-guide/
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1. Staff held an initial meeting with YSM Architects, the consultant selected by the 
Board of Supervisors to complete the Suburban Park Master Plan update. The 
tentative timeline includes a kickoff meeting with the steering committee on 
October 1st and the first of three public meetings will be scheduled before a Board 
of Supervisors Regular Meeting in November. 
 

2. The liability insurance carrier for the Tom Tudek Memorial Park Trust land 
conducted an inspection of the property that includes the farmhouse, horse 
pasture, dog park, and several other park amenities. Some minor improvements 
were required and staff is working on their completion.  
 

3. Over $3,000 has been raised to date to help construct a memorial at Tudek Park 
in honor of Elsie Tudek. The Trust will need to convene to determine what the most 
appropriate memorial would be at the park. Initial discussions have centered 
around an extension of the butterfly garden or other “soft-scape” memorial. 
 

4. Design is finalized and bid documents are being prepared for the second phase 
development of the Louis E. Silvi Baseball Complex. Committee members may 
recall the scope of work includes ADA enhancements that will provide greater 
accessibility to the fields, an improved spectator/concession area, and associated 
stormwater improvements. Construction is expected to be completed in the fall. 




