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Recreation
Centre County Comprehensive Plan—Phase II Implementation Strategies

Introduction
In 2003, the Centre County Board of
Commissioners adopted a County-wide
Comprehensive Plan which included
background studies, inventories of existing
conditions, goals and recommendations. And,
in 2010, a county-wide Greenway Plan was
adopted. Both documents contain
recommendations that serve as a vision
and a general direction to shape public
policy and community improvement. Those
specific to recreation w i l l b e d i s c u s s e d
h e r e a l o n g w i t h im p l e m en t a t i o n t o o l s
The board walk on Moss-Hanne Trail, Black
Moshannon State Park, Rush Township.
t o a c h i e v e t h e recommendations. For
more detailed background information
please refer to the 2003 Comprehensive Plan available on the Centre County Planning and
Community Development (CCPCDO) webpage:
http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?nid=212
The 2010 Centre County Greenway Plan is also available on the CCPCDO webpage:
http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?NID=534

The Keystone Principles
I n 2005, Pennsylvania
a d o p t e d t h e “ K e ys t o n e
Principles for Growth,
Investment and Resource
Conservation”, a set of
principles that have focused
Pennsylvania on
reinvestment and reuse of
its assets.
Initially intended for state
agencies, these principles
are becoming embraced by
local governments as a tool
to guide local decisions and
have become adopted into
county comprehensive
plans.



Redevelop first



Provide efficient infrastructure



Concentrate development



Increase job opportunities



Foster sustainable business



Restore and enhance the environment



Enhance recreational and heritage resources



Expand housing opportunities



Plan regionally and implement locally



Be fair

This plan update recommends county-wide adoption of these principles.

County-wide
Planning Goals
Adopted 2003
#1—Identify,
preserve, enhance,
and monitor
agricultural
resources.
#2– Identify,
preserve, and
monitor
environmental and
natural resources.
#3– Preserve historic
and cultural
resources.
#4– Ensure decent,
safe, sanitary and
affordable housing in
suitable living
surroundings,
compatible w ith the
environment for all
individuals.
#5– Appropriately
locate and maintain
existing and
proposed community
facilities, utilities,
and services for all
residents.
#6– Identify and
promote economic
development
initiatives to maintain
and grow a diverse
economic base in
each of the County’s
planning regions.

Adopted under Resolution No. 3 of 2018 by the Centre County Board of Commissioners.
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Current Trends and Considerations
ADA Compliance
and Accessibility

Recreation & Health
W ith national and state
obesity rates among youth
and adults reaching record
percentages, the need to
increase physical activity
across all age groups and
provide opportunities for
physical activities is being
widely discussed and
promoted. A 2002 study by
the PA Department of Health
(the Behavioral Risk Factor
Surveillance System) found
that 60% of adults were overweight or obese, and 25%
admitted to being physically
inactive. A 2008 study by the
Center for Rural Pennsylvania
identified school districts
where 20% or more of the
students were considered to
be overweight. In Centre
County, 6 of the 7 school
districts were identified
as h a v i n g 1 i n 5 s t u d e n t s considered to
b e o b e s e . Obesity is linked
to a number of health issues including diabetes,
heart disease, and cancer.
Increasing recreational
opportunities in Centre County
is an e f f o r t t o c o m b a t
obesity.

Recreation and
Sustainable
Communities
Tourism dollars generated
from recreational opportunities
has helped the economic
base of many postindustrial and manufacturing
towns. Tourism dollars are
sometimes referred to as
soft monies, but the p u r chase of goods and
services within communities
that have park facilities, trails,
museums, cultural and historic

PA school districts with 20% obesity rates. Center for Rural Pennsylvania, 2008.

attractions, has real impact on
local economies. Visitors need
lodging, food, or oft e n purchase items from
local retailers during their
stay. The Pennsylvania Wilds
Planning Team estimated in
2009 that every $1 spent on
tourism in the PA Wilds generated $25 in tax revenue.
Recreation planning can
also add to the sustainability
of communities t h r o u g h
o p e n s p a c e protection,
offering alternative m o d e s of
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n , connecting neighborhoods and
towns, and conserving n a t ural areas for future
g e n e r a t i o n s t o e n j o y.
Proximity and access to trails
and parks in urban areas,
according to the National
Trails Training Partnership,
increased property values by
an average of $1,200 an acre.
Creating and maintaining
recreation opportunities will
increase the economic vitality
for communities county-wide.

Recreation & Historic
Preservation
Historic architecture and
historic walking tours are
tourist attractions. Protecting
historic buildings, bridges,
cemeteries, and other sites
distinguishes older towns,
giving them a unique look and
feel. The boroughs of
Bellefonte and Philipsburg
offer self-guided tours of
their historic districts and
have preserved older
buildings through adaptive
reuse. For example, the
Bellefonte I n t e r v a l l e y
Area Chamber of
Commerce uses the restored
train station in Bellefonte as its
visitors center.

The train station for the
Bellefonte Historical Railroad.

Recipients of federal funding for
recreation projects should be
mindful
of
the
legal
requirements to accommodate
persons
with
disabilities
(Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990 and Section 504 nondiscriminatory
compliance).
Municipalities working with a
professional
consultant
or
project advisor should be aware
of these laws and deliver a final
project—be it a playground, a
trail, fishing or boating access–
that can accommodate persons
with disabilities. For individuals
that use wheelchairs, as an
example, slope and site grading
can make access nearly
impossible; the lack of ramps is
especially evident in older parks
or playgrounds. Other design
elements to consider for
persons with disabilities are
cartway widths, sign heights,
grab bars, and adequate
parking. Younger persons with
mental or physical challenges
can be accommodated with
playground equipment with
safety harnesses or protective
enclosures.
Coming
into
compliance not only fills the
legal obligations of recreational
facility design but it provides
opportunities for recreation
across the entire community.
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Recreation Issues by Planning Region
ISSUE

CENTRE

LOWER BALD MOSHANNON MOUNTAINTOP
EAGLE VALLEY
VALLEY

NITTANY
VALLEY

PENNS
VALLEY

UPPER BALD
EAGLE VALLEY

ISSUE
SYMBOL

1. Access to recreation
opportunities remains a
quality of life factor that
is key to economic
development, individual
health and wellness,
and conservation and
preservation efforts.



2. Interagency
cooperation and
municipal support is
necessary to improve
existing and/or
construct recreation
infrastructure.



3. Trail gaps will be
bridged only when real
and perceived barriers
to trail development are
reviewed and assessed.



The issues identified at the county-level must have some relevance to the regional and local planning bodies. While not every issue will be a high
priority across all regions at this time, this table graphically represents the feedback received from regional and municipal representatives.
Persons were asked to rank prioritize the issues as high (indicated by red), medium (shown in yellow), or low (in green).

Issue Symbol Key



The symbol associated with each issue will be
found on the page headings.
Each issue is addressed as a chapter in the document containing
the data, goals, strategies, and tools supporting the issue.

Determining Issue Priority


Key person interviews



Planning staff



Surveys



Data



Feasibility studies
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Issue #1. Access to recreation opportunities
remains a quality of life factor that is key to economic
development, individual health and wellness, and
conservation and preservation efforts.
An increase in property values
translates to more dollars added to
the tax base to improve schools,
libraries, and enhance community
services like fire and police
protection.
From a social aspect, access to a
parklet, a green space, or a
pedestrian-friendly zone can be an
oasis for urban residents. Even in
suburban settings, neighbors have
little interaction when housing
developments lack neighborhood
playgrounds and sidewalks.

PA’s Statewide Comprehensive
Outdoor Recreation Plan reported
much about residents’ perception
and appreciation for the outdoors.
Nearly half of visitor respondents
admitted that their physical activity
level is higher when they visit a
state park compared to their daily
physical activity levels and, the
physical activity—across all types–
made visitors more likely to visit a
state park again. Visitors reported
that physical health and exercise
are the primary reason they
choose to engage in outdoor
activities.
Researchers are beginning to
gather evidence of what it means
to have a park or trail within or in
close proximity to communities.

Businesses along the Great
Allegheny Passage, a 125-mile
bike trail that links Point State Park
in
downtown
Pittsburgh
to
Cumberland, Maryland, reported a
25% increase in revenue the first
year the trail opened.
Not
surprisingly, 75% of new business
owners surveyed along the trail
cited specifically that the Great
Allegheny Passage was the
primary reason they chose the
location.
The City of Philadelphia analyzed
the impact of its park system on
property values.
The City’s
analysis found that a property
located just 500 feet from a park at
least 1 acre in size was worth 5%
more than the average property.

Last, but certainly not least,
conservation and preservation of
open spaces and forest land is
critical to improved drinking water,
habitat, and air quality.
Forest
lands are natural water filters and
Pennsylvania’s state forest contain
215,000
acres
of
municipal
watershed.
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2016 Obesity Rates by State: Pennsylvania Ranks #24

Percentage of Adults Overweight using Body Mass Index (BMI)
Over 35%

30-34.9%

25-29.9%

20-24.9%

Source: https://stateofobesity.org/adult-obesity, 2016.

2015 Regional Tourism Spending and Jobs: Centre County #1
COUNTY

Tourism Spending
(in millions)

Tourism Jobs

Bedford

$280.2

1,967

Blair

$307.4

2,554

Cambria

$303.4

2,064

Centre

$654.3

4,835

Fulton

$23.7

154

Huntingdon

$162.8

1,292

Juniata

$36.3

222

Mifflin

$63.5

598

Total Region

$1,831.6

13,696

Centre County ranks #1 in the Alleghenies
Region in both tourism spending and tourism
jobs. While Centre County accounts for a small
portion of the state’s overall recreation and
tourism industry, spending and jobs are
forecasted to continue growing.
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Centre County has and is surrounded by targeted lands for conservation.

Source: Conserve Land Organization. http://www.conserveland.org.

2017: Centre County is the 2nd fastest growing in Pennsylvania.
Centre County's Population: History and Forecast
168,000

180,000

188,000

153,990
123,687

135,758

Census 1990 Census 2000 Census 2010

Forescast
2020

Forecast
2030

Forecast
2040

Population projections indicate
that the number of residents
will steadily continue to climb.
In
2016,
the
County’s
population was estimated at
161,464. That figure is on
target for the mid-point forecast
between the Census surveys.
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Objective for

Recreation and Quality of Life
Promote and support an array of recreational opportunities countywide that meets
both the needs of current residents but also considers the demographics of the
county’s future population. Providing access to recreation sites will be done
through a mix of private and public partnerships, updating and maintaining existing
facilities, and properly designing and siting future recreation infrastructure.
GOALS & STRATEGIES
Goal 1: Advance recreation for non-motorized transportation and pedestrian friendly communities.
Strategies:


In conjunction with several proposed bicycle facilities identified in the Centre County Long Range Transportation
Plan (LRTP), continue to identify and assess linkages between residential developments and commercial centers
for bike paths.



Assist boroughs with creating more walkable downtown centers wishing to improve sidewalks, install traffic
calming mechanisms, and new signalizations at crosswalks.

Goal 2: Advance recreation efforts for smart growth and conservation.
Strategies:


Encourage municipalities to provide incentives to construct conservation style subdivisions with denser, more
affordable units that offer either open space or a common park for adults and youth.



Encourage municipalities to adopt transit-oriented development through zoning.



Work with land trusts and conservation groups to acquire parcels to dedicate to open space.

Goal 3: Educate and promote the key concepts and characteristics of Trail Towns in rural areas where trail
feasibility studies have been completed.


Prepare and present the economic benefits of trails within or in close proximity to communities for municipal
officials and citizens groups.



Help citizens and officials visualize themselves as living or working in a Trail Town by providing examples from
other Pennsylvania communities that closely mirror the communities of Centre County.



Identify key stakeholders in proposed trail alignments that could revive discussions with landowners, civic groups,
and business owners.

Goal 4: Update the parks and trails database to capture newer facilities and include future parks and trails.


Coordinate with Centre Region Parks and Recreation to add neighborhood and community parks.



Contact and coordinate with municipalities regarding park and trail updates, particularly those who have future
park land dedicated.
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ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION TOOLS
Transit-Oriented Development

Pedestrian Connections

Transit oriented development (TOD) is broadly defined as a
station or transport hub surrounded by a dense, mixed use,
walkable neighborhood. The idea is to cut down on peoples'
commuting time (and thus congestion, pollution and other
societal byproducts of long commutes) and plan for future urban
growth.

Countywide, the number of persons who walked to work increased from 7.6% to 9.9% between 2009 and 2013 (American
Community Survey 2013 Comparative Economic Characteristics). While this figure is more applicable to the Centre Region
and villages, it is a glimpse of a favorable trend. However, not
all residents live in such close proximity to their place of work.
Pedestrian connections can be much more simple and still effective to increasing foot traffic. Pedestrian trails between residential subdivisions provides for a level of connectivity, increasing
opportunities for socialization. Sidewalks, even in rural areas,
are critical infrastructure for pedestrian safety and, in more urbanized areas, provide a safe means for a pedestrian to get
from a residence to a bus stop.

TOD can take many forms. In more urban areas, TOD might
center on access to rail but in more rural areas might be access
to public bus service. TOD is most successful when there is
resident support for public transit and transit orient development.
But there are also challenges to creating TODs:



Construction costs can be higher for mixed use
development than traditional single use development



Lenders may be reluctant to finance TODs



Local approval process of TODs can be burdensome



Acquiring land and/or buildings for stations (train, bus) may
not be financially feasible.

Local government can increase the chances of TOD success:



Create zoning and regulations that support TODs



Develop neighbor-scaled TOD plans



Respond to local residents’ preferences and needs



Invest in infrastructure that works with TOD, like multimodal
connections.

Green Transportation Hierarchy
Green Transportation Hierarchy steps away from the traditional transportation planning principles which are often vehicularoriented designs. In order from most to least important in green
transportation planning are:



Pedestrians



Bicyclists



Public transit



Freight and service vehicles



Carpools



Single occupant vehicles

Bike Paths and Facilities
The percentage of persons biking to work has also increased
between 2009 and 2013, from 3.5% to 5.8%, in the Centre Region municipalities. The Centre Region has reacted accordingly,
constructing new bike lanes and facilities.
The Centre Area Transportation Authority (CATA) has coordinated with bike users by installing bike racks on their buses. A
rider can commute on bike from his/her residence to a CATA
bus stop, load their bike on a rack and ride the bus to his/her
destination. This is an optimal scenario in areas where bike
lanes and facilities are not fully realized.
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LIVABLE COMMUNITIES TOOLS
Walkability Assessment
The University of Delaware, Institute for Public
Administration, released a guide to help community
leaders and groups assess how “walkable” their communities are. The Walkability Assessment Toolkit is
a 3-part survey process which involves in situ
assessments to determine pedestrian crossings,
safety issues, access to facilities. The toolkit is
available online at:
http://www.ipa.udel.edu/healthyDEtoolkit/docs/
WalkabilityAssessmentTool.pdf

Walk Score
Walk Score (http://www.walkscore.com) is a
private company that provides walkability services
and apartment search tools through a website and
mobile applications. Its flagship product is a largescale, public access walkability index that assigns a
numerical walkability score to any address in the
United States, Canada, and Australia.
What makes a neighborhood walkable?
Walk Score considers the following factors and
weights them to produce a score (on a scale of 0 to
100) down to a specific street and address. The
more walkable an address is, the higher the score
will be:
A center: Walkable neighborhoods have a center,
whether it's a main street or a public space.
People: Enough people for businesses to flourish
and for public transit to run frequently.
Mixed income, mixed use: Affordable housing
located near businesses.
Parks and public space: Plenty of public places to
gather and play.
Pedestrian design: Buildings are close to the street,
parking lots are relegated to the back.
Schools and workplaces: Close enough that most
residents can walk from their homes.
Complete streets: Streets designed for bicyclists,
pedestrians, and transit.

Livable Communities and an Aging Population
The population age 60 and over will remain in the 20% to 25% range between now and the year 2040 in Centre County. With the leading-edge
Baby Boomers retiring and the “aging in place” trend, accommodating the
needs of our senior population through livable communities will be critical if
we want to retain (or perhaps attract) the retired population. Recreation
and leisure activities are a draw for seniors. Here a few tools to consider:
Safe Streets for Seniors: Implemented in New York City, walkability has
increased by installing new signals with larger lettering, increasing the
crossing time, and installing pedestrian islands.
Cultural Venues: For today’s older adults, learning is still a life-long process. Arts festivals, outdoor classrooms, and intergenerational activities
allow seniors that would otherwise be isolated with social interactions with
children, youth and young adults.
Ride share programs: For older adults that want to forgo a car but do not
want to utilize public transportation, ride share programs are an option.
Communities can institute programs where adults are paired with seniors
based on schedules to provide transportation to the grocery store, medical
appointments, or running errands.
Mixed use zoning: In order to accommodate the population that wants to
“age in place”, future zoning and land use must be reviewed and revised.
Housing options for seniors should be in close proximity (preferably walking
distance) to the facilities and services that seniors need.

Quality of Life
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ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT TOOLS
Trail Towns — An Economic Development Strategy Working in Pennsylvania
A trail town is simply a destination along a long-distance trail. The trail whether it be a
water trail, towpath, hiking trail, bike trail, or rail trail allows users to venture off the trail to
enjoy the scenery, services, and heritage of the nearby communities. The trail town
provides both residents and trail users a place to find the goods and services they need
and easy access to both the trail and the town by vehicle, foot, or bicycle. The Centre
County Planning & Community Development Office will work with interested
municipalities to educate and coordinate the planning and development of trail towns.
In 2005, the Allegheny Trail Alliance published “Trail Towns – Capturing Trail Based
Tourism, a Guide for Pennsylvania Communities”. This excellent guide provides step by
step guidance in preparing a blueprint to provide goods and services required by trail
users and how to promote trail friendly towns. The guide states that trail towns:




Entice trail users to get off the trail and into your town
Welcome trail users to your town by making information about the community readily
available at the trail
 Make a strong and safe connection between your town and the trail
 Educate local businesses on the economic benefits of meeting the needs of trail
tourists
 Recruit new businesses or expands existing ones to fill gaps in the goods or services
that trail users need
 Promote the “trail friendly” character of the town
 Work with neighboring communities to promote the entire trail corridor as a tourist
destination

Logos and Branding
Communities are encouraged to associate or affiliate themselves with larger tourism-driven
strategies. Branding and logos are a common marketing strategy. For towns in the
Pennsylvania Wilds Region, an entire toolkit is available online which includes best ways
to incorporate the logo at business displays and events. The guide also provides
examples of materials, colors, and structural designs that should be adopted and used in
downtown shopping districts and at the gateway locations in– and out-of communities.
The PA Wilds toolkit is available at http://www.pawilds.com.
The Lumber Heritage Region has a similar logo and strategy. More information on the
Lumber Heritage Region can be found at http://www.lumberheritage.org.

Branding is a more complicated marketing strategy in which most communities typically
hire consultants to assist with developing a “brand”. How a community sells itself
(festivals, culture, history, trail town, etc.) is not necessarily how a community is perceived
by visitors. A consultant will work with community leaders, business owners, and residents
to perform a thorough assessment of a town’s amenities, attractions, and facilities to
determine a community’s strengths and weaknesses. Part of a consultant’s work plan will
be to engage community visitors to collect honest feedback about their experience. Data
collected from visitors’ experiences can help communities determine what they can
change about their town, what improvements need to be made, and what gaps in services
and accommodations need to be filled. Once a community takes strides and corrects
these gaps, they can truly begin to “brand” themselves as that destination.
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RESOURCE CONSERVATION TOOLS
Conservation Design Development
Conservation design development promotes denser development by
decreasing lot sizes and preserving a portion of the original tract for
open space and recreation, like a park let or community playground.
Beyond recreation opportunities the preserved open space in a
conservation designed development offers environmental benefits as
well.
Traditional residential subdivisions include drainage basins for storm
water runoff collection and management. While the storm water
facilities are “open space” they are not useable land. Open space,
however, naturally handles storm water runoff because the surfaces
are permeable to water and the open space is useable to residents.
While a traditional subdivision is constructed to direct storm water
runoff into a retention pond located within the development,
conservation subdivisions are designed to allow rain water to flow onto
a natural surface, thus absorbed back into the ground.
Conservation design also reduces the amount of impermeable surfaces
to further aid storm water management practices.
In addition, some residents are unable or unwilling to travel any
distance to a park or a recreation spot. Promoting conservation design
subdivisions in one method of bring recreation or the outdoors to
residents. Conservation design trends are leaning towards including a
common community building for all residents to use for gatherings or
meetings.

COMPACT DEVELOPMENT AND AFFORDABLE HOUSING
Another impact of denser, compact development can be more
affordable housing units. When lot sizes are decreased, overall costs
can be driven down making units less expensive.
When units are constructed in townhouse or multifamily styles, costs
can be reduced even more through shared infrastructure of driveways,
sidewalks, and less internal street systems to construct.
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Issue #2. Interagency cooperation and municipal support is
necessary to improve existing and/or construct new infrastructure.
Current and Future Municipal Efforts to Promote Recreation —

The Tri-Municipal Park
The Tri-Municipal Park land is jointly owned and,
when developed, will be jointly operated by the
Townships of Gregg and Potter, and Centre Hall
Borough. Implementation, administrative costs, and
funding sources are being identified. Several
phases are planned.

Oak Hall Regional Park
The 68-acre tract off the US Route 322 by-pass at
Oak Hall will serve as multi-use regional park. The
Oak Hall Regional Parklands will be managed by
the Centre Region Parks and Recreation (CRPR)
Department. CRPR met with municipal officials in
the Centre Region (State College Borough and the
Townships of College, Halfmoon, Harris, Patton,
and Ferguson) to discuss recreational needs and
coordinated the municipal efforts so the final plan
would be unanimously accepted by each township
and the borough. This level of coordination required
several public and advisory committee meetings
with the consultant. The master site plan details
areas for both active and passive recreation including sports fields and trails. The study was made
possible through grants from the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR).

Bellefonte to Milesburg Trail
Linking the boroughs of Bellefonte and Milesburg
had been conceptually identified in previous rail trail
studies. The alignment had never been fully
assessed for engineering purposes or endorsed at
the local level. Grassroots interest took hold in 2016
with multiple stakeholders, including local match
monies and letters of support. The Bellefonte to
Milesburg Trail study is made possible by a grant
from the Commonwealth Financing Authority, under

the Department of Community and Economic Development.
The study phase will produce detailed engineering and
construction costs. This proposed trail development is
different with respect to the project timeline and
non-traditional funding sources. Federal funding in the
Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) is a viable option
for the construction phase. However, the timing of the TAP
application is such that the feasibility study portion should
commence no later than January 31, 2018. An application to
DCNR would be submitted in the same time frame as the
TAP application to secure both state and federal monies as
well as acquire design and construction services together.
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Objective for

Interagency Cooperation & Municipal Support
The County will act as a facilitator between stakeholder agencies, municipal officials, and
other parties to see that all aspects of recreation planning, implementation and
construction engage the citizenry and meet state and federal standards.

GOALS & STRATEGIES
Goal 1: Promote recreation through municipal efforts.
Strategies:
 Provide municipalities with a toolkit for recreation planning.
 Create incentives for municipalities in recreation planning projects through technical
assistance such as grant writing and/or matching funds.
 Meet with municipal officials to discuss the goals and recommendations of the
Recreation and Greenway Plan to advance recreation planning efforts in local
comprehensive plans and zoning ordinances.
 Work with municipal officials to incorporate the previously studied trail alignments
into local comprehensive plans.
Goal 2: Coordinate with multiple groups to identify recreation opportunities.
Strategy: Work with multiple groups of different perspectives and interests which will result in
the best recreation planning efforts and, the end result will better fit the needs of the community,
the region, and the county. (Groups to be included are land trusts, conservation groups,
school districts, civic organizations, state agencies, land owners, watershed associations, outdoor
clubs, recreation retailers, transportation authorities, and builders/developers.)
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INTERAGENCY COORDINATION

To help people become better connected to the outdoors and to
help them to grow their appreciation for the protection of our
special places, the Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources (DCNR) began expanding its recreational programs
and events in state parks and forests through Get Outdoors
PA. Established in 2004 and grown over the last decade, the
Get Outdoors PA program has offered thousands of recreation
programs in Pennsylvania’s state parks and forests.
Partners include the Pennsylvania Recreation and Park Society
(PRPS), Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission (PFBC), the
Pennsylvania
Land
Trust
Association
(PALTA), the
Pennsylvania Game Commission (PGC), the Pennsylvania
Department of Health (PDOH), and the PA Parks and Forests
Foundation (PPFF) became the newest Flagship Partner.
These partners will join with outfitters and providers to offer high
quality, outdoor recreation programs in communities in addition
to already expansive programming in state parks and forests.
More information is available online at http://getoutdoorspa.org/.

Pennsylvania State Parks Visitor Use
Monitoring Study
The one-year survey results of an ongoing study between PA
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources and the
Recreation, Park and Tourism Department at Penn State are
available online at http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/cs/groups/public/
documents/document/dcnr_20029194.pdf. The Bureau of State
Parks commissioned the study through Penn State to better
assess and meet the needs of people visiting state parks.
Among the study’s results are:



Desired state park amenities



Visitor expenditures and economic impacts in surrounding
communities



Perceived view of park management and future area
management



Conditions of current recreation facilities
restrooms, equipment, beaches, trails, etc.)

(pavilions,

Safe Routes to School (SRTS) programs are built on
collaborative partnerships among many stakeholders, including
educators, parents, students, elected officials, engineers,
community planners, business and community leaders, health
officials, and bicycle and pedestrian advocates. The SRTS
program is funded by the Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation and the Federal Highway Administration.
Safe Routes to School enables and encourages all students to
walk or bicycle to school including students with disabilities.
The Pennsylvania Safe Routes to School Resource Center
serves as a central clearinghouse of information that a
community needs to develop, implement, and maintain safe,
healthy walking and bicycling routes to schools.
More
information and materials are available online at http://
www.saferoutespa.org/.

Mapping PA Local Parks
Through the end of 2014, the DCNR has collected data on 5,600
local parks, 2,200 school playgrounds and recreation facilities,
and over 170,000 acres of locally-owned parkland. The end
result will be a data layer accessible in downloadable phone
device applications for recreation users. For more information
regarding the project, go to DCNR’s website at http://
www.dcnr.state.pa.us.

PA State Trails Committee
This
20-member
advisory
committee
advises
the
Commonwealth on the use of trails funding in Pennsylvania,
reviewing and ranking trail project applications and presenting
annual reports on the trail accomplishments. The Committee
also makes recommendations relating to the development
trail goals, objectives and strategies for Pennsylvania’s Outdoor
Recreation Plan. Each of the members represents recreation
users groups across a broad spectrum including ATV users,
bicyclists, the general public at-large, and persons with physical
disabilities. The State Trails Committee membership list is
available online at http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/cs/groups/public/
documents/document/dcnr_20029131.pdf.

Centre Region Bike Plan
The Centre Regional Planning Agency is completing a new bike
study. More information at http://www.crcog.net.
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MUNICIPAL SUPPORT
Mandatory Dedication
Elected officials can require developers to dedicate a portion of the
undeveloped land on a parcel they
are developing to be dedicated
for greenways, trails, open
space, and natural areas.
The amount of land dedicated is
often a result of the intensity and
type of development to occur on
the parcel.

This method ensures that a certain
percentage of land is preserved or
protected but also provides a
framework for creating greenway/
trail corridors.
When planned correctly, dedicated
portions of subdivision could potentially be interconnected.

Fee-in-lieu Ordinances
An alternative to land dedication is
a fee-in-lieu option.
With a fee-in-lieu option, a developer may pay a fee to a municipality’s mandatory dedication account.
This option is utilized as a substitute for a dedicated of land and
calculated in dollars per lot. These
funds can then be applied by the
municipality to purchase new park
and/or recreation land.
Research indicates that municipal
officials prefer the fee-in-lieu option
compared to mandatory dedication
because the funds collected from
multiple developers can be used
towards the purchase of larger
land tracts for recreation purposes.
This approach maximizes the use
of fee-in-lieu funds and allows municipalities to better site new recre-

ation facilities.
Many Centre County municipalities
are actively pursuing the fee-in-lieu
option as it has been proven to be
very successful in other Pennsylvania municipalities.
The fee-in-lieu option is applicable
at the regional planning level if, for
example, a regional park was necessitated by residents across
several municipalities.
Whereas a mandatory dedication
of park space or recreation land in
a subdivision would be beneficial
to a neighbor, the construction of
recreation facilities using fee-inlieu funds could meet the recreation needs of several communities.

Letter of Support
A letter of support from municipal officials is often
required in recreation project grant applications. More
often than not, multiple letters of support from persons
and bodies who represent administrations or
jurisdictions in which a proposed project is located is
necessary to carry a project forward. Over the course
of planning and implementing a recreation project,
support letters provide merit and validity to efforts.
When a municipality cannot financially support a
recreation project, a municipal letter of support is the
next best thing.

Matching Funds
Municipalities can provide financial support towards
recreation projects using matching funds, either matching dollar-per-dollar or a cash contribution. When a
group of municipalities jointly contribute overall costs
per municipality can be significantly lower. Cash or
matching funds are applicable at any stage of recreation planning from the feasibility study, to engineering
plans, and final construction. As part of many grant
applications, financial municipal support increases the
likelihood that a project will be funded.

Maintenance Agreements
A group of municipalities may draft an agreement to
own, operate, and maintain recreation facilities solely
or may enter into an agreement with another group to
jointly operate and maintain parks, playgrounds, and
trails.

Regional Recreation Group

Recreation Fund

Municipalities can jointly form regional recreation groups. A group of
this nature would be charged with identifying multi-municipal recreation
needs and dispensing funds towards capital improvement projects. A
regional recreation group could also work closely with local event
planners to organize events.

Municipalities can jointly provide in-kind contributions
for recreation facilities or earmark certain funds to
specific recreation projects.
For example,
municipalities in the Nittany Valley Region are weighing
options to levy a new tax that would support the local
pool. Other groups are supporting the “Save the Pool”
campaign which would repair and maintain Kepler
Pool.

A joint regional effort has merit in that multi-municipal project planning is
given higher priority when grants are awarded and, regional recreation
planning will result in placing new facilities in the most appropriate
location.
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Trail gaps countywide will be bridged only when

real and perceived barriers to trail development are reviewed and
assessed.
Over two hundred trail gaps have
been identified and inventoried
across
Pennsylvania
by
the
Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources.
Trail gap
information is collected from trail
users and respondents are able to
provide
input
online
at
(www.paoutdoorrecplan.com).
The trail gap data collected is part
of the 2009-2013 PA Outdoor
Recreation Plan; updates for the
next five year review are underway.
A number of feasibility studies for
Centre
County
acknowledged
circumstances and conditions that
would hinder trail development but
offered alternative routes and
provided
various
funding
mechanisms.
However, since
these documents were adopted,
other on-the-ground conditions
have changed and other challenges
to trail development have arisen.
The trail studies for Centre County
analyzed seven (7) parameters.
1. Politics of Trail Development:
will the community support a
trail project?
2. Legal
Aspects
of
Trail
Development: are there rights
of way or public access issues?
3. Anticipated User Demand: will a
trail get used and bring visitors?
4. Physical Barriers: are there
water crossings or shared-use
sections?

5. Design Restrictions: is phasing
an option?
6. Financial Constraints: how will
construction be funded?
7. Long-Term Management: who
takes ownership?

These are just some basic
questions that a trail development
study should address; engineering
specifications would cover in depth

design and construction costs.
The Centre County Recreation and
Greenway Plan (2009) identified the
trail alignments that are presented
by study on the next page.
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Trail Gaps

Objective for

Trail Gaps in Centre County
The county will continue to provide technical assistance to municipalities and
planning regions that desire to develop recreational trails that are legally, financially,
and operationally feasible to construct and manage.
GOALS & STRATEGIES
Goal 1: Continue to identify funding sources for recreation projects and assist municipalities through grant application processes.
Strategies:


Keep abreast of DCNR funding priorities to determine if a particular recreation project will even
qualify for grant monies through regular communication with DCNR contacts.



Encourage groups and municipalities to raise their own monies through events,
crowdsourcing, and other nontraditional funding mechanisms.



Regional partnerships strengthen grant applications so retaining relationships with the Lumber
Heritage Region and PA Wilds Planning Team would rank our County’s recreation projects
higher.



Grant applications can be lengthy and complicated so County Planning staff will continue to
attend grant workshops.

Goal 2: Identify key stakeholders in proposed trail alignments that could revive discussions with landowners, civic groups, and business owners.
Strategy: Contact persons who served on the County’s Greenway Advisory Committee, on a
steering committee, or were engaged in a recreation planning project that would best serve as a
champion to gain community support for trail projects.
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TOOLS: Rail Trail Feasibility Studies
Penns Valley Rail Trail Feasibility Study (2015)
The Penns Valley Rail Trail would be in close proximity to the Old Gregg School
Community and Recreation Center, within the village of Spring Mills, which offers
space for lease, athletic and educational classes, a farmers market, and a library.
As the study is near completion in 2014 and, as documented in the table, the
original 27-mile proposed trail will focus on four community-based trails.
All documents can be found online at
http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?nid=539.

Bald Eagle and Spring Creek Canal Trail Feasibility Study (2010)
A joint feasibility study between Clinton and Centre Counties assessed the potential to connect Bellefonte and Lock Haven along the remnants of the Bald Eagle
and Spring Creek Navigational Canal. The canal system, which was approximately 30 miles in length, once provided the primary method of transporting goods
before the railroad was built. The proposed trail would cross through portions of
Bald Eagle State Park and follow Bald Eagle Creek to the confluence of the West
Branch of the Susquehanna River. The Bald Eagle and Spring Creek Canal Trail
Feasibility Study18 was completed by Simone Collins Landscape Architecture,
GTS Technologies Inc., and Delta Development Group Inc. The document is available online at http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?NID=557.

Bellefonte Central Rail Trail Feasibility Study (2008)
The abandoned Bellefonte Central Railroad was identified in 2007 as a potential connection between
Bellefonte and State College.
The proposed 14-mile trail would be limited to non-motorized uses and passive recreation. The
Bellefonte Central Rail Trail feasibility study was compiled by Pashek and Associates. In 2008,
the initial construction estimates were approximately $7 million. Smaller linkages in and around
Bellefonte were identified as being more feasible to construct in phases 1 and 2.
Penn State University has plans to link the western portion of the Bellefonte Central Rail Trail into the
arboretum.
The entire feasibility study is available online at http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?NID=542.

Brick Town Trail Feasibility Study (2007)
The feasibility study for the Brick Town Trail was prepared for the Beech Creek Watershed Association17 in 2007. The association wanted to launch their own greenway
effort to promote the history, culture, and recreational opportunities within the watershed. The Brick Town Trail is aptly named because the proposed trail will link several
communities whose industrial history is linked to brick refractories and the communities that flourished because of the industry. Trail development to support the greenway effort will rely heavily on the partnerships and efforts between the watershed
group, local municipalities, and financial resources from the commonwealth. The study
is available online at http://centrecountypa.gov/index.aspx?NID=541.
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Trail Gap Assessments
Study Factors

Political
(support for trail?)

Legal
(rights-of-way &
public access?)

Demand
(trail users?)

Physical
(constraints or
opportunities?)

Design
(length, width,
surface, type,
etc.?)

Financial
(cost & funding
sources?)

Management
(ownership &
operations?)

Penns Valley Rail
Trail (2015)

Bald Eagle and
Spring Creek
Canal Trail (2010)

Not regionally supported;
pockets of supporters in
communities.

Overall public support but
Not evaluated for Centre
landowner opposition in 2 Not regionally supported; 4
County portion; relied on segments. PSU constructed of the 8 phases identified
the Brick Town Trail Study. 1 mile of the trail as a bike
had community support.
path.

Most of the former railroad
east of Lemont reverted to
property owners; limited
public lands and access
points.

Not evaluated for Centre
County portion, relied on
the Brick Town Trail Study.

Initial rail bed segment
identified believed to be
one owner had reverted to
multiple owners, and
limited public lands.

Nearly half of the proposed
alignment on public lands
within Bald Eagle State
Park and the Army Corps of
Engineers.

Over 200 survey
respondents reported that
the primary use of the trail
would be walking (80%) a
distance between 2 and 10
miles.

Not fully measured but
conceptually designed for
multiple uses with both on
– and off-road segments.

Analysis of demographics
and potential forecasts that
trail could realize 50,000
users annually.

National statistics on
changing tourism industry
activities provided.

Large sections have been
constructed over or are
being actively farmed; landowners to east willing to
sign trail easements.

Certain on-road segments
do not have shoulders or
are unsafe for use; large
segments cross public
lands.

Several bridge crossings
that need repaired; opening
of Spring Creek Canyon
may be viable alternative
route.

Active farming along the
Beech Creek to Martins
Grove segment; potential
adaptive reuse of historic
structures.

Bellefonte Central
Rail Trail (2008)

Brick Town Trail
(2007)

The proposed 14-mile trail
The proposed 30-mile trail
The proposed 24-mile trail,
was divided into 8 phases.
The proposed 27-mile
located in Centre and
divided into 8 segments,
1 phase not feasible due to
regional trail will refocus on Clinton conceptually shows
only 4 (approximately 12property owner opposition
4 community-based trails. on-road, off-road, and water
miles) is deemed feasible
and 1 phase to be reviewed
trails in 3 phases.
for development.
as property owners change.

Financially feasibility of
community-based trails
ongoing; multiple funding
sources recommended.

Total construction costs for Total construction costs for
all segments $5 million.
all segments $4.5 million.
Review of smaller sections, Review of smaller sections,
in today’s dollars,
in today’s dollars,
necessary.
necessary.

The 4 segments deemed
feasible estimated cost of
$2.4 million. Review of
costs, in today’s dollars,
necessary.

Recommended mix of
maintenance parties: landowners, easement holders,
and friends of trail group.

12 project partners identified for marketing, funding,
and maintenance (both
counties, DCNR, PHMC,
PFBC, etal.).

Recommended mix of
maintenance parties: landowners, easement holders,
and friends of trail group.

Recommended privatepublic partnership overseen by a trail advisory
group with volunteer
maintenance assistance.
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TOOLS: Legal Instruments and Methods
Fee Simple Acquisition
This practice involves the acquisition of land
for the purpose of greenways, trails, open
space, and natural areas.
The purchase of land is usually done by a
non-profit land trust organization, government, or public agency. Acquiring land outright is one of the most effective methods
and a fee simple title or deed provides a
permanent, long-term dedication of land for
recreation and/or conservation. A fee simple purchase of land requires that a deed be
recorded with the County Recorder of
Deeds.

Donations or Gifts
This option provides the permanent dedication of land for greenways, trails, open
space, and natural areas without public
expenses but, could also provide tax benefits to the donor.
Public education on donations and/or gifts is
important so that residents in the County
are aware that they can consider the option
of donation when making estate decisions.

Bargain Sale
This option involves the purchase of a tract
of land for less than its appraised market
value.
The difference between the
purchase price and the fair market value is
considered a charitable gift for tax
purposes. Public education and explanation
of benefits of this option are important for
the landowner who may want to choose this
option.

Option to Buy
This option is an agreement with the
property owner to purchase or have the
“right of first refusal” to purchase land. This
type of agreement secures the rights of any
future purchase but does not indicate the
price of specify when the property would be
sold.

Easements or Rights-of-Way
An easement is a legally enforceable
agreement between a landowner and an
individual, agency, nonprofit, or utility
company which desires permission to
cross a landowner’s parcel.
With this option and for the purposes of
trail development, a landowner would
voluntarily agree to sell the rights to
develop a portion of land where a trail
could be located by granting an easement to a separate entity, such as a land
trust organization. The landowner would

then retain the title to the land and continue to pay taxes on the property. The
easement would be described and recorded in the landowner’s deed. Acquisition of easements (sometimes called
rights-of-way) provide a long-term solution to securing trail development alignments and is less costly than fee simple
acquisition. An easement is typically an
agreement between private parties so
there is little involvement by local government or public expenses to taxpayers.

Eminent Domain: To take or not to take?
Eminent domain is the power to take private property for public
use by a state, municipality, or private person or corporation
authorized to exercise functions of public character, following the
payment of just compensation to the owner of that property. The
Centre County Recreation and Greenway Plan and the this
comprehensive plan updates does not endorse eminent domain
as a legal instrument for recreation planning, for a multitude of
reasons.
First, eminent domain is a challenging area for the courts, which
have struggled with the question of whether the regulation of
property, rather than its acquisition, is a taking requiring just
compensation.
Second, private property owners have begun to initiate actions
against the government in a kind of proceeding called inverse
condemnation.
Third, the power of eminent domain was created to authorize the
government or the condemning authority, called the condemnor, to
conduct a compulsory sale of property for the common welfare,
such as health or safety; recreation facilities do not meet these
criteria.
Last but not least, the objectives and goals of local and regional
recreation planning will require the cooperation of private property
owners. Specifically, will private property owners agree to allow
public access to their land using one of the tools presented in this
chapter? Voluntary use of private property has, in past
experience, resulted in better relations between property owners,
municipal officials, and state agencies. W hile eminent domain is
an option for land acquisition, it is not a recommended tool for the
purposes of recreation planning.
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TOOLS: Asset Inventories
Natural Resource Inventory
Inventoried and updated natural resource data is are critical
to recreation planning. The Centre County Planning and
Community Development Office keeps a database of natural
features that includes attribute information which helps planners
make decisions. However, most of this data is created by other
agencies. Natural resources that were studied and used to
evaluate greenway corridors include the Natural Heritage
Inventory, soils, flood hazard zones, important bird and
mammal areas, high quality and exceptional valued streams,
and contiguous forest. It is important to note that some datasets
are frequently subject to updates and, users should review
metatdata to ensure they have the most up-to-date information.

Recreation Infrastructure Inventory
Knowing the location of existing recreation facilities is
necessary for planning future facilities. The Centre County
Planning and Community Development Office created an
extensive database of parks and trails for the Recreation and
Greenway Plan. This database has been updated and adapted
for use by the Centre County E911 Office. However, these
datasets are due to be reviewed. Within the parks data, staff
recorded the type of park, permitted activities, owner, and onsite
equipment, if the park was a playground. For the trails data,
USGS maps were used as the base maps and the trail name,
surface, and allotted activities were recorded. Existing trail data
was paired with conceptual trail alignments in the Greenway
Plan.

TOOLS: Trail management
Ownership

Operation & Maintenance

Although most trails cross public lands, inevitably, trails development may encounter private land. Historically, many trails crossed
private lands, often on farm and forest roads, usually through informal arrangements among neighbors. To clarify ownership and
permitted use on private lands, here are a few tools, but not an all
inclusive list.

Landowner(s): Landowners can play a significant role in the
maintenance and operation of the section of trail which crosses their land. Allowing open access, removing debris from the
trail, or reporting trail surface damage to a trail group which
maintains the trail are examples.

Trail License: A revocable written agreement between an owner
and trail group that permits trail access. It is not permanent or
binding on future landowners. A license can be a useful tool, superior to verbal and written permission, in that it can stipulate conditions of use and management agreements.
Trail Easement: A perpetual legal agreement that allows others to
use someone's land in the manner provided for within the easement. An easement can be very broad, granting access to the
easement holder and the public, or it can restrict what kind of access, when and under what conditions access can be used. For
instance, the easement can be for public access to an entire property, or it could be restricted to a certain users on a trail of a certain width. An easement can be for hiking only, or lake access, or
bicycling, or hunting; whatever uses the parties agree to, limited or
expanded to the extent they decide.
Conservation Restriction (CR): A restriction allows someone
who does not own the land to prevent the owner from using the
land in a way they would otherwise have a right to. A CR is concerned with preserving the land in its natural state. There can be
extraordinary tax benefits to the landowner for the donation of a
CR. A trail easement may be included within a CR by including
easement language. Conservation restrictions with trail easements are the best tool for private trail protection short of outright
land acquisition. They are perpetual and appear on the title of the
property.

Trail Group: A dedicated group of volunteers which operates
the trail and maintains the trail for use. A local example is the
Snow Shoe Rails to Trails Association (SSRTA). SSRTA requires membership in the organization and an annual fee that
covers trail maintenance. All persons who want to use the trail
are required to purchase a membership and are provided a
permit which is to be displayed on their ATV (all terrain vehicles). SSRTA also holds numerous fundraisers throughout the
year to fund general maintenance.
Easement holders: A conservation and/or land trust which
owns the easement or right-of-way on private property can be
responsible for the maintenance of its trail sections. The
easement holder takes responsibility for cleaning and repairing
the trail, taking that burden from the landowner(s).
Business sponsors: Trails that intersect through towns (think
trail towns) will need additional maintenance if use sharply
increases. Most business owners that benefit from visitor revenues will gladly provide monies to maintain the trail and keep
visitors coming back to the community.
Any mix of the above: Typically, all parties involved are
needed in order to operate and maintain a recreation trail
when it passes over private lands.
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TOOLS: Funding trail development
SOURCE

PROGRAM

DESCRIPTION

PA Department
of Conservation
and Natural
Resources
(DCNR)

Community
Conservation
Partnership
Program (C2P2)

Grant monies available to municipal governments for trail, greenway and park planning
projects, design and implementation/development. A 50% match is required from local
government sponsor. This program includes grants for planning, land acquisition, land
development, and technical assistance.

PA Department
of Conservation
and Natural
Resources
(DCNR)

Heritage Area
Grants

Funds can be used for implementation (early and latter stage), management action plan,
management grants, feasibility studies, and special purpose studies.

PA Department
of Conservation
and Natural
Resources
(DCNR)

Recreational Trails
Program (RTP)

RTP is a federally-funded program administered by DCNR. Funding is provided by the
Federal Highway Administration and the Federal Recreational Trail Program.

PA Department
of Environmental
Protection (DEP)

Growing Greener

These funds are distributed between many commonwealth agencies. Projects funded
include micro green space projects (small parks and green areas), recreational facilities,
walking paths, and ADA access projects. Eligible applicants include nonprofit groups,
counties, and municipalities. A match is encouraged but not required.

Department of
Community and
Economic
Development
(DCED)

Land Use Planning
and Technical
Assistance
(LUTAP)

LUTAP will provide financial assistance to municipalities and counties for the purpose of
developing and strengthening community planning and implementation. A 50% match is
required and high priority is given to projects with regional participation.

Department of
Community and
Economic
Development
(DCED)

Community
Revitalization
Program

This funding opportunity supports local initiatives that are geared towards improving a
community’s quality of life and business environment.

Department of
Community and
Economic
Development
(DCED)

Multimodal
The fund provides grants to encourage economic development and ensure that a safe and
Transportation Fund reliable system of transportation is available to the residents of the commonwealth. Funds
may be used for the development, rehabilitation and enhancement of transportation assets
to existing communities, streetscape, lighting, sidewalk enhancement, pedestrian safety,
connectivity of transportation assets and transit-oriented development. Grants are available for projects with a total cost of $100,000 or more. Grants shall not exceed $3,000,000
for any project. Eligibility: Municipalities, Councils of Governments, Businesses, Economic
Development Organizations, Public Transportation Agencies, Ports-Rail/Freight.

PA Department
of Transportation
(PennDOT)

Pennsylvania
Infrastructure Bank
(PIB)

PIB provides low-interest loans for transportation projects. Projects can include Safe
Routes to Schools, pedestrian improvements, and a variety of capital improvements. Loan
applications are considered on an ongoing basis and, applications are available on the
PennDOT website.

PA Department
of Transportation
(PennDOT)

Transportation
Alternative Program
(TAP)

Funds transportation alternatives projects build pedestrian and bicycle facilities, improve
access to public transportation, create safe routes to school, preserve historic
transportation structures, provide environmental mitigation, create trails projects that serve
a transportation purpose, while promoting safety and mobility. TAP is the result of
consolidating three PennDOT programs.

National Park
Service

Rivers, Trails, and
RTCA is the community assistance arm of the National Park Service. RTCA staff provide
Conservation
technical assistance to communities so they can conserve rivers, preserve open space,
Assistance Program and develop trails/greenways.
(RTCA)

Recreation
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Interrelationships
Recent revisions to the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code specify that a comprehensive plan include a statement of interrelationships
among various plan components with emphasis given to environmental, energy conservation, fiscal, economic development and social impacts.

Environmental Impacts
 Recreation promotes conservation of natural resources for future generations to enjoy.
 It provides vegetative buffers to protect water resources from pollution.
 Alternative modes of transportation, especially walking and bicycling, removes automobiles from the roads, leading to higher air
qualities.

 Incorporating greenways and green spaces as recreational facilities reduces urban sprawl and directs growth.
 Open space development provides opportunities to protect natural resources, wildlife, and land management strategies.
 Greenways preserve biodiversity and conserves landscapes.

Economic Development
 Recreational opportunities promote tourism; generating dollars for the local economy.
 Recreation can create seasonal and permanent jobs.
 Recreation facilities can attract new employers.
 Communities with recreation assets attract new residents.
 Creates local economic development partnerships through public and private entities.

Energy Conservation


Providing alternative transportation modes, such as walking and biking, reduces vehicular trips; and therefore,
consumption of fossil fuels.



Likewise, by providing nearby recreational opportunities for county residents, overall energy consumption is reduced, and local
businesses profit.



In more densely populated areas, such as the Boroughs of State College and Bellefonte, parks and open space help relieve the
urban heat island problem.



Due to their strong correlation with conservation practices, several recreational facilities now incorporate green technologies into
their construction and operation.

Fiscal


Healthier people who actively engage in recreation have lower insurance rates.



Property values in close proximity to recreational opportunities are on average higher in urban areas; however, in rural areas
proximity to recreation has little affect on property values.



In downtowns and urban centers, recreation facilities considered within “walkable” distance add to community revitalization.



School districts with higher student obesity rates may see future cuts in state funding, similar to how schools are graded based
on students’ standardized test scores.

Recreation
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Interrelationships (con’t)
Social and Community Development


Recreation promotes wellness and healthy lifestyles.



Recreation creates a sense of community between residents through foot paths and non-motorized trails.



Facilities must take into consideration persons with physical disabilities and make adaptations in recreational uses.



Access to trails and bike paths may reduce the financial burden on individuals and families that come with owning a vehicle.

Bellefonte Gazebo—Talleyrand Park

Millheim Little League Field

Cold Stream Dam Recreation Area

Definitions
Adaptive reuse: the process of adapting old structures for purposes other than initially intended.
Green lifestyle: adopting and incorporating methods for reducing waste, conserving natural resources, and sustainability into one’s
daily routine.
Green principles: essential elements or qualities in design and production which promote environmental responsibility, sustainability,
and long-term economic benefits.
Heritage areas: designated geographic areas in the Heritage Parks Program that share common history and cultural resources; these
areas are designated not only to promote tourism and economic development but to build private and public partnerships. For more
information visit the website http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/brc/heritageparks.
Impermeable: the inability of a surface to transmit water.
Land trust: a private, non-profit organization that, as part of its mission, actively works to conserve land by undertakin g or assisting in land or conservation easement acquisition, or by stewardship of such land or easements.
Livable communities: a term that applies to the quality of life factors that a community offers and how those factors are measured. These quality of life factors include, but are not limited to: affordable housing, public transportation, employment, recreational
and cultural activities, educational opportunities, and a sustainable approach to environmental protection and/or conservation.
Permeable: a measure of the ability of a surface to transmit water.
Soft monies: often applied to government dollars, special projects, or “one time” funding scenarios. The opposite term, hard monies,
refers to annual or ongoing funding.
Statewide significant greenways: established connections for recreation, conservation and/or transportation highlighted in Pennsylvania’s Outdoor Recreation Plan 2009-2013.
Toolkit: a term that refers to a collection of information, resources, and advice for a specific subject or activity.
Walkable: the measure of how pedestrian friendly a city or community is. Factors that determine walkability include quality of sidewalks and footpaths, pedestrian crossings and signals, traffic congestion, and surrounding land use.
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Resources
1.

Pennsylvania Wilds website. http://www.pawilds.org.

2.

ClearWater Conservancy website. http://www.clearwaterconservancy.org.

3.

Pennsylvania Historical and Museum Commission website. http://www.phmc.state.pa.us.

4.

Spring Creek Rivers Conservation Plan. http://www.clearwaterconservancy.org/scrcp.htm. ClearW ater Conservancy.
2001.

5.

Snow Shoe Rails-to-Trails website. http://www.ssrt.org.

6.

Susquehanna Greenway Partnership website. http://www.susquehannagreenway.org.

7.

The Arboretum at Penn State website. http://arboretum.psu.edu/.

8.

Beech Creek Watershed Association website. http://www.beechcreekwatershed.com.

9.

The Old Gregg School Community and Recreation Center website. http://www.oldgreggschool.com.

10. Natural Heritage Inventory. Pennsylvania Western Conservancy, 2002. Copies of this document are available at the Centre
County Planning and Community Development Office.
11. The Centre County Long Range Transportation Plan 2040. Available through the Centre County Planning and Community
Development Office. Centre County Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2010.
12. Americans with Disabilities Act website. http://www.ada.gov/.
13. Bureau of Recreation and Conservation website. http://www.dcnr.state.pa.us/brc/index.htm.
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Centre County Planning and Community Development Office
420 Holmes Street
Bellefonte, PA 16823
Phone: 814-355-6791
Fax: 814-355-8661
Email: ccpc@centrecountypa.gov
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