WORK SESSION
March 17, 2015

A work session of the Whitpain Township Board of Supervisors was held on Tuesday,
March 17, 2015 at the Whitpain Township Building, 960 Wentz Road, Blue Bell, PA at
7:30 p.m. for the purpose of reviewing the agenda of the March 17, 2015 Supervisors’
meeting. Chairman Frederick R. Conner was present with Supervisors Adam D. Zucker,
Anthony F. Greco, Melissa M. Weber, and Kenneth F. Wollman. Also present were
Township Solicitor James J. Garrity, Esq., Township Manager Roman M. Pronczak,
Township Engineer James E. Blanch, P.E., Assistant Township Manager David J.
Mrochko, Director of Public Works Ronald J. Cione, Police Chief Mark A. Smith, Parks
and Recreation Director Kurt W. Baker, Director of Code Enforcement Michael
McAndrew, Fire Marshal David M. Camarda and Director of Finance John Nagel. Three
members of the public were also present.

The Supervisors reviewed the agenda discussing approval of the March 10, 2015 meeting
minutes, Resolutions #1071, 1073, 1074, 1075 and 1076, waiver requests, release of
escrow for Gable Estates, the March Zoning Hearing Board cases and the public hearing
on Ordinance No. 336.

After reviewing the agenda, Mr. Pronczak mentioned that Centre Square Fire Company
has proposed moving their annual carnival to the Reed’s Centre Square Hotel property.
Over the last few years inclement weather has negatively impacted the carnival because it
is typically held on the fire company’s property at 1298 West Skippack Pike in Blue Bell.
This venue is mostly grass and becomes muddy during rain events. The proposed new
location would be mostly paved and would also have more on-site parking. Mr. Pronczak
has discussed the proposal with some neighbors in close proximity to Reed’s Centre
Square Hotel and has not heard of any objections to the proposal.

At approximately 7:59 p.m., the work session adjourned and the Supervisors left for the
public meeting. When the public meeting ended, the Supervisors reconvened the work
session at approximately 9:00 p.m. Mr. Pronczak discussed three proposals presented to
the Land Development Committee, which is a sub-committee of the Board of Supervisors
consisting of Melissa Murphy Weber and one additional Board member who is selected
based on the particular proposal. The three topics discussed included a proposed cluster
development on Cathcart Road; a proposal for the Florig property on Skippack Pike, and
Centre Square Montessori.

Mr. Proczak concluded the meeting by updating the Supervisors on proposed architecture
for Centre Square Commons, which will be located across from Kohl’s and Superfresh at
the corner of Skippack and DeKalb Pikes. The architect hired by Madison Development
has modified the architectural design so it is more in keeping with traditional architecture
in the area. The architecture will continue to be refined and Mr. Pronczak will keep the
Supervisors informed of any other developments.
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At 9:40 p.m., the Supervisors adjourned the work session and met in executive session to
discuss legal and personnel matters.

“David J. Mrochko
Whitpain Township Assistant Manager




#06-2015
March 17, 2015

The regular meeting of the Whitpain Township Board of Supervisors was held at
8 p.m. Tuesday, March 17, 2015 at the Township Administration Building, 960 Wentz
Road, Blue Bell, PA. Chairman Frederick R. Conner, Jr., along with Supervisors Adam D.
Zucker, Anthony F. Greco, Melissa Murphy Weber and Kenneth F. Wollman were present.
Township Manager Roman M. Pronczak, P.E., Assistant Township Manager,
David J. Mrochko, Solicitor James J. Garrity, Esq., Police Chief Mark A. Smith, Township
Engineer James E. Blanch, P.E., Finance Director John B. Nagel, Code Enforcement Officer
Michael E. McAndrew, Public Works Director Ronald J. Cione, Parks and Recreation
Director Kurt W. Baker, Fire Marshal David M. Camarda and Recording Secretary Virginia
Papale were also present. There were approximately 20 members of the public at the
meeting.

Following the Pledge of Allegiance, Chairman Conner welcomed everyone to the
sixth meeting of the year.

Mission Moments this evening will continue the conversation that began the previous
week at the Manor House regarding preservation of the Meadowlands Tract comprising 125
acres. In summary, last October the Township began discussions with Meadowlands
Country Club with the objective of preserving 125 acres in perpetuity. The property is zoned
Park and Recreation, and we expect that it will continue to be. At some point in the future, a
different Board could change that designation. This Board is resolute in seeing that it is
preserved in perpetuity for many reasons as presented at the first meeting. The reason it is
being discussed under Mission, Vision, Values is that in the collective view of this Board, the
Park and Open Space Board and the Planning Commission, the Vision and Values adopted
are truly served by the preservation of this tract. The debt that was incurred to purchase
Prophecy Creek Park expires in 2018 will be rolled over, and a new debt of $6 million will
be assumed to acquire the conservation easement with an additional $1 million to advance
open space initiatives. Should this proposal move forward, we will assume new debt in the
amount of $7 million with no anticipated tax increase. The interest rate on the municipal
bond we are seeking is considerably less than what was used for the purchase of the
Prophecy Creek and St. Helena’s tracts. Chairman Conner called for any public comment.

Mr. Rick Collier, Chairman of the Wissahickon Valley Watershed Association,
offered a few comments. He reaffirmed support of the initiative, and the commitment of the
WVWA, offering expertise and in-kind services to continue on the right track of preservation
and enhancement of environmental projects. As a planner, Mr. Collier stressed the
importance and value of open space. A study of the value of open space in the four-county
area highlights the substantial economic and environmental impacts, measuring the effect on
residential property values, environmental services provided by protected open space,
recreational activity on protected open space and the jobs and revenue created by protected
open space. A copy of the study summary is made a part of these minutes.
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Mr. Zucker mentioned the unfunded mandates passed down by the state to the
municipalities regarding stormwater runoff and creek maintenance. He asked if the WVWA
preservation plans for this property will help reduce the cost of the mandates. Mr. Collier
confirmed that it will and said that the proposed enhancements of Willow Run will preserve
the buffers and habitats.

Mr. Greco asked if there will be restrictions put on the golf course regarding
fertilization and insecticides. Mr. Collier said golf courses are under more strict regulations
than homeowners with adopted best management practices and training to maintain
properties, and at this time it is too early for specifics to be defined.

Chairman Conner said our financial exposure to meet the EPA requirements overseen
by DEP runs into the millions of dollars to contain stormwater. The expectation is that the
proposed enhancements will significantly reduce our financial exposure to the requirements.
Mr. Collier confirmed this and added that the natural system that is proposed will reduce the
erosion and sedimentation. The WV WA constantly monitors water quality, looking at
changes in chemistry and whatever is going on in creek water. The creek water is already
being treated from above, although further reducing the amount of pollutants is something to
support. Chairman Conner thanked Mr. Collier for his comments and the partnership of the
Wissahickon Valley Watershed Association on this initiative.

The Board will continue to take public comment on this initiative, while working with
the club and the WV WA on the agreement. Once satisfied with an agreement, it is expected
that the membership of the club will vote on it, followed by a vote by the Board of
Supervisors on the agreement. There will be more public discussion. The Board will then
vote to assume the debt and complete the agreement. All will be done at public sessions.
Chairman Conner commended the leadership of Meadowlands Country Club, the
Wissahickon Valley Watershed, and the Natural Lands Trust in working with us in a
collaborative manner to bring about this creative arrangement to protect the tract and offer
significant value to the Township and its residents.

A motion was made by Mrs. Weber, duly seconded by Mr. Zucker to approve the
minutes of the Board of Supervisors” meeting of March 10, 2015. Chairman Conner called
for any discussion. There was none and the motion carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Zucker, duly seconded by Mr. Greco to pass Resolution
No. 1071, proclaiming April 23, 2015 as Earth Day in Whitpain Township. Chairman
Conner shared that the Earth Day celebration held annually at the Manor House at Prophecy
Creek Park is always a great event. This year marks the 20" Anniversary of the celebration.
The Parks and Recreation Department, the Park and Open Space Board and the Shade Tree
Commission all do a wonderful job to promote and execute the festivities. There were no
additional comments and the motion carried unanimously.

Chairman Conner reordered the agenda to hold the public hearing scheduled for
Ordinance No. 336 earlier in the evening.
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As advertised, a public hearing on Ordinance No. 336 was opened by Chairman
Conner. This is an Ordinance amending the Code of the Township of Whitpain, Part II
(General Legislation), Chapter 142 (Vehicles and Traffic), Section 142-32 (Parking
Prohibited at all times in certain locations) to add a new parking prohibition on the east side
of Narcissa Road between a point 125 feet north of the centerline of Copper Beech Drive and
a point 150 feet south of the centerline of Copper Beech Drive; and to further add a new
parking prohibition on the west side of Norristown Road between a point 200 feet north of
the centerline of Copper Beech Drive and a point 170 feet south of the centerline of Copper
Beech Drive. Chairman Conner asked the Township Engineer to give a brief summary of the
Ordinance.

Mr. Blanch said the Engineering Department was asked to look at the parking
situation within the acceleration and deceleration lanes on Norristown Road and Narcissa
Road at Copper Beech Drive. The request was related to safe sight distances in both areas.
In accordance with Title 67 of the Transportation Safety Manual and the speed limits on
Norristown Road and Narcissa Road, it was determined that parking restrictions could be
implemented. Even with the restrictions, up to three vehicles can park outside of the
proposed restricted area along Narcissa Road and one vehicle along Norristown Road.
Solicitor Garrity added that in order for the parking restrictions to be enforced, the Township
must have an ordinance, signage and striping in place.

Chairman Conner asked if any Board or staff member had comments. There were
none. He then asked if any member of the public had comments.

Residents Thomas Sweeney and Maryann Cartis of 270 and 247 Cooper Beech Drive
offered support of the Ordinance, citing sight distance problems. Bob King asked if there
have been accidents, incidents or safety issues to require this. Mr. Blanch said although his
department is not aware of accidents, while the study was being done a trailer parked in the
offset did block safe sight distance and it is becoming more of a problem. By limiting
parking, no vehicle will be within the sight triangle, which will provide safe conditions. Mr.
King requested that the area be again reviewed based on traffic and accidents, to which Mr.
Blanch responded that based on Title 67 and the study that was done, the restrictions are
those recommended. Mr. Zucker added that a couple of years ago, there was one truck.
Currently, more and more people are parking vehicles there and it is creating a safety issue.
Chairman Conner said the Board has tried to be accommodating, even discussing less
internal parking restrictions with the Homeowners” Association. The parking along the
acceleration and deceleration lanes is now out of hand and absolutely poses a safety risk that
cannot be allowed. There were no additional comments from the public.

Chairman Conner asked if any member of the Board wished to comment.
Mr. Wollman said this has been a safety issue for decades, and is confirmed with the
engineering study. The Mission Statement defines the purpose of our municipality, the
reason for its existence, its core purpose. This municipality has “never wavered in its
collective commitment to ensure public safety.” He will recuse himself from the vote.
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Mrs. Weber echoed Mr. Wollman’s comments. When this was discussed in work session,
the Board agreed that they tried to accommodate the property owners who had no success in
appealing to their Homeowners’ Association. The HOA and residents need to continue their
dialogue regarding this matter; it is encouraged. These are work vehicles, not recreational
vehicles, and it’s possible that a fair solution can be reached. The engineering staff was there
and witnessed the conditions. Safety is paramount. Mr. Greco agreed that safety is most
important. That the HOA disallows pickup trucks is an internal matter. As a Board, we are
responsible for the health, welfare and safety of all residents.

Mr. Pronczak thanked Col. King publicly for his cooperation with the Police
Department and for parking his vehicle in such a way that it did not block the required sight
distance. Unfortunately, others park without regard for sight distance and the problem has
grown and must be addressed. Chairman Conner closed the hearing.

A motion was made by Mr. Greco, duly seconded by Mr. Zucker and carried to adopt
Ordinance No. 336 as discussed. Mr. Wollman recused himself from the vote.

A motion was made by Mr. Greco, duly seconded by Mr. Wollman to pass Resolution
No. 1073 amending the previously granted preliminary/final land development approval for
the Deer Hollow at Blue Bell development to approve plan sheets 4A, 4B, 30A and 30B of
30, prepared by Richard C. Mast Associates, PC, which depict revisions to the stormwater
management BMPs for the development as required by the PA Department of Environmental
Protection. This approval is contingent upon the review and approval of the revised plans by
the Township Engineer, review of revised homeowners’ association documents by the
Township Solicitor, and the execution and recording of an amendment to the Declaration of
Covenants, Easements and Restrictions Concerning Stormwater Facilities for the
development. Chairman Conner called for any discussion. There was none and the motion
carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Zucker, duly seconded by Mr. Greco to pass Resolution
No. 1074 authorizing the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors to sign an Application for
Traffic Signal Approval to be submitted to the PA Department of Transportation. The
application is required in order to modify the traffic signal located at the intersection of
Skippack Pike and North Wales Road. Chairman Conner called for any discussion. There
was none and the motion carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Wollman, duly seconded by Mr. Greco to pass Resolution
No. 1075 authorizing the Chairman of the Board of Supervisors to sign an Application for
Traffic Signal Approval to be submitted to the PA Department of Transportation. The
application is required in order to install a new traffic signal at the intersection of DeKalb
Pike and the Shops at Blue Bell Shopping Center driveway. Chairman Conner gave some
background into this action, noting the entrance to the Giant Shopping Center includes a very
dangerous turning lane. The owners of the property requested a review and staff concurred
that the new traffic signal will make the area safer. There were no additional comments and
the motion carried.
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A motion was made by Mrs. Weber, duly seconded by Mr. Wollman to pass
Resolution No. 1076 authorizing the Township Finance Director to rebalance the General
Fund balances under the new standards for financial reporting established by the Government
Accounting Standards Board (GASB) and transfer $500,000 from the General Fund to the
Capital Reserve Fund for future capital improvements. Chairman Conner said this will
transfer funds from the General Fund to the Capital Reserve Fund. This was budgeted last
year during the budget approval process, and we are now executing this move after year-end
and initial unaudited reports. This is the right time to move the funds. There were no
additional comments and the motion carried.

A motion was made by Mr. Greco, duly seconded by Mr. Wollman to grant a waiver
to Regency Blue Bell LP for parking lot modifications at the Shops of Blue Bell Shopping
Center located at 1750 DeKalb Pike. The waiver is conditioned upon the review and
approval of the site plan by the Township Engineer. Chairman Conner explained that this is
the parking area behind the Giant store and the modifications involve moving parking spaces
around. There were no additional comments and the motion carried.

The request for a waiver from Korman Communities for a driveway extension
requires further review and was not addressed this evening.

A confirming motion was made by Mr. Greco, duly seconded by Mrs. Weber to
release $12,853.60 (Release #1) from the escrow fund for Gable Estates Subdivision located
at 960 Morris Road. Chairman Conner called for any discussion. There was none and the
motion carried.

The Board of Supervisors took no action on the following cases scheduled to be heard
by the Zoning Hearing Board on March 19, 2015 at 7 p.m.:

#2034-15 Robert & Pattie Haasz
#2035-15 Joseph & Donna Ferrier
#2036-15 1155 DeKalb Associates, LLC

On the following Zoning Hearing Board application, upon motion by Mr. Zucker,
duly seconded by Mrs. Weber and unanimously approved, the Board authorized the Solicitor
to appear in opposition to the case on March 19:

#2032-15 Pet Supplies Plus & Forman Sign Co. (Dan Flaville)

Chairman Conner turned the meeting over to Vice-Chairman Zucker who asked if any
member of the audience wished to make public comment. Mr. John Maines of 237 Crystal
Court asked if the Meadowlands loan is $6 million. Chairman Conner explained that it is not
a loan, but the purchase of an interest in the real estate, with the provision of a conservation
easement in perpetuity to prevent development of the 125 acres. There will be an option for
the Club to reassume ownership of the property and repay the $6 million, as the terms of the
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20-year life of the agreement is fulfilled. However it ends up, the conservation easement
survives, lasting in perpetuity. Mr. Maines asked if the Club will continue to operate as a
private club. Chairman Conner detailed that it will, and there will be environmental
requirements written into the agreement. The Township will make sure they live up to the
agreement. Vice-Chairman Zucker asked if there were any other questions. There were
none.

Chairman Conner announced the Rotarians will host their Annual Wellness Expo on
Saturday morning, March 28" at Montgomery County Community College. He also noted
the Board held an executive session prior to the meeting, and will return to executive session
to discuss legal and personnel matters.

There being no further business, Vice-Chairman Zucker moved to adjourn the
meeting at 8:54 p.m.

Secretary
v
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Greetings,

Southeastern Pennsylvania has an enviable collection of protected open spaces, including parks,
working farms, trails, nature preserves, and historic and cultural landscapes. When we think of
the beauty of Greater Philadelphia, these areas often come to mind. They give us our “sense of
place”. Some might think that their value stops there, but this study, Return on Environment

— The Economic Value of Protected Open Space in Southeastern Pennsylvania, quantifies the
many ways in which these open spaces actually save us money and support our economy.

Commissioned by the GreenSpace Alliance and the Delaware Valley Regional Planning
Commission, funded by The Lenfest Foundation and Pennsylvania Department of Conservation
and Natural Resources, this report, conducted by Economy League of Greater Philadelphia,
Econsult Corporation, and Keystone Conservation Trust, shows how we:

e Increase our property values by being close to protected open space;

e Avoid spending money to artificially replicate the vital environmental functions provided
by protected open space;

e Save money from free or low-cost recreational activities on protected open space;

e Create jobs related to the open space.

Just glance through the executive summary - we think you will find the magnitude of the savings
and value added impressive.

The Greater Philadelphia area has done a great job in preserving open space in the past. We
have protected unique habitats, inspiring viewsheds, wonderful trails and prime farmland for
future generations. But there are still many more places in need of preservation. The report
shows us why it makes sense to protect additional open space, not just for sentimental reasons,
but also because it’s a wise public investment that pays us back, now and in the future.

This study will be used to educate the public and decision makers about the economic value of
protected open space in order to reframe the dialogue about open space as a benefit, not just
an expense. We hope to promote policy changes that will favor open space protection and to
raise political and financial support for further open space preservation. The project includes a
strategy to communicate these ideas widely, and we thank everyone in advance for helping to
spread these messages.



The communications strategy was conducted by Paragraph Inc. and Wordplay, LLC and funded by
the Claneil Foundation and J. P. Mascaro & Sons, to whom we express deep gratitude. We also
thank the William Penn Foundation for its continued support. Finally, we would like to thank

all the organizations who have championed this project, and the people who have volunteered
their time and expertise for Return on Environment - The Economic Value of Protected Open
Space in Southeastern Pennsylvania.

Sincerely,

BU'Y\/T\Q Blfa/ @ é;%w
Donna W. Pitz Patty Elkis

Executive Director Associate Director of Planning

GreenSpace Alliance Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission
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Executive Summary

Protected open spaces — public parks, preserved farmland, and private
conserved lands — provide substantial economic, environmental, and
public health benefits to surrounding communities. These benefits,
however, are generally not well understood and are often undervalued in
policy debates and investment decisions. In the interest of fostering a
better understanding of these benefits, this study estimates the economic
value generated by protected open space in southeastern Pennsylvania.

Approximately 14 percent of the land area in Bucks, Chester, Delaware,
Montgomery, and Philadelphia counties is protected open space. This
area includes parks and trails such as Ridley Creek State Park and the
Schuylkill River Trail, working farms across southeastern Pennsylvania,
and private land trust owned or eased lands.

Building off of previous valuation studies and using standard economic
analysis techniques, this study estimates the value of protected open
space in southeastern Pennsylvania by measuring impacts across four
areas: (1) the effects of protected open space on residential property
values, (2) the value associated with environmental services provided by
southeastern Pennsylvania’s protected open spaces, (3) the value of
recreational activity on protected open space and associated avoided
health-care costs, and (4) jobs and revenue created as a result of activity
on and connected to protected open space.

This analysis indicates that protected open space adds significant value to
the regional economy (see right), with benefits accruing to businesses,
governments, and households. The economic benefits generated by
protected open space accrue in different ways — some are direct revenue
streams to individuals or governments, some represent asset
appreciation value, some accrue in the form of avoided costs. Because
these values differ in nature, the estimates in this study should not be
added together to produce a single aggregate value of protected open
space in southeastern Pennsylvania.

The estimates presented in this study should provide elected leaders,
policy makers, and the public with a new perspective on the value of
protected open space and contribute to informed decisions concerning
future development in southeastern Pennsylvania. It is important to
note, however, that this study does not analyze the costs associated with
acquiring, preserving, or maintaining land as protected open space, and
does not represent a cost-benefit approach.

The Economic VVolue of Open Space

This study estimates the
-economic value of protected cpen
space in southeastern Pennsylvania

by measuring impacts across four

areas: property values,
environmental services, recreation
and health, and economic activity.
Top findings include:

$16.3 billion

added to the value of
southeastern Pennsylvania’s
housing stock

$240 million

in annual property and transfer tax
revenue for local governments

$133 million

in costs avoided as a result
of the natural provision of

environmental services

$577 million

in annual benefit for
residents who recreate

on protected open space

$795 million

in annually avoided medical costs
as a result of recreation
that takes place on

protected open space

6,900 jobs

created on or as a result
of protected open space

ounty region

in the fi

five-c



Property Values

Homeowners are willing to pay a premium to live in close proximity to protected open space. Asa
result, southeastern Pennsylvania’s existing open space adds to the overall value of its housing stock.
This increased wealth is captured by citizens through higher sales values of homes near protected open
space, and generates increased government revenues via larger property tax collections and transfer
taxes at time of sale. This study analyzes approximately 230,000 home sales in the five counties of
southeastern Pennsylvania from 2005-2009 to estimate the effect of protected open space on
residential property values and the attendant fiscal impacts. Results indicate that proximity to open
space contributed a significant positive impact to residential property values both before and during the
economic downturn that began in 2008. Key findings include:

51633 bi”igﬂ added to the value

Homes in southeastern Pennsylvania as far as one mile away from protected open space capture
a measurable increase in their value because of this proximity. When added together, the
increments of value that homes in southeastern Pennsylvania capture because of their proximity

to open space total $16.3 billion dollars.

By increasing the value of homes within a one-mile radius, protected open space also increases
the amount of property taxes and transfer taxes that local governments and school districts
receive in southeastern Pennsylvania. These increased property and transfer tax revenues equal

$240 million in total per year.

Households

Nearby protected open space
increases home values, resulting in
increased home equity and wealth
captured when the home is sold.

Governments

Property value increases attributed
to nearby open space result in higher
property and transfer tax revenues
for local governments.

Executive Summary



Environmental Services

Protected open space also provides value in the form of naturally occurring environmental processes. If
these lands were developed, southeastern Pennsylvania would be forced to replicate vital and costly
services such as flood control and air pollution mitigation through alternative methods. In relying on the
natural landscapes on protected open spaces to provide these valuable services, southeastern
Pennsylvania avoids significant expenses. This study estimates the avoided costs associated with several
environmental services that naturally occur on southeastern Pennsylvania’s protected open spaces,
including water supply, flood mitigation, provision of wildlife habitat, air pollution removal, and carbon
sequestration and storage. Key findings include:

@ @ .
5133 mlu 10N in annual benefits through the provision of six environmental services.

Protected open space in the five-county region contributes an estimated $133 million in annual
cost savings and ecanomic benefits through the provision of six ecosystem services: water
supply, water quality, flood mitigation, wildlife habitat, air pollution removal, and the
sequestration of carbon in yearly growth of trees on protected open space. This sum represents
costs avoided by not having to artificially replace vital ecosystem services currently provided by
protected open space within the five-county region.

$61 mﬂhcm in carbon currently stored in trees on protected open space

It is estimated that trees on southeastern Pennsylvania’s protected open space store
approximately $61 million in carbon within existing biomass. If the carbon currently stored in
trees — both above and below ground — on protected open space were released into the air, it
would cause damages due to increased carbon emissions that would cost approximately $61
million to mitigate.

Who-Bene'ﬁts?

Governments Businesses Households

Local governments avoid Businesses avoid having to Homeowners avoid having to pay
having to spend maney to pay additional taxes to additional taxes to replicate the
artificially replicate the replicate the environmental  environmental functions provided by
vital environmental . . ‘

) ) functions provided by protected open space and to repair
functions provided by d 4 4 b floodi dai
protected open space. protected open space. amage caused by flooding and air

pollution.
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Recreation and Health

et

Park usage generates value via the consumer benefit that residents enjoy by engaging in recreation and
exercise free or at below-market rates instead of turning to private markets for the same activities.
There also are considerable health cost avoidance and productivity savings related to rigorous exercise
on protected open space. This study estimates these direct use and health cost savings benefits. Key
findings include:

55 77 mMillion in srinual benefits for residernts who recreate on protected open space

Nearly $577 million in benefits accrue annually to residents who participate in recreational
activities on protected open space within southeastern Pennsylvania. This value represents the
additional amount of money that residents in the five-county region would be willing to spend in
the private market to participate in the recreational activities that they currently enjoy on
protected open space.

§795 MIllioN in medical costs avoided annually

Physically active people typically enjoy a variety of health benefits, including lower incidence of
cardiovascular diseases, diabetes, depression, certain cancers, and obesity. It is estimated that
the moderate and strenuous activity that takes place on protected open space in southeastern
Pennsylvania accounts for $795 million in avoided medical costs annually.

§ﬁg S m ! ! “Qﬁ in lost productivity costs avoided annually

It is estimated that businesses in southeastern Pennsylvania avoid $485 million in lost
productivity costs per year because of the physical activities their employees engage in on
protected open space in the region. This total represents the combined value of costs not
incurred because of avoided productivity losses, due to physical activity on the protected open
space within the five-county region.

Households Businesses

Protected open space provides free and low- The recreational opportunities available on protected
cost recreational activities that residents open space contribute to the health of the region’s
would otherwise have to pay for in the private  workforce, translating into avoided medical, workers’
market. compensation, and lost productivity costs.

Moderate and strenuous recreational activity
on protected open space also results in
avoided medical costs.
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Economic Activity

Protected open space generates a variety of economic activities, ranging from agricultural activity on
preserved farmland to tourist visitation to public park maintenance. This analysis estimates the
spending, employment, earnings, and tax revenues associated with these activities. Key economic
benefits associated with these activities on protected open space are:

SSﬁg MillioN in annual expenditures

It is estimated that $566 million in annual spending occurs on and because of protected open
space in the five counties of southeastern Pennsylvania. Examples of these expenditures
include government spending for the management and maintenance of public open space,
spending for the purchase of goods made on preserved farmland, and spending related to
tourism associated with protected open space. This spending —a sum of outlays by businesses
and governments — represents an overall economic benefit to the five-county region.

6,900 jobs

Protected open space in southeastern Pennsylvania contributes an estimated 6,900 jobs to the
regional economy. Examples of these jobs include public maintenance workers, park
administrators, and rangers; farmers, distributors, and suppliers working on protected farmland;
and guides and hospitality professionals catering to tourists who visit protected open space.

$299 Million in annual sataries

Salaries paid to individuals working jobs on or related to protected open space in southeastern
Pennsylvania total nearly $300 million per year.

$30 ﬁil”iﬁﬁ in state and local taxes per year

The economic activity that takes place on and because of protected open space in southeastern
Pennsylvania generates tax revenues via income and property taxes. This activity generates an

estimated $30.2 million annually in state and local taxes.

Businesses Governments Households

Protected open space, The economic activity spurred by Protected open space provides
including farmland and public protected open space generates tax economic opportunity for
parks, is a source of commerce revenue for local governments in the residents of southeastern

for businesses in the five- form of income and property taxes. Pennsylvnia in the form of
county region. employment and wages.
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