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PNDI SEARCH RESULTS
Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
Conservation Planning Report

8/30/2018 03:35:13 PM
Gall Farm

Introduction
This Conservation Planning Report compiles names, descriptions, maps, locations, measurements, links and
references for Natural Heritage Areas (core and supporting habitats), Important Bird Areas, State Lands, and agency
designated water resources that are coincident with an area of interest defined by the user of the Pennsylvania
Conservation Explorer tool. For an overview and additional details, please be sure to visit the website at
www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us and download the applicable County Natural Heritage Inventory report(s).
Site Area: 171.88 acres
County(s): Northampton
Township/Municipality(s): PLAINFIELD
Quadrangle Name(s): WIND GAP
Watersheds HUC 8: Middle Delaware-Musconetcong
Watersheds HUC 12: Little Bushkill Creek
Decimal Degrees: 40.776413 N, -75.259618 W
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 40° 46' 35.863" N, 75° 15' 34.6233" W
SEARCH RESULT SUMMARY
Conservation Planning Category

Detected Area Summary

Natural Heritage Areas

1 site
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Natural Heritage Areas
Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) are sites that have been identified as critical habitat for species or natural communities
of concern. This dataset is designed to identify, map and discuss areas that support species of concern, exemplary
natural communities, and broad expanses of intact natural ecosystems that support components of Pennsylvanias
native species biodiversity. These areas are prioritized based upon their ecological qualities and provided with
recommendations regarding their management and protection. Most of the existing NHAs have been developed
through PNHPs County Natural Heritage Inventories -- systematic studies of the critical biological resources of a
county.
Natural Heritage Site Name

Description

Reference

Gall Farm

The floodplain of Little Bushkill Creek has a mixture of narrow
woodlots and wider fallow fields as buffers to the creek from the
adjacent active agricultural fields. The vegetated riparian
corridor provides suitable habitat for a species of concern.

Link

Local Parks
A local park is a publicly owned and publicly accessible park or natural area that engages participants of all ages in
outdoor recreational experiences. Local parks and open spaces connect citizens to close-to-home outdoor recreation
opportunities for play and physical activities; promote health and wellness, and environmental stewardship.
Local Park

Park Type

County

State or Federal
Grant Funding

Gall Farm Park

County Parks

Northampton

No

For additional information about the Pennsylvania Natural Heritage Program, visit the website at
www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us or you can email your questions and comments to RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov.

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_gall_farm_site_developmen_665792_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-665792

1. PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name: Gall Farm Site Development Plan
Date of Review: 11/9/2018 02:17:50 PM
Project Category: Recreation, Other
Project Area: 171.88 acres
County(s): Northampton
Township/Municipality(s): PLAINFIELD
ZIP Code: 18040
Quadrangle Name(s): WIND GAP
Watersheds HUC 8: Middle Delaware-Musconetcong
Watersheds HUC 12: Little Bushkill Creek
Decimal Degrees: 40.776413, -75.259618
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 40° 46' 35.863" N, 75° 15' 34.6233" W

2. SEARCH RESULTS
Agency

Results

Response

PA Game Commission

Potential Impact

FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

PA Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources

No Known Impact

No Further Review Required

PA Fish and Boat Commission

No Known Impact

No Further Review Required

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Potential Impact

MORE INFORMATION REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

As summarized above, Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) records indicate there may be potential
impacts to threatened and endangered and/or special concern species and resources within the project area. If the
response above indicates "No Further Review Required" no additional communication with the respective agency is
required. If the response is "Further Review Required" or "See Agency Response," refer to the appropriate agency
comments below. Please see the DEP Information Section of this receipt if a PA Department of Environmental
Protection Permit is required.
Note that regardless of PNDI search results, projects requiring a Chapter 105 DEP individual permit or GP 5, 6, 7, 8, 9
or 11 must comply with the bog turtle habitat screening requirements of the PASPGP.
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RESPONSE TO QUESTION(S) ASKED
Q1: Which of the following closest describes the proposed project?
Your answer is: A well or other groundwater extraction (e.g., groundwater pumping to facilitate mining, pump-andtreat operation) is proposed as part of this project, or in order to support some aspect of the project, but less than 1000
gallons per day will be extracted.
Q2: Are there any perennial or intermittent waterways (rivers, streams, creeks, tributaries) in or near the project area,
or on the land parcel?
Your answer is: Yes
Q3: Describe how wastewater (effluent) will be handled (select one). For the purpose of this question,
wastewater/effluent does not include stormwater runoff. If the project involves solely the renewal or modification of an
existing discharge permit (e.g., NPDES permit), select from options 3, 4, 5, or 6 below.
Your answer is: Some or all wastewater/effluent from this project/activity will be discharged on land (e.g., via spray
irrigation, drip irrigation, on-lot septic, drain field, leach field), but the discharge will not exceed 1000 gallons/day.
Q4: Accurately describe what is known about wetland presence in the project area or on the land parcel by selecting
ONE of the following. "Project" includes all features of the project (including buildings, roads, utility lines, outfall and
intake structures, wells, stormwater retention/detention basins, parking lots, driveways, lawns, etc.), as well as all
associated impacts (e.g., temporary staging areas, work areas, temporary road crossings, areas subject to grading or
clearing, etc.). Include all areas that will be permanently or temporarily affected -- either directly or indirectly -- by any
type of disturbance (e.g., land clearing, grading, tree removal, flooding, etc.). Land parcel = the lot(s) on which some
type of project(s) or activity(s) are proposed to occur.
Your answer is: The project area (or land parcel) has not been investigated by someone qualified to identify and
delineate wetlands, or it is currently unknown if the project or project activities will affect wetlands.
Q5: The proposed project is in the range of the Indiana bat. Describe how the project will affect bat habitat (forests,
woodlots and trees) and indicate what measures will be taken in consideration of this. Round acreages up to the
nearest acre (e.g., 0.2 acres = 1 acre).
Your answer is: No forests, woodlots or trees will be affected by the project.
Q6: Is tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing of 40 acres or more necessary to implement all aspects of this
project?
Your answer is: No

3. AGENCY COMMENTS
Regardless of whether a DEP permit is necessary for this proposed project, any potential impacts to threatened
and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources must be resolved with the appropriate
jurisdictional agency. In some cases, a permit or authorization from the jurisdictional agency may be needed if
adverse impacts to these species and habitats cannot be avoided.
These agency determinations and responses are valid for two years (from the date of the review), and are
based on the project information that was provided, including the exact project location; the project type,
description, and features; and any responses to questions that were generated during this search. If any of the
following change: 1) project location, 2) project size or configuration, 3) project type, or 4) responses to the
questions that were asked during the online review, the results of this review are not valid, and the review must
be searched again via the PNDI Environmental Review Tool and resubmitted to the jurisdictional agencies. The
PNDI tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review may reveal more or fewer impacts than what is listed
on this PNDI receipt. The jursidictional agencies strongly advise against conducting surveys for the species
listed on the receipt prior to consultation with the agencies.

PA Game Commission
RESPONSE:
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Further review of this project is necessary to resolve the potential impact(s). Please send project information to this
agency for review (see WHAT TO SEND).
PGC Species: (Note: The Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review
may reveal more or fewer species than what is listed below.)
Scientific Name

Common Name

Current Status

Ardea herodias

Great Blue Heron

Special Concern Species*

PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
RESPONSE:
No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

PA Fish and Boat Commission
RESPONSE:
No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
RESPONSE:
Information Request: Conduct a Bog Turtle Habitat (Phase 1) Survey in accordance with USFWS Guidelines for Bog
Turtle Surveys (April 2006). Evaluate all wetlands within 300 feet of the project area, which includes all areas that will
be impacted by earth disturbance or project features (e.g., roads, structures, utility lines, lawns, detention basins,
staging areas, etc.). IF THE PHASE 1 SURVEY IS DONE BY A QUALIFIED BOG TURTLE SURVEYOR (see
https://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/endangered/surveys.html): 1) Send positive results to USFWS for concurrence,
along with a project description documenting how impacts will be avoided. OR, conduct a Phase 2 survey and send
Phase 1 and 2 results to USFWS for concurrence. 2) Send a courtesy copy of negative results to USFWS (label as
"Negative Phase 1 Survey Results by Qualified Bog Turtle Surveyor: USFWS Courtesy Copy"). USFWS approval of
negative results is not necessary when a qualified surveyor does the survey in full accordance with USFWS guidelines.
IF THE PHASE 1 SURVEY IS NOT DONE BY A QUALIFIED SURVEYOR: Send ALL Phase 1 results to USFWS for
concurrence, and if potential habitat is found, also send a project description documenting how impacts will be avoided.
As a qualified bog turtle surveyor, I _________________ (name) certify that I conducted a Phase 1 survey of all
wetlands in and within 300 feet of the project area on ____________(date) and determined that bog turtle habitat is
absent.
____________________________ (Signature)
* Special Concern Species or Resource - Plant or animal species classified as rare, tentatively undetermined or
candidate as well as other taxa of conservation concern, significant natural communities, special concern populations
(plants or animals) and unique geologic features.
** Sensitive Species - Species identified by the jurisdictional agency as collectible, having economic value, or being
susceptible to decline as a result of visitation.
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WHAT TO SEND TO JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES
If project information was requested by one or more of the agencies above, upload* or email* the following
information to the agency(s). Instructions for uploading project materials can be found here. This option provides the
applicant with the convenience of sending project materials to a single location accessible to all three state agencies.
Alternatively, applicants may email or mail their project materials (see AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION).
*Note: U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service requires applicants to mail project materials to the USFWS PA field office (see
AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION). USFWS will not accept project materials submitted electronically (by upload or
email).
Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted:
____Project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current physical characteristics
of the site and acreage to be impacted.
____A map with the project boundary and/or a basic site plan(particularly showing the relationship of the project to the
physical features such as wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.)
In addition to the materials listed above, USFWS REQUIRES the following
____SIGNED copy of a Final Project Environmental Review Receipt
The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process.
____Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each photo
was taken and the date of the photos)
____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined (e.g.,
by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing the location
of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams.

4. DEP INFORMATION
The Pa Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) requires that a signed copy of this receipt, along with any
required documentation from jurisdictional agencies concerning resolution of potential impacts, be submitted with
applications for permits requiring PNDI review. Two review options are available to permit applicants for handling PNDI
coordination in conjunction with DEP’s permit review process involving either T&E Species or species of special
concern. Under sequential review, the permit applicant performs a PNDI screening and completes all coordination with
the appropriate jurisdictional agencies prior to submitting the permit application. The applicant will include with its
application, both a PNDI receipt and/or a clearance letter from the jurisdictional agency if the PNDI Receipt shows a
Potential Impact to a species or the applicant chooses to obtain letters directly from the jurisdictional agencies. Under
concurrent review, DEP, where feasible, will allow technical review of the permit to occur concurrently with the T&E
species consultation with the jurisdictional agency. The applicant must still supply a copy of the PNDI Receipt with its
permit application. The PNDI Receipt should also be submitted to the appropriate agency according to directions on
the PNDI Receipt. The applicant and the jurisdictional agency will work together to resolve the potential impact(s). See
the DEP PNDI policy at https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/resources.
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5. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
The PNDI environmental review website is a preliminary screening tool. There are often delays in updating species
status classifications. Because the proposed status represents the best available information regarding the
conservation status of the species, state jurisdictional agency staff give the proposed statuses at least the same
consideration as the current legal status. If surveys or further information reveal that a threatened and endangered
and/or special concern species and resources exist in your project area, contact the appropriate jurisdictional
agency/agencies immediately to identify and resolve any impacts.
For a list of species known to occur in the county where your project is located, please see the species lists by county
found on the PA Natural Heritage Program (PNHP) home page (www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us). Also note that the
PNDI Environmental Review Tool only contains information about species occurrences that have actually been
reported to the PNHP.

6. AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
PA Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources
Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section
400 Market Street, PO Box 8552
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552
Email: RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Pennsylvania Field Office
Endangered Species Section
110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101
State College, PA 16801
NO Faxes Please

PA Fish and Boat Commission
Division of Environmental Services
595 E. Rolling Ridge Dr., Bellefonte, PA 16823
Email: RA-FBPACENOTIFY@pa.gov

PA Game Commission
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management
Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat
Protection
2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797
Email: RA-PGC_PNDI@pa.gov
NO Faxes Please

7. PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION
Name:______________________________________________________________
Company/Business Name:______________________________________________
Address:____________________________________________________________
City, State, Zip:_______________________________________________________
Phone:(_____)_________________________Fax:(______)___________________
Email:_____________________________________________________________

8. CERTIFICATION
I certify that ALL of the project information contained in this receipt (including project location, project
size/configuration, project type, answers to questions) is true, accurate and complete. In addition, if the project type,
location, size or configuration changes, or if the answers to any questions that were asked during this online review
change, I agree to re-do the online environmental review.
________________________________________________________
applicant/project proponent signature

_______________________________
date
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Introduction
This Conservation Planning Report compiles names, descriptions, maps, locations, measurements, links and
references for Natural Heritage Areas (core and supporting habitats), Important Bird Areas, State Lands, and agency
designated water resources that are coincident with an area of interest defined by the user of the Pennsylvania
Conservation Explorer tool. For an overview and additional details, please be sure to visit the website at
www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us and download the applicable County Natural Heritage Inventory report(s).
Site Area: 184.11 acres
County(s): Northampton
Township/Municipality(s): PEN ARGYL; PLAINFIELD
Quadrangle Name(s): WIND GAP
Watersheds HUC 8: Middle Delaware-Musconetcong
Watersheds HUC 12: Little Bushkill Creek; Martins Creek-Delaware River
Decimal Degrees: 40.774728 N, -75.263817 W
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 40° 46' 29.225" N, 75° 15' 49.7412" W
SEARCH RESULT SUMMARY
Conservation Planning Category

Detected Area Summary

Natural Heritage Areas

1 site

Protected Lands

4 tracts; 8.87 acres

Important Bird Areas

1 area
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Natural Heritage Areas
Natural Heritage Areas (NHAs) are sites that have been identified as critical habitat for species or natural communities
of concern. This dataset is designed to identify, map and discuss areas that support species of concern, exemplary
natural communities, and broad expanses of intact natural ecosystems that support components of Pennsylvanias
native species biodiversity. These areas are prioritized based upon their ecological qualities and provided with
recommendations regarding their management and protection. Most of the existing NHAs have been developed
through PNHPs County Natural Heritage Inventories -- systematic studies of the critical biological resources of a
county.
Natural Heritage Site Name

Description

Reference

Gall Farm

The floodplain of Little Bushkill Creek has a mixture of narrow
woodlots and wider fallow fields as buffers to the creek from the
adjacent active agricultural fields. The vegetated riparian
corridor provides suitable habitat for a species of concern.

Link

Protected Lands
Protected lands or conservation areas are locations which receive protection, through legal or other means, because of
their recognized natural, ecological and/or cultural values.
Owner

Name

Designation

Manager

Private

Private

Agricultural Easement

CNTY

Total Acres
501.00

Local Parks
A local park is a publicly owned and publicly accessible park or natural area that engages participants of all ages in
outdoor recreational experiences. Local parks and open spaces connect citizens to close-to-home outdoor recreation
opportunities for play and physical activities; promote health and wellness, and environmental stewardship.
Local Park

Park Type

County

State or Federal
Grant Funding

Gall Farm Park

County Parks

Northampton

No

Important Bird Areas (IBAs)
These are areas recognized as being globally important habitat for the conservation of bird populations. Currently there
are about 10,000 IBAs worldwide. The program was developed and sites are identified by BirdLife International.
IBA Site Number

Name

51

Hawk Mountain & Kittatinny Ridge

Reference
Link

For additional information about the Pennsylvania Natural Heritage Program, visit the website at
www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us or you can email your questions and comments to RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov.

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
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1. PROJECT INFORMATION
Project Name: Plainfield Recreation Trail Master Site Plan
Date of Review: 11/9/2018 02:19:08 PM
Project Category: Recreation, Trails & Trailheads (parking, etc.)
Project Area: 184.11 acres
County(s): Northampton
Township/Municipality(s): PEN ARGYL; PLAINFIELD
ZIP Code: 18040; 18064; 18072
Quadrangle Name(s): WIND GAP
Watersheds HUC 8: Middle Delaware-Musconetcong
Watersheds HUC 12: Little Bushkill Creek; Martins Creek-Delaware River
Decimal Degrees: 40.774728, -75.263817
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 40° 46' 29.225" N, 75° 15' 49.7412" W

2. SEARCH RESULTS
Agency

Results

Response

PA Game Commission

Potential Impact

FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

PA Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources

No Known Impact

No Further Review Required

PA Fish and Boat Commission

Potential Impact

FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Potential Impact

FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

As summarized above, Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) records indicate there may be potential
impacts to threatened and endangered and/or special concern species and resources within the project area. If the
response above indicates "No Further Review Required" no additional communication with the respective agency is
required. If the response is "Further Review Required" or "See Agency Response," refer to the appropriate agency
comments below. Please see the DEP Information Section of this receipt if a PA Department of Environmental
Protection Permit is required.
Note that regardless of PNDI search results, projects requiring a Chapter 105 DEP individual permit or GP 5, 6, 7, 8, 9
or 11 must comply with the bog turtle habitat screening requirements of the PASPGP.

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_plainfield_recreation_tra_665800_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-665800

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_plainfield_recreation_tra_665800_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-665800

Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_plainfield_recreation_tra_665800_FINAL_1.pdf

Project Search ID: PNDI-665800

3. AGENCY COMMENTS
Regardless of whether a DEP permit is necessary for this proposed project, any potential impacts to threatened
and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources must be resolved with the appropriate
jurisdictional agency. In some cases, a permit or authorization from the jurisdictional agency may be needed if
adverse impacts to these species and habitats cannot be avoided.
These agency determinations and responses are valid for two years (from the date of the review), and are
based on the project information that was provided, including the exact project location; the project type,
description, and features; and any responses to questions that were generated during this search. If any of the
following change: 1) project location, 2) project size or configuration, 3) project type, or 4) responses to the
questions that were asked during the online review, the results of this review are not valid, and the review must
be searched again via the PNDI Environmental Review Tool and resubmitted to the jurisdictional agencies. The
PNDI tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review may reveal more or fewer impacts than what is listed
on this PNDI receipt. The jursidictional agencies strongly advise against conducting surveys for the species
listed on the receipt prior to consultation with the agencies.

PA Game Commission
RESPONSE:
Further review of this project is necessary to resolve the potential impact(s). Please send project information to this
agency for review (see WHAT TO SEND).
PGC Species: (Note: The Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review
may reveal more or fewer species than what is listed below.)
Scientific Name

Common Name

Current Status

Ardea herodias

Great Blue Heron

Special Concern Species*

PA Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
RESPONSE:
No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.

PA Fish and Boat Commission
RESPONSE:
Further review of this project is necessary to resolve the potential impact(s). Please send project information to this
agency for review (see WHAT TO SEND).

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
RESPONSE:
Further review of this project is necessary to resolve the potential impact(s). Please send project information to this
agency for review (see WHAT TO SEND).
* Special Concern Species or Resource - Plant or animal species classified as rare, tentatively undetermined or
candidate as well as other taxa of conservation concern, significant natural communities, special concern populations
(plants or animals) and unique geologic features.
** Sensitive Species - Species identified by the jurisdictional agency as collectible, having economic value, or being
susceptible to decline as a result of visitation.
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WHAT TO SEND TO JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES
If project information was requested by one or more of the agencies above, upload* or email* the following
information to the agency(s). Instructions for uploading project materials can be found here. This option provides the
applicant with the convenience of sending project materials to a single location accessible to all three state agencies.
Alternatively, applicants may email or mail their project materials (see AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION).
*Note: U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service requires applicants to mail project materials to the USFWS PA field office (see
AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION). USFWS will not accept project materials submitted electronically (by upload or
email).
Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted:
____Project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current physical characteristics
of the site and acreage to be impacted.
____A map with the project boundary and/or a basic site plan(particularly showing the relationship of the project to the
physical features such as wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.)
In addition to the materials listed above, USFWS REQUIRES the following
____SIGNED copy of a Final Project Environmental Review Receipt
The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process.
____Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each photo
was taken and the date of the photos)
____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined (e.g.,
by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing the location
of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams.

4. DEP INFORMATION
The Pa Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) requires that a signed copy of this receipt, along with any
required documentation from jurisdictional agencies concerning resolution of potential impacts, be submitted with
applications for permits requiring PNDI review. Two review options are available to permit applicants for handling PNDI
coordination in conjunction with DEP’s permit review process involving either T&E Species or species of special
concern. Under sequential review, the permit applicant performs a PNDI screening and completes all coordination with
the appropriate jurisdictional agencies prior to submitting the permit application. The applicant will include with its
application, both a PNDI receipt and/or a clearance letter from the jurisdictional agency if the PNDI Receipt shows a
Potential Impact to a species or the applicant chooses to obtain letters directly from the jurisdictional agencies. Under
concurrent review, DEP, where feasible, will allow technical review of the permit to occur concurrently with the T&E
species consultation with the jurisdictional agency. The applicant must still supply a copy of the PNDI Receipt with its
permit application. The PNDI Receipt should also be submitted to the appropriate agency according to directions on
the PNDI Receipt. The applicant and the jurisdictional agency will work together to resolve the potential impact(s). See
the DEP PNDI policy at https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/resources.
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5. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
The PNDI environmental review website is a preliminary screening tool. There are often delays in updating species
status classifications. Because the proposed status represents the best available information regarding the
conservation status of the species, state jurisdictional agency staff give the proposed statuses at least the same
consideration as the current legal status. If surveys or further information reveal that a threatened and endangered
and/or special concern species and resources exist in your project area, contact the appropriate jurisdictional
agency/agencies immediately to identify and resolve any impacts.
For a list of species known to occur in the county where your project is located, please see the species lists by county
found on the PA Natural Heritage Program (PNHP) home page (www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us). Also note that the
PNDI Environmental Review Tool only contains information about species occurrences that have actually been
reported to the PNHP.

6. AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION
PA Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources
Bureau of Forestry, Ecological Services Section
400 Market Street, PO Box 8552
Harrisburg, PA 17105-8552
Email: RA-HeritageReview@pa.gov

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Pennsylvania Field Office
Endangered Species Section
110 Radnor Rd; Suite 101
State College, PA 16801
NO Faxes Please

PA Fish and Boat Commission
Division of Environmental Services
595 E. Rolling Ridge Dr., Bellefonte, PA 16823
Email: RA-FBPACENOTIFY@pa.gov

PA Game Commission
Bureau of Wildlife Habitat Management
Division of Environmental Planning and Habitat
Protection
2001 Elmerton Avenue, Harrisburg, PA 17110-9797
Email: RA-PGC_PNDI@pa.gov
NO Faxes Please

7. PROJECT CONTACT INFORMATION
Name:______________________________________________________________
Company/Business Name:______________________________________________
Address:____________________________________________________________
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JMT BUILDING ASSESSMENT
Gall Farm – Structural Assessment
Introduction: As part of the Gall Farm master
planning process, JMT performed a visual assessment
of the three barn structures on the Gall Farm property
on November 13, 2018. The location of these
three structures is provided on the map shown on
the right. The scope of the inspection was limited to
visual observation non-destructive investigations to
determine the structural integrity, identify immediate
safety concerns, and provide structural repair
recommendations. A separate evaluation will be
required to assess the compliance to building code
requirements depending on the final re-use and
renovation of these structures. This report provides a
brief description, overall assessment, a summary of
defects observed, and repair recommendations for
each structure.

Barn #2

Barn #1

Barn #3

Gall Farm Existing Barn Structure Locations

Gall Farm #1
Overall Assessment: The structure is a post and beam
type barn with a gable roof. It appears salvageable for reuse due to good foundation, and framing in good condition
mostly with some structural repairs needed. There is a
roadside safety concern with the structure 3’- 6” from the
edge of Gall Road pavement. A cost-benefit analysis should
be performed evaluating renovation versus a new structure
possibly in a location outside of the vehicular clear zone.
Photo 1

General Framing (Photo 2): The structure is a post and
beam type barn with a gable roof with entry on the east gable
side. The interior dimensions are 20’- 8” wide x 33’- 0”
long between posts. The connections are all timber mortise
and tenon type. There are 10-10x10 posts at an equal
spacing around the perimeter that provide that transfers the
roof load to the foundation. Most of the posts are in good
condition with two severely deteriorated exceptions.
Photo 2

Posts: The post at the southeast corner exhibits severe decay and has approximately 6”x 6” of wood section
remaining (Photo 3). The beam over the gable side opening is no longer connected to this post due to the post
deterioration. The decay and section loss appear to be from exposure to concentrated rain water coming from a
gutter without a downspout to the ground. The middle post at the west end is unsupported by 2” which may be
considered a minor defect (Photo 4). The 2nd post from the east at the north side has approximately 50% loss due
to exposure to the weather at the base (Photo 5).

Photo 3

Photo 4

Photo 5

Cross bracing/center beam support (Photo 6): The
cross bracing/support consists of truss shape with a
vertical metal rod supporting the main longitudinal loft
beam at the middle. There are horizontal metal ties with
turnbuckles parallel to the timber cross bracing from post
to post. The metal rods and ties are in good condition
however, the ties are loose (under minimal tension). The
interior cross frames appear in good condition with some
as-built irregularities. The west interior cross frame has
a wide split along the length of the horizontal member
(Photo 6) which may warrant a more in-depth assessment
as to its capacity.

Photo 6

Roof/Rafters (Photo 7): The rafters and purlins are in good condition with generally minor defects. The slate roof
needs to be replaced due to slate deterioration and holes. There are some isolated areas of decay of the rafters
and purlins at the location of the roof holes (Photo 8).

Photo 7

Foundation/Concrete slab (Photo 9): The
foundation is in good condition overall. The
foundation consists of stone masonry with a
concrete casing. There is a 1/8” wide vertical
crack in the concrete below the 3rd post to the
west on the north side (Photo 10). There are
no signs of significant settlement. In several
areas the masonry is exposed with some mortar
deterioration. There is a concrete slab in the
western half of the structure. Holes undermine
edge of the slab that appear to be from rodents
(Photo 11).

Photo 10

Photo 8

Photo 9

Photo 11

Exterior: There is severe vegetative growth over the exterior of the structure (Photos 1 &12). There are remnants of gutters, but they are not functional. There are numerous locations of missing and deteriorated siding/
cladding. The door on the east face is detached and is lying in front of the entrance (Photo 13).

Photo 12

Photo 13

Repair Recommendations:
•

Provide temporary support and replace post at southeast corner of structure. Re-attach beam to post at
this location.

•

Provide temporary support, cutoff deteriorated portion to 2nd post to the east at the north side, and splice
with a new post section to foundation.

•

Restore/replace barn doors including hinges/hardware.

•

Remove loose concrete and mortar, repoint and restore concrete as necessary.

•

Confirm structural integrity of wide split at west cross frame/main loft beam support.

•

Replace roof and install gutters that discharge away from structure.

•

Remove vegetative growth over the structure.

•

Remove deteriorated siding/cladding, replace missing sections and repaint entire exterior. Alternatively
replace with new lower maintenance siding.

•

Fill voids underneath slab and complete slab at least half to keep rodents from digging holes underneath.
Alternatively replace slab.

Other Recommendations:
•

A cost-benefit analysis should be performed evaluating renovation versus a new structure possibly in
a location outside of the vehicular clear zone. If the structure is to remain at its current location, then
roadside safety features should be installed to protect the structure.

•

A separate building code inspection should be performed depending on the proposed use of the building.

Gall Farm #2
Overall Assessment: The structure is a
painted steel multi-frame type barn structure. It
is in overall very good condition with only minor
freckled rust to the primary framing members
and no significant defects to the foundation.
Some structural repairs are necessary to the
gable wall framing.

Photo 2

General Framing (Photo 2): The primary
structural framing consists of multiple painted
steel portal frames with a gable roof. The
connections are steel bolted connections. The
overall structure dimensions are 50’ wide x
100’ long. There is an endwall entry bay on
the south wall and a side entry bay at the east
wall. The portal frames exhibit heavy paint loss
with surface rust throughout but no significant
section loss.

Photo 1

Endwalls/sidewalls: The south endwall frame
over the entry bay appears to be damaged
by impact (Photo 3). The door is missing. The
frame opening vertical jambs are warped and
dislodged from the foundation (Photos 4 & 5).

Photo 3

Photo 4

Photo 5

The north endwall framing has a timber portion at the base on top of the footing that is slightly rotated outward
(Photo 6). This causes a visible bow in the siding on the exterior (Photo 7).

Photo 6
Photo 7

The east sidewall has an entry bay. The door appears to be functional however there is not a tight seal around
the perimeter (Photo 8). There is heavy vegetative growth along the east side of the structure and the paint on the
siding is fading (Photo 9).

Photo 8

Photo 10

Photo 9

Roof and purlins (Photo 10): The metal roof is in generally
good condition. The timber purlins have old moisture
staining possibly from a previous roof but does not appear
to be active. There is an isolated warped location in the roof
near the north end at the east side (Photo 11). There are
small holes at this location where bolts for the connection
between roof panels are missing. The eaves overhanging
the east and west walls are rusting on the underside due to
capillary action and no gutters (Photo 12). There are a few
locations areas where this water seepage on the underside
of the eaves extends to the interior and causes moisture to
collect on the timber eave struts.

Foundation/Concrete Slab (Photo 13): The foundation and concrete slab are in good condition. There is an
area at the northeast corner that is a dirt floor and there are holes undermining the edge of the slab that appear
to be from rodents (Photo 14).

Photo 11

Photo 13

Photo 12

Photo 14

Repair Recommendations:
•

Repair impact damaged door endwall frame at the south endwall entry bay including replacing warped
members and attaching jams to foundation. Add door and associated hardware at this entry bay.

•

Add gutter system that prevents seepage on underside of eaves.

•

Repair warped roof panel near the north end at the east side.

•

Repair/replace timber portion of north endwall frame to make plumb. Reattach siding as necessary.

•

Clear vegetative growth along the east side of the structure.

•

Clean steel frames from spot rust and repaint with appropriate paint coating system.

•

Clean and repaint entire exterior including roof and siding.

•

Fill voids underneath slab and complete slab at northeast corner to keep rodents from digging holes
underneath.

•

The door/jam at the east side entry bay may need repairs to improve seal depending on the proposed
re-use.

Other Recommendations:
•

A separate building code inspection should be performed depending on the proposed use of the building.

•

An abandoned well was found approximately 30 feet from the Gall Farm #2 barn structure (Photo 15).
This well should be inspected and evaluated for re-use.

Photo 15

Gall Farm #3
Overall Assessment: The structure is a post and beam type
barn with a gable roof, similar to Gall Farm #1. The interior
inspection of this structure was limited due to the prevalence of
mold and JMT was not equipped with a respirator. The partial
inspection that was performed revealed numerous structural
deficiencies at the primary posts and foundation. The potential
for re-use is questionable. There is a roadside safety concern
with the structure 7’-0” from the edge of Gall Road pavement.
The structure is likely within the vehicular clear zone of Gall
Road. Also, due to structure located on the inside of a sharp
curve, it likely limits sight distance (Photo 2). The structure is
also within 50’ of a stream. A determination should be made
if the structure is located in a flood zone, which may limit
the first floor use. A cost-benefit analysis should be performed
evaluating renovation versus a new structure possibly in a
location outside of the vehicular clear zone and flood zone (if
applicable) and improving the site distance, or elimination of
the structure.
General Framing (Photo 2): The structure is a post and
beam type barn with a gable roof with entry on the east gable
side. The overall structure dimensions are 25’ wide x 40’ long.
The connections are all timber mortise and tenon type. There
are 10-10x10 posts at an equal spacing around the perimeter
that provide that transfers the roof load to the foundation.
Several of the posts show signs of heavy moisture/decay and
are no longer supported by the foundation.

Photo 1

Photo 2

Posts: The post at the southeast corner is out of plumb (Photo 3). The
beam over the gable side opening is no longer connected to this post due
to the post deterioration. There are several posts that are unsupported due
to decay at the bottom of the post and deteriorated foundation (Photo 4).

Photo 3

Photo 4

Mold/Debris: The interior of the structure was very damp and white mold was prevalent on the underside of
the loft flooring/floor joists (Photo 5). This is likely due to the numerous holes in the roof. The presence of mold
resulted in limiting the inspection. The loft area was not accessed because of the concerns of lack of ventilation.
Therefore, the cross bracing, rafters, underside of roof and other timber was not inspected in that area. The
inspection was also limited by large amounts of debris and scrap wood filling the first floor space (Photo 6).

Photo 5

Photo 6

Roof: The inspection of the roof was limited to the exterior from the ground. There were several large holes and
missing slate in the roof and eaves (Photos 7 & 8).

Photo 7

Photo 8

Foundation: The foundation was a combination of stone masonry covered with concrete. There were several
locations where the stone masonry was exposed and disintegrating. The stone masonry at the northwest corner
has fallen apart and no longer supports the post (Photo 10). There are several locations where the concrete
portions of foundation wall are out of plumb or fallen over (Photo 9 & 11).

Photo 9

Exterior: There were several locations where
the siding/cladding was rotted and missing. The
east side entry bay door was out of plumb and
difficult to open. The west side has a covered
awning area and a non-functioning outhouse
(Photo 13). There is vegetative growth over the
structure, especially on the north side (Photo 8).

Photo 12

Photo 10

Photo 11

Photo 13

Recommendations:
•

As JMT’s inspection was limited due to the presence of mold, an entire assessment of the salvageability of
this structure could not be completed. At the request of the County, JMT could return with proper respirators
and access equipment to inspect the loft level. However, initial discussions with the County indicate that
this would be a lower priority structure to renovate due to its location. Our initial inspection revealed that
the salvageability of this structure is questionable due to the defects observed at the foundation, structural
posts, roof, and the presence of mold.

•

A determination should be made if the structure is located within a flood zone of the nearby creek since
this may limit the ability for re-use.

•

A cost-benefit analysis should be performed evaluating renovation versus a new structure possibly in a
location outside of the vehicular clear zone and flood zone (if applicable) or eliminating this structure.

•

A separate building code inspection should be performed depending on the proposed use of the building.

WILDLANDS CONSERVANCY PCD ANALYSIS

Wildlands Conservancy’s preliminary assessment of natural resources and recommendations for restoration and protection at the Gall Farm:
Gall Farm features unique natural resources and several listing of Natural Heritage Areas (NHA) including the
following:
-

Stream corridor
Spring/small tributary
Open space for wildlife habitat enhancement
Natural Heritage Areas (NHA)
• NHA Core - Gall Farm
• NHA Supporting Gall Farm
• NHA Supporting Delaware River

Wildlands Conservancy’s recommendations for protecting & enhancing natural resources & NHA sites:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Expand/Protect riparian buffer through native plantings and establishing no mow zones along the stream
and spring corridors. Widen the buffer to have protection throughout the NHA supporting Delaware
River Corridor
Naturalization of Gall Farm NHA site south of Gall Rd and plan for limited disturbance
Keep lowlands on either side of Gall Farm bridge as natural areas to protect springs and wetlands
Address stormwater runoff and erosion at top of slope along power line corridor
Consider keeping field in agriculture where it’s adjacent to ag easement. Install ag bmps as an educational opportunity.
Consider converting narrow strip of parcel west of the trail as a wildflower meadow and educational
opportunity since it’s so close to the trail.

KEY PERSON INTERVIEWS

In October of 2018, Environmental Planning and Design, LLC, contacted the following individuals and had
phone conversations varying in length between a half hour to over an hour. Below is a summary of the conversations. It is important to note that each person had much more to contribute than what is summarized below and
Environmental Planning and Design, LLC, has retained detailed records of the conversations. This summary is an
effort to provide themes/concepts/inspirations gleaned from the conversations.

Lamont McClure - County Executive
Mr. McClure presented the idea of long-term financial investment in the project. He expressed that once a series
of on-going clean-up projects in currently existing parks is completed, municipal funds will be freed up to be
dedicated to the maintenance of Gall Farm. Mr. McClure expressed his pride in the local parks, specifically the
fact that almost every park connects to a trail, creating an amazing web of connectivity. Mr. McClure expressed
concern over the possibility of the development of an amphitheater, citing the financial burden this may place
on the shoulders of the public.

Matt Dietz - Northampton County Council
A common concern amongst those interviewed and the general public was the threat of “overdevelopment”,
and Mr. Dietz agreed. He feels that there is already an abundance of sports fields and facilities and the goal
of this project should be more passive and “scenic” in nature. On the topic of funding, Mr. Dietz was confident
that the County council would soon be discussing the potential of commercial opportunities to offset the costs of
project maintenance.
Mr. Dietz also expressed interest in the possibility of a “drone park”, archery ranges and classes, and concerts in
the area of the quarries. Mr. Dietz stated that “The key is to keep things relevant. For it to be worth the cost, the
site has to get use from the public and be worth maintaining. And if people aren’t coming, then vandalism becomes an issue. The programming has to interest people… We need to create ‘outdoor tourism’ of some kind.”

Michael Stershic - Executive Director, Discover Lehigh Valley
Mr. Stershic was focused on the idea of site preservation and accessibility. He supported the adding of parking,
and stressed the importance of developing more active trail maintenance. Mr. Stershic was also concerned with
better communication and signage for visitors to the Farm. He stated that “People need to know where parking
areas are and they need to know how to get there.” Like others, Mr. Stershic valued the commitment to “passive” recreation, and suggested that there may be opportunities for programming related to birding/bird-watching.

Robin Dingle - EAC/Planning Commission/Little Bushkill Creek Watershed Management Plan key originator/contributor
Ms. Dingle, like most interviewed, preferred the site to be “more natural with less development”. She stated that
“Any built structure should be made to fit the aesthetics of the site. Like a barn. No metal.”
She suggested extending the PTRT into the Farm and then reconnecting back into its original path. She also stated that the trails can be “too repetitive” and wanted to see a wider variety trails for people of all ability levels.
Ms. Dingle also suggested having different zones for the different levels of activity within the site, and buffers
delineating those zones.
A desire for more educational opportunities, such as bee-keeping, habitat management, and biofuel education
was also expressed. A “bat-habitat” was also suggested.

Robin Zmeda - Pen Argyl Borough Manager
Again, concerns of over-development and a desire to preserve the natural beauty of the Farm were on the forefront. Ms. Zmeda has no desire to see more active development. “We don’t want Wally World,” she stated. She
expressed that there were no “real parks” in Plainfield, just playgrounds and ballfields.
She expressed a desire to focus on the agricultural history of the site, viewing this project as a learning opportunity. “The farm could also serve as an educational center. We’re losing our family farms. As the generations go
off to college and decide not to continue in the family business, the craft of the profession is getting lost. This
could be an opportunity to teach potential future-farmers the ropes of the agricultural industry.”
Ms. Zmeda expressed interest in making the slate quarries a focus of the site, relating that the presence of slate
was “why we’re here in the first place”.

COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS
Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey
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Q2 Where do you usually go for outdoor recreation?
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Q3 How do you get there?
Answered: 96

Skipped: 1

Walking

Bicycling

Driving

Public Transit

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Walking

13.54%

13

Bicycling

7.29%

7

Driving

79.17%

76

Public Transit

0.00%

0

TOTAL

96

Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey

Q4 How long do you generally spend there?
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Q6 What types of scenery do you particularly enjoy? Photos are generic
scenery from central Pennsylvania. Please choose all that apply.
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Q7 What type of trail surface do you prefer?
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Q8 For the new Northampton County recreation area located on the Gall
Farm property in Plainfield Township, please choose up to 5 activities
that are most important to you:
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Q9 For the new Northampton County recreation area located on the Gall
Farm property in Plainfield Township, please choose up to 4 amenities
that are most important to you.
Answered: 97

Skipped: 0

Restrooms

Parking

Drinking
Fountains

Picnic Pavilion

Trailhead for
Plainfield...
Amphitheater/Ou
tdoor Event...

Picnic Tables

Benches

Permanent
Concessions...
Food Trucks
(temporary)

Playground

Nature Play
Spaces
Other (please
specify)
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Restrooms

80.41%

78

Parking

68.04%

66

Drinking Fountains

30.93%

30

Picnic Pavilion

12.37%

12

11 / 16

Food Trucks
(temporary)

Playground

Nature Play
Spaces

Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey
70.10%

68

47.42%

46

90% 100% 40.21%

39

14.43%

14

21.65%

12.37%

21
78
14
66
20
30
12

17.53%

12
17

7.22%

46
7

7.22%

9
7

10.31%

17
10

20.62%

34
20

35.05%

1
34

38.14%

4
37

1.03%

15
1

20.62%

21
20

42.27%

7
41

9.28%

9

Walking / Running Other (please
specify)

Hiking
Bicycling

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

Mountain Biking
ANSWER CHOICES
Fishing
Restrooms
Picnicking
Parking
Birdwatching
Drinking Fountains
Horseback Riding

80%

RESPONSES
80.41%
14.43%
68.04%
20.62%
30.93%

Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey

PicnicAppreciation
Pavilion
Farm
(historic buildings, farm animals/petting zoo, cultivation, etc)

12.37%

Trailhead for Plainfield Township Trail
Cross Country Skiing / Snow-shoeing

47.42%

Amphitheater/Outdoor Event Space
Ice Skating

11 / 16

9.28%

Picnic Tables
Sledding / Tobogganing / Snow tubing

17.53%

Benches
Environmental Education

35.05%

Permanent Concessions (Food stand)
Quiet Contemplation

1.03%

Food Trucks (temporary)
Dog Walking

4.12%

Playground
RC Airplanes, Drones, Kite-Flying, etc

15.46%

Nature Play Spaces
Photography

21.65%

Other (please specify)
Wildlife Watching
Total Respondents: 97
Other (please specify)

7.22%

Total Respondents: 97

Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey

Q10 For the Plainfield Township Trail, please choose up to 3 elements
that are most important to you:
Answered: 97

Skipped: 0

Attractive
Scenery/View...
Connections to
other...
Road Crossing
Safety...
Trail Safety
(railings,...
Personal
Safety...
Opportunities
to learn abo...
Opportunities
for overnigh...
Other (please
specify)
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ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Attractive Scenery/View-sheds

55.67%

54

Connections to other trails/destinations

61.86%

60

Road Crossing Safety (pavement marking, crossing lights, etc)

34.02%

33

Trail Safety (railings, steps, etc)

39.18%

38

Personal Safety (lighting, emergency call boxes, etc)

26.80%

26

Opportunities to learn about local heritage/environment

25.77%

25

Opportunities for overnight camping

13.40%

13

Other (please specify)

9.28%

9

Total Respondents: 97
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Q11 For the Plainfield Township Trail, please choose up to 4 amenities
that are most important to you:
Answered: 97

Skipped: 0

Benches

Restrooms

Parking

Bicycle Lockers

Snack Stands

Educational
Signage/Exhi...
Directional/Way
finding Signage

Railings/Steps

Emergency Call
Boxes
Drinking
Fountains
Trash
Receptacles

Trail Lighting

Other (please
specify)
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Benches

34.02%

33

Restrooms

76.29%

74

Parking

69.07%

67

3.09%

3

1.03%

1

Bicycle Lockers
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Trail Lighting

Other (please
specify)
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Bicycling
Benches
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40.21%
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33

Mountain
RestroomsBiking

76.29%

14.43%

14
74

Fishing
Parking

69.07%

21.65%

21
67

Picnicking
Bicycle Lockers
Birdwatching

3.09%

14.43%

14
3

20.62%

20

12.37%

1
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17.53%
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17

7.22%
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10
7

10.31%
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20

35.05%

48
34

38.14%

12
37

1.03%
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1

20.62%

20

Wildlife Watching

42.27%

41

Other (please specify)

9.28%

9

Snack Stands
Horseback
Riding

Gall Farm Master Plan - Community Survey
1.03%

Educational Signage/Exhibits
Farm Appreciation (historic buildings, farm animals/petting zoo, cultivation,
14 / 16etc)

26.80%

Directional/Wayfinding Signage
Cross Country Skiing / Snow-shoeing

36.08%

Railings/Steps
Ice Skating

10.31%

Emergency Call Boxes
Sledding / Tobogganing / Snow tubing

7.22%

Drinking Fountains
Environmental Education

25.77%

Trash Receptacles
Quiet Contemplation

49.48%

Trail Lighting
Dog Walking

12.37%

Other (please specify)
RC Airplanes, Drones, Kite-Flying, etc
Total Respondents: 97
Photography

2.06%

Total Respondents: 97
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Q12 Do you have any other suggestions or comments, either about the
Plainfield Township Trail or the new county recreation area on the Gall
Farm Property?
Answered: 47

Skipped: 50

“Keep the land as open space. Provide trails so people can walk around it, but keep the land open for wildlife.”
“Keep it natural.”
“Provide opportunities to connect to the stream for fishing. Educational opportunities of native plant habitat,
riparian buffer, and native grass and wildflower meadows.”
“Label the trees and plants in one area.”
“If there are historic buildings or stories that can be told about this area, it is important to preserve and educate!”
“Keep the Lehigh Valley Planning Commission out of the process. A Rogue organization willing to do or say
whatever it takes to keep their funding levels up. No reason for a regional advisory Commission to have 25
people working there and being funding by the county.”
“There are more garbage bins near Knitter’s Hill trailhead than in stretch between Stockertown trailhead and
Engler Road - should be more evenly distributed.”
“More restrooms!”
“Incorporate the Quarry as a water feature.”
“I think this project would be very beneficial to the scouts in the area to earn their high level awards by helping
in some areas. Girls Scouts could assist and earn their Bronze, Silver and Gold Awards and Boy Scouts could
assist and earn their Eagle Scout.”
“Do the minimum, we already have playgrounds that don’t get used. My kids and I are usually alone at the
Kesslerville and township building playgrounds. We already have plenty of sports fields that aren’t used. All you
need is parking, garbage cans, a trail, permission to fish (artificial lure only, bait fishermen litter) and hunt and
an area for people with limited mobility, maybe a restroom but that would have to be cleaned. The port-a-pottys
at Kesslersville Park work fine. I would prefer something at most like what’s along the Little Lehigh near the Fish
Hatchery or the Trexler Game Preserve in Lehigh County. Those are nice parks. The trails over near Gracedale
nursing home in Nazareth are also nice but there is limited parking over there. A good sledding hill would be
used. Not many places to safely do that in the area since you need a long flat run out to safely stop some of the
sleds these days.”
“Should be something for all ages, children through seniors. Safe, scenic and also pet friendly.”
“Please do not destroy this farm. I have so many childhood memories here”

“Thank you for doing this for the residents of Northampton County. The preserved land and the opportunity to
enjoy it is much appreciated.”
“Please make the trails horse friendly.”
“Allow horses.”
“Keep it as natural as possible”
“These are my ideas in no particular order, fishing pond, splash pad fountain for kids, charging stations for
electronics, dog poop receptacles on the trail not just at the entrance, and community gardening opportunities.
I love the idea of having food on site whether a concession stand or food trucks. That is definitely a service
missing at other parks!”
“Keep open for hunting.”
“I would love to see a botanical garden similar to- but on a smaller scale - Longwood Gardens or the Norfolk
Botanical Garden.”
“We need a connection from Tatamy into Stockertown for safely getting to tatamy portion of the trail.”
“Keep as natural as possible, but need trails for all abilities.”
“Leave it as close to its natural state as possible.”
“I am interested in becoming an active volunteer with this endeavor.”
“Less is more.”
“A splash park would be great. There are none in the immediate area and would be a huge hit. Having it gated
and require a small membership fee would make it ideal to ensure safety. (There is a great one in Upper Macungie Township, but it is only open to that township’s residents). It is always a huge hit for the kids and there is
zero risk of drowning, no lifeguard needed.”
“Please provide passive recreation, there is no need for over development of this area.”
“Incorporate the scenic views”
“Take a look at upper mount bethel park and build on that idea. I would love walking loops of varying distances, community events with vendors, movies in the park, a large pond with be a really nice feature. As a kid I
used to go to Clove lakes park on Staten island where I grew up. It also exemplifies a nice balance of nature
and social activity.”
“Regular maintenance and year round availability, snow removal.”
“Allow dogs on leash, keep historic buildings maintained, adequate safety precautions.”
.Enhance and preserve habitat for wildlife. Create educational pollinator gardens for monarch butterflies.”
“Looking forward to another trail. The one we use is constantly being used by many people. We always see
other people on the trail.”
“I’m not really familiar with this property so it would be helpful if you’d have provided a map and some photos
of it. The trails in that area are a terrific resource to bike and walk along and I hope this property opens more
opportunities for low impact outdoor recreation.”
“Please try to keep the Gall Farm as pristine as possible this is a beautiful piece of with birdlife and wildlife living
on it.”

“I would hope to have a walking trail that is flat. No hills.”
“Maintain or increase natural riparian buffers along the creek.”
“Prefer a “low impact” approach.”
“A nice living pond/water feature for fishing would be attractive. Safe pathways for accessing via other trails or
new trails. Connect to Engler Rd and make Weiss Rd a pedestrian friendly path to Plainfield Comm Park/Achenbachs Grove. Dont compete with local parks, but make part of park system.”
“The Plainfield Township Trail is great now - please don’t ruin it with ‘improvements’. The Gall Farm should remain largely undeveloped with an agricultural component if possible. Riparian buffers must be maintained. No
hard surfaces anywhere. No motorized anything.”
“Leave it natural. It is farmed now which brings in an income for the county. A park will only cost the taxpayers
money. There are other parks nearby. We don’t need another one.”
“Preserve more than take away from what’s there.”
“Park usage should be strictly limited to very low-impact activities with an emphasis on maintaining its current
state. Trail walking, birdwatching.”
“Quarries need to remain closed to the public. They are extremely dangerous and will put the general public at
risk. This proposed area should remain as close to the way it is now to preserve the natural beauty of the area
and its surroundings.”
“Park should focus on the original beauty of the property and strictly limited to trail walking and photography.”
“Please keep it as natural as possible.”
“To keep the land as natural as possible.”
“Park should be kept close to natural state as possible.”
“This property is close to Jacobsburg Park and should be developed as little as possible or not at all considering
tax-payer funds and maintenance expenses.”
“Park should be pet friendly and kept as rural as possible.”
“Bird houses and habitat. Bat houses. Less focus on activities. More of a rural area for enjoying wildlife and
open space.”
“Keep it natural.”
“I want it to stay in farming. The trail is ok but we have enough with Jacobsburg and Louise Moore, I don’t want
this in my area.”
“I have lived near and used this property with owner permission. There is a large coyote, fox, turkey, night and
day raptors and deer population that live full time on property. Artificial lighting will interfere with all of that. Park
should close at dusk due to that. I would like to see nature and horse trails available. I would like to see trash
receptacles at parking area and adequate parking for those who would trailer in horses to ride the property and
adjacent plainfield trail. Camping would be a bad idea, as would quarry access. I would rather not see pavilions as I feel it would interfere with natural beauty and require more monitoring and patrolling than the county
may want to do. Be mindful that areas of this property are not easily monitored by Police officers doing a drive
by.”

