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The only relationship evident between the City
of Manhattan and Kansas State University is
the use of the K-State Natatorium which houses
three bodies of water; none of which are leisure
oriented. USD 383 (public schools) currently
relies on the K-State Natatorium facility for their
swim programs, although the University does not
have a competitive swimming or diving team.
The University has a long-range plan to relocate
indoor aquatics to be adjacent, and potentially
incorporated into, their current Recreation Center
facility. This relocated indoor aquatic facility
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In contrast to outdoor parks and trails, indoor
recreation and multipurpose community spaces
provided by the City of Manhattan are extremely
limited. With the exception of City Auditorium,
Community House, and Douglass Community
Center, indoor gymnasium and flexible
community and recreation spaces provided by the
City are almost non-existent in the community.
Most communities of Manhattan’s size and
with the population present have a significant
community center in addition to the offerings
provided by Kansas State University.

Marlatt Ave

Susan B. Anthony
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College Ave

The City of Manhattan Parks and Recreation
Department (MPRD) owns and maintains 28
parks comprised of approximately 600 acres.
MPRD operates three outdoor aquatics centers,
nine indoor facilities and offers over 27 miles of
soft and paved trails. MPRD consist of seven
divisions including Recreation, City Parks, Sunset
Zoo, Flint Hills Discovery Center, Douglass
Community Center, Animal Shelter/Control and
Administration. MPRD provides a wide variety
of recreational classes, activities, programs and
services to the Manhattan community.

Sunset Ave

Introduction

would likely be leisure oriented with no lane pools
to support competitive swimming programs.
There are currently no other significant indoor
aquatics facilities available and accessible to the
public within the community. However, at the
time of this Plan publication, a private service
provider has expressed interest in developing
a significant indoor fitness facility that could
potentially include aquatic facilities.
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The City of Manhattan has an existing mutually
beneficial relationship with USD 383 and Riley
County, as it relates to occupying and sharing
outdoor park and indoor facility spaces. These
relationships bring tremendous value to citizens
from a comprehensive community services
perspective and appear to be healthy at this time
with no parties seeking changes. As it relates
to indoor recreation programming, specifically
gymnasium spaces, the City is very dependent
upon USD 383. If the City access to USD 383
facilities went away, the City’s ability to provide
indoor recreation programs would be extremely
limited. Similarly, USD 383 programming relies
heavily on the City providing access to a number
of outdoor facilities within parks – including
tennis, baseball, softball, and cross country. Based
on national trends, the City will need to invest
significant time and effort into maintaining the
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relationship with USD 383 as the availability
of those spaces for non-school programming
appears to be dwindling due to increased demand
from the community.

Purpose
The purpose of the Manhattan Parks and
Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement Plan
is to inform city leaders and staff engaged in
decision making processes to determine how to
best meet short-term (0-5 years), mid-term (5-15
years) and long-term (>15 years) athletic facilities
needs of citizens through renovations to existing
indoor and outdoor athletic facilities and potential
development of new indoor athletic and/or
recreation facilities.

Process
The process to complete the Plan began with a
demographic review for the City of Manhattan
and a market summary with recreation and
leisure participation standards as produced by
the National Sporting Goods and the National
Endowment of the Arts. A level of service analysis
was also completed to determine how well the
existing City of Manhattan Park and Recreation
system is meeting the needs of residents. This
data informed the Plan through macro and micro
level current and projected future population
demographics, recreation and leisure participation

rates and experienced or anticipated facility
deficiencies.
The Plan process included a tour and assessment
of parks and facilities of significance to the Plan
to provide a baseline understanding of existing
conditions, identify potential opportunities and
challenges for future improvements, and establish
an order of magnitude for future improvement
considerations. This information established the
foundation for development of improvement
scenarios for the Plan.
The Plan process was firmly hinged on a robust
and multifaceted citizen engagement effort to
seek perspectives from individuals who frequently
utilize Manhattan parks and recreation facilities
and those who do not. While the focus of the
Plan was to identify athletic facility deficiencies,
needed improvements, expansions and/or new
facilities, more diverse user group insight was
sought than only input from regular users of
these facilities. This diverse range of citizen
engagement was a critical component of the
Plan to ensure recommendations and outcomes
align with priorities supported by the Manhattan
community.

Public Engagement
Public Open House | Steering Committee Workshops | Statistically Valid Community Survey
Focus Group Sessions | City Staff Interviews | Park Board Meetings City Commission Meetings
Implementation
Priorities
Demographic
Review

Market
Summary

Level of Service
Analysis

Parks & Facilities
Assessment

The
Plan

Improvement
Scenarios
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The citizen engagement approaches and tools
utilized to seek input and receive comments
throughout the Plan process included 187
different leagues, clubs, institutions, not-forprofits, community service entities, religious
organizations, health and wellness providers, and
arts and humanities being invited to participate
in focus group sessions, public meetings, City
Commission Meetings, Park Board Meetings,
steering committee meetings, city staff interviews
and a statistically valid community survey
developed and administered specifically for the
Plan.

City of Manhattan appropriately acknowledge the
priorities voiced by the community.
The following four highest prioritized
recommendations voiced by the community
through this Plan process are:
•
Priority 1: Creation of indoor space
geographically located to meet unmet needs in the
community.
•
Priority 2: Improvement to safety and
playability of existing field playing surfaces.
•
Priority 3: Improve availability and
condition of community parks, trails, and
neighborhood parks.
•
Priority 4: Development of new indoor
aquatic facilities.
Each of these priorities has a series of
considerations that will need to be evaluated in
greater detail prior to implementation. These
considerations, more detailed descriptions of
improvements, and anticipated costs are provided
in Chapter 8: Implementation of this Plan report.

Community Priorities
The priorities for future improvements to
Manhattan parks and recreation facilities have
been expressed by citizens through this Plan
effort. While the focus of this Plan was to define
improvements to enhance existing recreation and
athletic facilities and determine the conceptual
make up of potential new indoor and/or
outdoor facilities supported by the community,
participants were afforded the opportunity
to provide input and perspectives related to a
wide-range of elements regarding the Manhattan
Parks and Recreation system. As such, the four
highest priorities for improvements and/or
development of new parks and facilities by the

Of particular note, a topic of conversation
throughout the Plan process was the concept
of developing multiple smaller neighborhood
recreation centers within the City versus a
single larger community recreation center. This
potential strategy of developing multiple small
neighborhood recreation centers is a departure
from industry trends. Most organizations
are consolidating multiple recreation center
operations into one larger community recreation
facility to reduce operations and maintenance
expenditures and potentially create a regional
draw to the community. However, the specific
unmet community needs, community-supported
service delivery models, and level of service
expectations of citizens were carefully evaluated
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through this plan process to arrive at the most
appropriate delivery model for the City of
Manhattan to be the multiple neighborhood
recreation center service delivery model. For
reference, this Plan identifies opportunities,
challenges, alternatives, and future considerations
for both service delivery models.

Conclusion

The improvement scenarios and timeframes
provided in the Plan were developed by
synthesizing relevant research and data, specific
parks and facilities assessments and input and
feedback received from focus groups, citizens,
City Commissioners, Park Board Members,
steering committee representatives and city
staff. The implementation strategies provided in
the Plan were developed based on communitysupported priorities expressed through the citizen
engagement effort and validated through the
statistically valid community survey instrument.
The recommendations of the Plan are intended
to serve as a guideline for city leaders to plan and
budget for implementation of the identified parks
and facilities improvements. The Plan should
be considered a flexible tool that may need to be
updated or modified as needed in the future. City
leaders will need to allocate additional funds and
potentially explore alternative funding sources to
successfully implement the recommendations of
the Plan.
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Chapter 2

Demographic
Summary
& Market
Review

Demographic Summary & Market Review
The following is a summary of the basic
demographic characteristics of the identified
service areas for the City of Manhattahn along
with recreation and leisure participation standards
as produced by the National Sporting Goods
Association and the National Endowment of the
Arts.

area for the plan has been identified as the City
of Manhattan, of which there is a significant
population of college-aged students. A secondary
service area has been identified as a 20-minute
drive time. The drive-time is a recommendation
based on a population concentration that would
typically use the City of Manhattan as their
primary provider of indoor recreation facilities
and parks.

Service Areas:
While there has been a previous feasibility study
completed focusing on the
positive
Site
Map economic
impact that a field-house could have on the
Manhattan City, KS
community, this plan is focused
on the needs
Manhattan city, KS (2044250)
Place the primary service
of the community. As such

Service areas can vary in size with the types of
components that are included in a facility or a
park. An indoor center with active elements
(pool, weight cardiovascular equipment area, gym,
track, etc.) will generally have a larger service area
than a more passively oriented facility.

Map A - Primary Service Area
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Specialized facilities such as a sports field house,
ice arena or large competitive aquatic venue will
have even larger service areas that make them
more of a regional destination. Within a park
system amenities such a synthetic turf fields,
inclusion of lighted playing surface and critical
mass of facilities (sheer number of playing
surfaces) determine how far and often individuals
are willing to travel to use facilities. For passive
park elements the distance people will travel to
use a facility is dependent upon the uniqueness of
the amenity.

Service areas can also be based upon a facility’s
(indoor or outdoor) proximity to major
thoroughfares. For indoor facilities another factor
impacting the use as it relates to driving distance
are the presence of alternative service providers
in the service area. Alternative service providers
can have an impact upon membership, daily
admissions and the associated penetration rates for
programs and services. The presence of alternative
service providers can also have an impact on the
number and frequency of events that could be
held at a specialized facility.

Site Map
Manhattan Secondary v2
Area: 308.04 square miles

Map B - Secondary Service Area
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Service Area Comparison Chart:
Population:
2010 Census
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Households:
2010 Census
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Families:
2010 Census
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Average Household Size:
2010 Census
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Ethnicity:
Hispanic
White
Black
American Indian
Asian
Pacific Islander
Other
Multiple
Median Age:
2010 Census
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Median Income:
2014 Estimate
2019 Estimate
Household Budget Expenditures :
Housing
Entertainment & Recreation

City of Manhattan

Secondary Service Area

52,281
56,530
60,897

66,796
72,326
78,259

20,008
21,901
23,797

25,613
28,005
30,503

9,466
10,363
11,227

13,597
14,813
16,098

2.30
2.30
2.30

2.36
2.36
2.36

7.1%
82.5%
6.2%
0.5%
4.9%
0.2%

7.0%
83.5%
5.9%
0.6%
4.1%
0.2%

2.1%
3.7%

2.0%
3.8%

24.3
24.6
25.0

24.9
25.6
26.6

$43,837
$52,130

$48,290
$56,209

82
79

86
84

This information is placed on an index with a reference point being the National average of 100.

1
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Age and Income:
The median age and household income levels
are compared with the national number as
both of these factors are primary determiners of
participation in recreation activities. The lower
the median age, the higher the participation rates
are for most activities. The level of participation
also increases as the median income level goes up.

is important to understand that the majority
of those individual’s recreation needs are being
served by the college/university. Another factor
impacting the lower median age is the presence of
Fort Riley which equates to younger servicemen
and women. The public at large needs to have
City of services
Manhattan,
KSthe full
parks and recreation
that address
spectrum
age groups asMaster
they havePlan
very little
Parks
& of
Recreation
access to university or military facilities.

MARKET ANALYSIS

*

The median age in the Primary and Secondary
Based upon 2014 median household income
Service Areas is significantly lower than the State
Age
and
Income:
The
median
age
and
household
income levels
are compared
with
projections
the following
narrative
can the
be national
and National number with the State number
number
aslower
both than
of these
factors number.
are primary
in recreation
activities.
providedofforparticipation
the service areas,
which describes
also being
the National
The determiners
the percentage
with income
The
lower
median
higher thewith
participation
rates are offorhouseholds
most activities.
The below
level of
median
agethe
of the
serviceage,
areasthe
is consistent
$25,000
and
above
$50,000:
participation
also
increases
as
the
median
income
level
goes
up.
the presence of a major college/university. It

Table
TableAA–-Median
MedianAge:
Age
CityofofManhattan
Manhattan
City
Secondary Service
Service Area
Secondary
Area
State
of
Kansas
State of Kansas
Nationally
Nationally

2010 Census
2014 Projection
2019 Projection
2010 Census
2014 Projection
2019 Projection
24.3
24.6
25.0
24.3
24.6
25.0
24.9
25.6
26.6
24.9
25.6
26.6
36.0
36.4
37.0
36.0
36.4
37.0
37.1
38.2
37.1 37.7
37.7
38.2

Chart A – Median Age:

Chart A - Median Age
38.2

37.7

37.1

40
35
30
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15
10
5
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City of Manhattan

2014
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2018
State of Kansas
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The median age in the Primary and Secondary Service Areas is significantly lower than the State
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and National number with the State number also being lower than the National number. The
median age of the service areas is consistent with the presence of a major college/university. It is

sri

Custom Map
2013 Median Age (Esri) by Block Groups

Map C - Median Age by Census Block Groups

2013 Median Age (Esri)
by Block Groups
0 to 10.4
10.4 to 27.1
27.1 to 33.7
33.7 to 41.5
41.5 to 50.9

November 06, 2014
In the City of Manhattan the percentage of
The median household income for the State
of
Made with Esri Business Analyst
households with medianwww.esri.com/ba
income over $50,000
Kansas
Page 1 of 1
800-447-9778
Try it Now!is equal to that of the National number,
per year is 45.2% compared to 52.2% on a
while the City and Secondary Service Area
national level. Furthermore, the percentage of
are lower than both the State and National
the households in the service area with median
number. Those statistics are not uncommon for a
income less than $25,000 per year is 31.2%
community that has a major university within the
compared to a level of 23.8% nationally.
city boundaries.

In the Secondary Service Area the percentage of
households with median income over $50,000
per year is 48.8% compared to 52.2% on a
national level. Furthermore, the percentage of
the households in the service area with median
income less than $25,000 per year is 28.0%
compared to a level of 23.8% nationally.

Because of the number of students and their
disproportionately low income it skews the overall
data in terms of median age and median income.
It is also important to note that while the indoor
recreation needs and the bulk of the outdoor
needs for students are being met by the university
they are still residents of the community and users
of the park system.
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Table B – Median Household Income:

Table B - Median Household Income

City
CityofofManhattan
Manhattan
Secondary
Area
Secondary Service
Service Area
State
Stateof
ofKansas
Kansas
Nationally
Nationally

2014 Estimate
2014 Estimate
$43,837
$43,837
$48,290
$48,290
$51,292
$51,292
$52,076
$52,076

2019
Projection
2019
Projection
$52,130$52,130
$56,209$56,209
$59,611$59,611
$59,599$59,599

Chart
ChartBB–- Median
MedianHousehold
HouseholdIncome:
Income
$59,599
$60,000

$52,076

Median HH Income

$50,000
$40,000
$30,000
$20,000
$10,000
$0
City of Manhattan

2014
Secondary Service Area

2019
State of Kansas

National

Page 5
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Custom Map

Map D - Median Household Income by Census Block Group
2013 Median Household Income (Esri) by Block Groups

2013 Median Household
Income (Esri) by Block
Groups
0 to 23,747
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In addition to taking a look at Median Age and
Median Income, it is important to examine
Household Budget Expenditures. In particular
looking at housing information; shelter, utilities,
fuel and public services along with entertainment

& recreation can provide a snap shot into the
cost of living and spending patterns in the service
areas. The table below looks at that information
and compares the service areas.

Table C - Household Budget Expenditures
City of Manhattan
Housing
Shelter
Utilities, Fuel, Public
Service
Entertainment &
Recreation

SPI
82
83
79

Average Amount Spent
$17,208.72
$13,322.37
$3,886.35

Percent
31.2%
24.2%
7.0%

79

$2,546.35

4.6%

Secondary Service Area
Housing
Shelter
Utilities, Fuel, Public
Service
Entertainment &
Recreation

SPI
86
87
84

Average Amount Spent
$18,095.72
$13,966.12
$4,129.60

Percent
30.9%
23.9%
7.1%

84

$2,721.02

4.7%

State of Kansas
Housing
Shelter
Utilities, Fuel, Public
Service
Entertainment &
Recreation

SPI
92
91
96

Average Amount Spent
$19,340.48
$14,583.22
$4,757.26

Percent
29.7%
22.4%
7.3%

97

$3,127.13

4.8%

SPI:
Spending Potential Index as compared to the National number
of 100.
Average Amount Spent:
The average amount spent per household.

Percent:
Percent of the total 100% of household expenditures.

Note:
Shelter along with Utilities, Fuel, Public Service are a
portion of the Housing percentage.
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Chart
Budget
Expenditures
Spending
Potential
Index:
ChartCC– -Household
Household
Budget
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Chart C, illustrates the Household Budget
owned dwellings is 61, which is significantly less
Chart
C,
illustrates
the
Household
Budget
Expenditures
Spending
Index
in the
Expenditures Spending Potential Index in the
than the
national Potential
number, and
the SPI
for service
rented
areas.
service areas.
dwellings is 146 which is significantly higher.

That higher cost of living in rented dwellings is
While the
the household
would
While
householdbudget
budgetexpenditures
expenditures
would indicate
lower
of and
living
in the
City of
consistenta with
thecost
Trends
Forces
Report
indicate a lower
of living ininformation
the City of that B*K(May
Manhattan
therecost
is additional
can2014)
add tocreated
the overall
Based upon
as part profile.
of the Manhattan
ManhattanSpending
there is additional
information
Consumer
data from
the 2011that
and 2012Urban
Consumer
Expenditure
Surveys
a Spending
Area Comprehensive Plan Update.
can be added
to can
the overall
profile.
upon dwelling and rented dwellings. While the SPI for
Potential
Index
be created
for Based
both owned
Consumer
Spending
datawhich
from the
and
that information
we SPI
can look
owned
dwellings
is 61,
is 2011
significantly
less Layered
than theonto
national
number, the
for rented
2012 Consumer
Surveys a Spending
at information from the 2010 Census which
dwellings
is 146 Expenditure
which is significantly
higher.
Potential Index can be created for both owned
indicated that of the 21,619 housing units in
dwellingonto
and rented
dwellings. While
SPI at
forinformation
Manhattan
7,836
(39.2%)
were owned
12,172
Layered
that information
we canthelook
from
the 2010
Census
which at
indicated
(60.8)
were were
rented.owned at 12,172 (60.8) were
that of the 21,619 housing units in Manhattan 7,836
(39.2%)
rented.
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Table D - Recreation Expenditures Spending Potential Index 3
City of Manhattan
Fees for Participant Sports
Fees for Recreational Lessons
Social, Recreation, Club Membership
Exercise Equipment/Game Tables
Other Sports Equipment

SPI
78
66
77
68
73

Average Spent
$91.64
$78.81
$127.90
$50.93
$5.72

Secondary Service Area
Fees for Participant Sports
Fees for Recreational Lessons
Social, Recreation, Club Membership
Exercise Equipment/Game Tables
Other Sports Equipment

SPI
84
73
83
73
79

Average Spent
$98.68
$87.94
$138.09
$54.32
$6.14

State of Kansas
Fees for Participant Sports
Fees for Recreational Lessons
Social, Recreation, Club Membership
Exercise Equipment/Game Tables
Other Sports Equipment

SPI
89
87
90
80
103

Average Spent
$104.84
$103.82
$150.23
$60.12
$8.00

Average Amount Spent:
The average amount spent for the service or item in a year.

SPI:
Spending potential index as compared to the national number
of 100.

Recreation Expenditures Spending Potential
Index:

The Spending Potential Index for Recreation is
very comparable to the numbers in the Household
Budget Index in that they follow the same pattern.
The State of Kansas and the two service areas are
lower than the National number.

Finally, through the demographic provider utilized
for the market analysis portion of the plan, it
is possible to examine the overall propensity
for households to spend dollars on recreation
activities. The following comparisons are possible.

3

It is also important to note that these dollars
are currently being spent, so the identification
of alternative service providers and the ability

Consumer Spending data are derived from the 2006 and 2007 Consumer Expenditure Surveys, Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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Chart
Spending
Potential
Index:
ChartDD– -Recreation
Recreation
Spending
Potential
Index

Recreation SPI Number

120

100

100

100

100

100

100
80
60
40
20
0

Fees for
Participant Sports

Fees for
Recreational
Lessons

City of Manhattan

Social,
Exercise
Recreaiton, Club Equipment/Game
Membership
Tables

Secondary Service Area

State of Kansas

Other Sports
Equipment
National

of another facility to capture a portion of these
The Spending Potential Index for Recreation
dollars will be important. It is possible that a
Household Budget Index in that they follow the
portion of the dollars being spent are already
services area are lower than the National number.
being captured by the City of Manhattan.

One dollar amount that is not factored into the
is very comparable to the numbers in the
SPI which could increase the overall amount is
same pattern. The State of Kansas and the 2
what students are paying in student activity fees
as a function of their tuition to participate in
on-campus recreation programs.
It is also important to note that these dollars are currently being spent, so the identification of
alternative service providers and the ability of another facility to capture a portion of these
dollars will be important. It is possible that a portion of the dollars being spent are already being
captured by the City of Manhattan.

One dollar amount that is not factored into the SPI which could increase the overall amount is
what students are paying in student activity fees as a function of their tuition to participate in oncampus recreation programs.
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Custom Map

Map E - Entertainment & Recreation Spending Potential Index
by Census Block Group
2013 Entertainment/Recreation (Index) by Block Groups

2013
Entertainment/Recreation
(Index) by Block Groups
0 to 19
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56 to 85
85 to 117
117 to 153

November 06, 2014
©2014 Esri

Made with Esri Business Analyst
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Service Area Analysis

Primary Service Area

Each of the identified service area’s demographic
Site Map
characteristics is now analyzed
individually.

City of Manhattan.

Manhattan City, KS
Manhattan city, KS (2044250)
Place

Secondary Service Area
A 20-minute drive time from the center of
Manhattan.

Map A - Primary Service Area Map
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following comparisons are possible.
Table E – 2014 City of Manhattan Age Distribution
(ESRI estimates)

Ages
Population
% of Total
Nat. Population
-5
3,003
5.3%
6.5%
5-17
5,623
10.2%
17.2%
18-24
21,003
37.1%
City of Manhattan,
KS 9.8%
14,309
26.5%
Population Distribution by Age:25-44
in
the 18-24
age groups25.3%
and
a smallerPlan
population
Parks
& Recreation
Master
45-54
3,874
6.9% 55-64, 65-74 and
14.1%
in
the -5, 5-17, 25-44, 45-54,
Utilizing census information for the
City of
75+
age
groups.
The
largest
positive
variance
is
55-64
3,970
7.0%
12.3%
Manhattan, the following comparisons are possible.
in
the
18-24
age
group
with
+27.3%,
while
the
65-74
2,428
4.3%
7.5%
Population
Distribution
information
for theisCity
Manhattan,
The demographic
makeup of by
the Age:
City ofUtilizing census
greatest
negative variance
in theof45-54
age groupthe
2,319
4.2%
6.1%
Manhattan,comparisons
when compared
the 75+
characteristics
with -7.2%. As with the median age this age
following
aretopossible.
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of the national population, indicates that there are

*

distribution is again consistent with the presence of

Population:
2014
censuscollege/university.
estimates in the different age groups in the City of Manhatt
Table
E – 2014with
Cityanofequal
Manhattan
Age Distribution
some differences
or larger population
a major
(ESRI estimates)

% of Total:

Percentage of the City of Manhattan population in the age group.

TableAges
E - 2014 City ofPopulation
Manhattan
Age %
Distribution
estimates)
National
Population:
of theNat.
national
population in the Difference
age group.
ofPercentage
Total (ESRI
Population

3,003
5.3%
6.5% the City
-1.2%population and the
Population
% of Total
Nat. Population
Difference
Difference:
Percentage difference
between
of Manhattan
population. 6.5% 17.2%
3,003 5,623
5.3% 10.2%
-1.2% -7.0%
21,003
37.1%
9.8%
5,623Chart
17.2%
-7.0% +27.3%
E – 201410.2%
City of Manhattan
Age Group Distribution
14,309
21,003
37.1% 25.3%
9.8% 26.5%
+27.3% -0.2%
14,3093,874
25.3% 6.9%
26.5% 14.1%
-0.2% -7.2%
3,874 3,970 40
6.9% 7.0%
14.1% 12.3%
-7.2% -5.3%
2,428
4.3%
7.5%
3,970
7.0%
12.3%
-5.3% -3.2%
35
2,428 2,319
4.3% 4.2%
7.5% 6.1%
-3.2% -1.9%
26.5
30
2,319
4.2%
6.1%
-1.9%
2014 census estimates in the different age groups in the City of Manhattan.
25
National Population:
Population:
%
of Total:
Percentage of the City of Manhattan population in the age group.
Percentage
of the national population in the age group.
17.2
2014 census estimates in the different age groups
in
the
City
of
20
National
Population:
Percentage of the national population
in
the
14.1
Manhattan.
Difference: age group.
12.3
15
difference
the Cityand
of Manhattan
% of Total:
Difference:
Percentage difference between thePercentage
City of Manhattan
population
the national
9.8 between
7.5
population and the national population.
Percentage of the City of Manhattan
population
population.
10 in the age6.5
Percentage of Population

Ages -5
5-17
-5
5-17 18-24
18-2425-44
25-4445-54
45-5455-64
55-6465-74
65-74 75+
75+
Population:

Co

group.

5 Age Group Distribution
Chart E – 2014 City of Manhattan

Chart E - 2014 City of Manhattan
Age Group Distribution
0
-5

5-17 yrs

18-24

37.1

40
Percentage of Population

45-54

Primary Service Area

35
30

25-44

55-64

65-74

National

25.3

25
20
15
10

10.2

7

6.9

5.3

5
0

-5

5-17 yrs

18-24

25-44

Primary Service Area

45-54

55-64

4.3

4.2

65-74

75+
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categories will see an increase or static growth
in population. It must be remembered that
Utilizing census information from the City
the population of the United States as a whole
of Manhattan, the following comparisons are
ofunusual
Manhattan,
KS
is aging and City
it is not
to find negative
possible.
Parks
Recreation
Master
growth &
numbers
in the younger
age Plan
groups and
Table-F illustrates the growth or decline in age
significant net gains in the 45 plus age groupings
group numbers from the 2010 census until the
in communities which are relatively stable in their
year
2019.
It
is
projected
that
all
of
the
age
numbers.
Population Distribution Comparison by Age: population
Utilizing census
information from the City of
Population Distribution Comparison by Age:
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Manhattan, the following comparisons are possible.

Table F - 2014 City of Manhattan Population Estimates

Table F – 2014 City of Manhattan Population Estimates
(U.S.
Census Information2010
and ESRI)
Ages
Census

-5 Ages
5-17
-5
18-24
5-17
25-44
18-24
45-54
25-44
55-64
45-54
65-74
55-64
75+65-74

2010
2,902Census
5,106
2,902
20,415
5,106
12,549
20,415
3,907
12,549
3,483
3,907
1,811
3,483
1,811
2,108

75+

2,108

2014
Projection
3,0032014
Projection
5,623
3,003
21,003
5,623
14,309
21,003
3,874
14,309
3,970
3,874
2,428
3,970
2,428
2,319

2,319

2019
Projection
3,3562019
Projection
6,218
3,356
20,911
6,218
16,130
20,911
3,935
16,130
4,4303,935
3,1584,430
2,7573,158

2,757

% Change
(2010-2019)
% Change
+15.6%
(2010-2019)
+21.8%
+15.6%
+2.4%
+21.8%
+28.5%
+2.4%
+0.7%
+28.5%
+27.2%
+0.7%
+74.4%
+27.2%
+74.4%
30.8%

30.8%

Percent
Change Nat’l
Percent
+4.7%
Change Nat’l
+1.8%
+4.7%
-2.4%+1.8%
+10.4%
-2.4%
-6.2%+10.4%
+13.7%
-6.2%
+32.9%
+13.7%
+9.5%+32.9%

+9.5%

Chart
City of
of Manhattan
Manhattan Population
Chart F -– City
PopulationGrowth
Growth
25,000

Population

20,000
15,000
10,000
5,000
0

-5

5-17 yr

18-24
2010

25-44
2014

45-54

55-64

65-74

75+

2019

Table-F illustrates the growth or decline in age group numbers from the 2010 census until the
will see an increase or static growth in
population. It must be remembered that the population of the United States as a whole is aging
and it is not unusual to find negative growth numbers in the younger age groups and significant

28 |year
Parks2019.
and Recreation
Strategic
Plan
It is projected
thatFacility
all of Improvement
the age categories
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Below isislisted
distribution
of the
population
2014
City
Manhattanfor
Total
Below
listedthethe
distribution
of the
population by
race
andof ethnicity
the Population:		
City of Manhattan
by race and ethnicity for the City of Manhattan
56,530 Residents
for
2014 population projections. Those numbers were
developed from 2010 Census Data.
for 2014 population projections. Those numbers
were developed from 2010 Census Data.

Table G – City of Manhattan Ethnic Population and Median Age
(Source – U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI)

Table G - City of Manhattan Ethnic Population and Median Age

Ethnicity

Ethnicity

Hispanic

Hispanic

Total

Median Age

% of

Total
Median Age
% of
% of KS
Population
Population
Population
Population
Population
4,031
23.1
7.1%
4,031
23.1
7.1%
11.6%

% of KS
Percent
Population
Change Nat’l
11.6%
+4.7%

Table H – City of Manhattan Population by Race and Median Age
(Source – U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI)

Source: U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI

Table H - City of Manhattan Population by Race and Median Age
Race

Race

White
Black
American Indian
Black
Asian
American
Indian
Pacific
Islander
AsianOther
Pacific
Islander
Multiple
White

Total
Population
46,612
46,612
3,502
274
3,502
2,749
274 103
2,749 1,182
103 2,108

Median Age

Total Population

Median Age
24.7

24.6
24.9
26.0
24.3
Other
1,182
24.0
2014
City of Manhattan
Multiple
2,108Total Population:
20.0

24.7
24.6
24.9
26.0
24.3
24.0
20.0

% of Population

% of Population
82.5%

82.5%
6.2%
0.5%
4.9%
0.2%
2.1%
3.7%

6.2%
0.5%
4.9%
0.2%
2.1%
56,5303.7%
Residents

Chart G – City of Manhattan Non-White Population by Race
Chart G - City of Manhattan Non-White Population by Race

% of KS

% of KS
Population
Population
82.7%
82.7%
6.0%
1.0%
2.6%
0.1%
4.2%
3.3%

6.0%
1.0%
2.6%
0.1%
4.2%
3.3%

Source: U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI

0.5%
6.2%
4.9%
3.7%

2.1%
0.20%

Black

American Indian

Asian

Pacific Islander

Other

Multiple
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Site Map
Manhattan Secondary v2
Area: 308.04 square miles

Map B - Secondary Service Area Map

March 11, 2015
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Population Distribution by Age:
equal or larger population in the 18-24 age groups
andinformation
a smaller population
in the -5, 5-17,
25-44,Area,
Population
Distribution
Utilizing census
for the Secondary
Service
Utilizing census
informationbyforAge:
the Secondary
45-54,
55-64,
65-74
and
75+
age
groups.
The
the
following
comparisons
are possible.
Service
Area, the
following comparisons
are
largest
positive
variance
is
in
the
18-24
age
group
possible. The demographic makeup of the
with
+21.2%,
while
the
greatest
negative
variance
Secondary
Service
Area, whenService
compared
to Age Distribution
Table
I – 2014
Secondary
Area
is in the 45-54 age group with -6.1%.
(ESRI
theestimates)
characteristics of the national population,
indicates that there are some differences with an

Ages
-5
Ages5-17
-5 18-24
5-1725-44
18-24
45-54
55-64
25-44
65-74
45-54
55-6475+

Population
4,315
Population
8,518
4,31522,420
8,51818,836
22,420
5,849
5,862
18,836
5,8493,560
5,8622,968

% of Total
6.0%
% of Total
11.8%
6.0% 31.0%
11.8%26.1%
31.0% 8.0%
26.1% 8.1%
8.0% 4.9%
8.1% 4.1%

Nat. Population
Difference
6.5%
-0.5%
Nat. Population
Difference
17.2%
-5.4%
6.5% 9.8%
-0.5% +21.2%
17.2% 26.5%
-5.4% -0.4%
9.8% 14.1%
+21.2% -6.1%
26.5% 12.3%
-0.4% -4.2%
14.1% 7.5%
-6.1% -2.6%
12.3% 6.1%
-4.2% -2.0%

65-74
75+

3,560
4.9%
7.5%
-2.6%
2014 census estimates in the different age groups in the Secondary Service Area.
2,968
4.1%
6.1%
-2.0%

Table I - 2014 Secondary Service Area Distribution (ESRI estimates)

Population:
% of Total:

Percentage of the Secondary Service Area population in the age group.

Population:
National Population:
National
Population:
Percentage
of theinnational
population
in theofage
group. population in the age group.
2014 census
estimates in the different
age groups
the
Percentage
the national
Secondary Service Area.
Difference:

Difference:

Percentage difference between the Secondary Service Area population and the national

% of Total:
population.
Percentage of the Secondary Service Area population in the age
group.

Percentage difference between the Secondary Service Area
population and the national population.

Chart H – 2014 Secondary Service Area Age Group Distribution
Chart H - 2014 Secondary Service Area Age Group Distribution

Percentage of Population

35

31

30

26.1

25
20
15
10

11.8
8

6

8.1

5
0

-5

5-17 yrs

18-24

25-44

45-54

Secondary Service Area

55-64

4.9

4.1

65-74

75+
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Population Distribution Comparison by Age:

*

MARKET
ANALYSIS
population, except group 45-54 years of age. It

City of Manhattan,
KSof the
must be remembered
that the population
Utilizing census information from the Secondary
Parks
Recreation
United &
States
as a whole isMaster
aging andPlan
it is not
Service Area, the following comparisons are
unusual
to
find
negative
growth
numbers
in the
possible. Table-J illustrates the growth or decline
younger age groups and significant net gains in
in age group numbers from the 2010 census
the 45
plus age groupings
in communitiesfrom
whichthe
until the year 2019.
It is projected
that all of by Age:
Population
Distribution
Comparison
Utilizing
census information
areare
relatively
stable in their population numbers.
the age categories
willArea,
see anthe
increase
growth
in
Secondary
Service
following
comparisons
possible.
TableJJ–- 2014
2014Secondary
Secondary
Service
Area
Population
Estimates
Table
Service
Area
Population
Estimates
(U.S. Census Information and ESRI)

Ages

2010 Census

2014 Projection 2019 Projection

Ages

2010 Census

75+

2,688

-5
4,144
5-17 -5 7,727
18-24
5-1721,767
25-44
18-2416,583
45-54
25-446,045
45-545,151
55-64
55-642,691
65-74
75+65-742,688

4,315
4,1448,518
7,72722,420
21,76718,836
16,5835,849
6,0455,862
5,1513,560
2,6912,968

Percent Change

2014
2019
4,811
+16.1%
Projection
Projection
4,3159,589
4,811 +24.1%
8,51822,303
9,589 +2.5%
22,42021,124
22,303 +27.4%
18,8365,834
21,124 -3.5%
5,8496,455
5,834 +25.3%
5,8624,619
6,455 +71.6%
3,5603,525
4,619 +31.1%
2,968
3,525

Percent
Change
+16.1%
+24.1%
+2.5%
+27.4%
-3.5%
+25.3%
+71.6%
+31.1%

Percent Change
Nat’l
Percent
+4.7%
Change Nat’l
+1.8% +4.7%
-2.4% +1.8%
+10.4% -2.4%
-6.2% +10.4%
+13.7% -6.2%
+32.9% +13.7%
+9.5% +32.9%

+9.5%

Chart I -– Secondary
Secondary Service
Population
Growth
ServiceArea
Area
Population
Growth
25,000

Population

20,000
15,000
10,000
5,000
0

-5

5-17 yr

18-24
2010

25-44
2014

45-54

55-64

65-74

75+

2019

Table-J illustrates the growth or decline in age group numbers from the 2010 census until the
year 2019. It is projected that all of the age categories will see a decrease or static growth in
population, except 45-54. It must be remembered that the population of the United States as a
32 |whole
Parks is
and
Recreation
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Facility
aging
and it is
not unusual
toImprovement
find negativePlan
growth numbers in the younger age groups
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Below isislisted
distribution
of the
population
2014
Secondary
Service
Population:
Below
listedthethe
distribution
of the
population by
race
and ethnicity
forArea
the Total
Secondary
Service
by raceforand
ethnicity
for theprojections.
Secondary Service
72,326
Residents
Area
2014
population
Those numbers
were
developed from 2010 Census Data.
Area for 2014 population projections. Those
numbers were developed from 2010 Census Data.

Table K – Secondary Service Area Ethnic Population and Median Age
(Source – U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI)

Table K - Secondary Service Area Ethnic Population and Median Age

Ethnicity

Ethnicity

Hispanic

Hispanic

Total
Total
Population
Population
5,097
5,097

Median Age

Median Age

23.0

23.0

% of
% of KS
% of Population % of KS
Population
Population
Population
7.0%
11.6%
7.0%

11.6%

Source:
U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI
Table L – Secondary Service Area Population by Race and Median
Age
(Source – U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI)

Table L - Secondary Service Area Population by Race and Median Age
Race Race
WhiteWhite
BlackBlack
American
Indian
American Indian
Asian
Asian
Pacific Islander
Pacific Islander
Other
Other
Multiple
Multiple

Total
Total
Population
Population
60,374
60,374
4,254
4,254
409
409
2,971
2,971
121
121
1,479
1,479
2,717
2,717

MedianAge
Age
Median

26.2
26.2
24.7
24.7
25.4
25.4
26.4
26.4
24.9
24.9
24.3
24.3
19.0
19.0

Population % of%
KSof KS
%%ofofPopulation
Population
Population
83.5%
83.5%
82.7%82.7%
5.9%5.9%
6.0% 6.0%
0.6%0.6%
1.0% 1.0%
4.1%
4.1%
2.6% 2.6%
0.2%
0.1%
0.2%
0.1%
2.0%
4.2%
2.0%
4.2%
3.8%
3.3%
3.8%

2014 Secondary Service Area Total Population:

3.3%

72,326 Residents
Source: U.S. Census Bureau and ESRI

Chart J –- Secondary
Secondary Service
Area
Non-White
Population
by by
Race
Service
Area
Non-White
Population
Race

0.6%

5.9%

4.1%

1.8%
2.0%

0.20%
Black

American Indian

Asian

Pacific Islander

Other

Multiple
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Tapestry Segmentation
Tapestry segmentation represents the 4th
generation of market segmentation systems that
began 30 years ago. The 65-segment Tapestry
Segmentation system classifies U.S. neighborhoods
based on their socioeconomic and demographic
compositions. While the demographic landscape
of the U.S. has change significantly since the 2000
Census the tapestry segmentation has remained
stable as neighborhoods have evolved.
The value of including this information for
the City of Manhattan is that it allows the
organization to better understand the consumers/
constituents in their service areas and supply them
with the right products and services.

The tapestry segmentation system classifies
U.S. neighborhoods into 65 distinctive market
segments. Neighborhoods are sorted by
more than 60 attributes including; income,
employment, home value, housing types,
education, household composition, age and other
key determinates of consumer behavior.
The following pages and tables outline the top
5 tapestry segments in each of the service areas
and provides a brief description of each. This
information combined with the key indicators
and demographic analysis of each service area
help further describe the markets that the City of
Manhattan looks to serve with programs, services
and special events.

Table M – City of Manhattan Tapestry Segment Comparison

College Towns
(55)
Dorms to
Diplomas (63)
In Style (13)
Aspiring Young
Families (28)

Enterprising
Professionals (16)

City of Manhattan
Percent
Cumulative
Percent
31.8%
31.8%

U.S. Households
Percent
0.9%

Cumulative
Percent
0.9%

20.5%

52.3%

0.5%

1.4%

15.1%
9.9%

67.4%
77.3%

2.3%
2.3%

3.7%
6.0%

6.4%

83.7%

1.9%

7.9%
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College Towns (55)
This segment is the third youngest of all the
Tapestry segments. Most residents are aged
between 18 and 34 years and live in singleperson or shared households; ¼ of households
are occupied by married-couple families. The
race profile of this market is somewhat similar to
the U.S. profile. These residents rank high for
participating in nearly every outdoor sport and
athletic activity.
Dorms to Diplomas (63)
These residents are college students who are the
youngest of the Tapestry segments with 79%
of the residents being enrolled in college or
university. Of these residents 42% share housing
with one or more roommates; 38% live in single
person dwellings. Ethnic diversity is slightly lower
in this segment than in the U.S. Favorite pastimes
include playing football, basketball, volleyball and
practicing yoga.
In Style (13)
These residents live in the suburbs but prefer the
city lifestyle. Professional couples predominate
with married-couple families representing 54%

of households. Households without children
comprise more than 2/3 of all households. This
population is slightly older than the national
number and has little diversity. These residents
stay fit by exercising.
Aspiring Young Families (28)
Most of the residents in these neighborhoods
are young, startup families, married couples
with or without children and single parents.
Approximately 2/3 of the households are families,
27% are single person and 9% are shared. Nearly
20% of the residents are in their 20s. These
residents tend to play basketball, go bowling and
biking.
Enterprising Professionals (16)
Young, educated, single, married, working
professionals, these residents have a median age
of 32.4 years. Of the households 43% are singles
who live alone or share housing with roommates,
and 43% are married couple families. The
diversity of the population is similar to that of the
U.S. Most of these residents are white, however
12% are Asian. These residents tend to jog and
swim to stay fit.
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Table N – Secondary Service Area Tapestry Segment Comparison

College Towns
(55)
Dorms to
Diplomas (63)
In Style (13)
Aspiring Young
Families (28)
Crossroads (41)

Secondary Service Area
Percent
Cumulative
Percent
24.8%
24.8%

U.S. Households
Percent
0.9%

Cumulative
Percent
0.9%

16.0%

40.8%

0.5%

1.4%

13.0%
8.1%

53.8%
61.9%

2.3%
2.3%

3.7%
6.0%

7.6%

69.5%

1.5%

7.5%

College Towns (55)
This segment is the third youngest of all the
Tapestry segments. Most residents are aged
between 18 and 34 years and live in singleperson or shared households, ¼ of households
are occupied by married-couple families. The
race profile of this market is somewhat similar to
the U.S. profile. These residents rank high for
participating in nearly every outdoor sport and
athletic activity.
Dorms to Diplomas (63)
These residents are college students who are the
youngest of the Tapestry segments with 79%
of the residents being enrolled in college or
university. Of these residents 42% share housing
with one or more roommates; 38% live in single
person dwellings. Ethnic diversity is slightly lower
in this segment than in the U.S. Favorite pastimes
include playing football, basketball, volleyball and
practicing yoga.
In Style (13)
These residents live in the suburbs but prefer the
city lifestyle. Professional couples predominate
with married-couple families representing 54%
4

of households. Households without children
comprise more than 2/3 of all households. This
population is slightly older than the national
number and has little diversity. These residents
stay fit by exercising.
Aspiring Young Families (28)
Most of the residents in these neighborhoods
are young, startup families, married couples
with or without children and single parents.
Approximately 2/3 of the households are families,
27% are single person and 9% are shared. Nearly
20% of the residents are in their 20s. These
residents tend to play basketball, go bowling and
biking.
Crossroads (41)
These neighborhoods are growing communities
in small towns in the South, Midwest and West.
Married couples with and without children and
single parents are the primary household types
in these areas. The median age is 32.1 years and
nearly half are younger than 45. One in five is
Hispanic, a higher proportion than the U.S. (this
is a National statistic).

It is important to note that the Tapestry Segments for the Secondary Service Area also include the population of the City of
Manhattan, thus their Tapestry Segments as well.
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Sports Participation Numbers:
In addition to analyzing the demographic realities
of the service areas, it is possible to project
possible participation in recreation and sport
activities for both indoor activities, outdoor
activities or activities that can take place both
indoor and outdoor.
Participation Numbers:
On an annual basis the National Sporting Goods
Association (NSGA) conducts an in-depth study
and survey of how Americans spend their leisure
time. This information provides the data necessary
to overlay rate of participation onto the Primary
Service Area to determine market potential. For
the purposes of this report B*K is using the 2014
Edition of the NSGA survey which is the most
recent survey produced at the time of this report.

The national average is combined with
participation percentages of the Primary Service
Area based upon age distribution, median income
and region. Those four percentages are then
averaged together to create a unique participation
percentage for the service area. This participation
percentage when applied to the population of the
Primary Service Area then provides an idea of the
market potential for various activities.
Community Recreation Related Activities
Participation:
The activities listed in Table O are typical
components of an active community recreation
center and/or park.

Table O – Recreation Activity Participation Rates for the Primary Service Area
Indoor Activity
Aerobic
Exercise w/
Equipment
Gymnastics
Hockey (ice)
Volleyball
Weight Lifting
Workout @ Clubs
Yoga

Age
16.7%
21.1%

Income
12.3%
15.7%

Region
15.6%
16.4%

Nation
15.3%
18.4%

Average
15.0%
17.9%

1.6%
1.6%
4.3%
13.8%
13.9%
10.9%

2.3%
1.0%
2.9%
8.4%
9.3%
7.1%

2.0%
1.1%
3.2%
10.8%
11.6%
10.3%

1.8%
1.2%
3.5%
10.9%
11.8%
9.0%

1.9%
1.2%
3.5%
11.0%
11.6%
9.3%

Outdoor Activity5
Baseball
Bicycle Riding
Football (tackle)
Hiking
Lacrosse
Skateboarding

Age
4.3%
11.5%
2.7%
1.3%
0.2%
2.3%

Income
4.2%
9.9%
3.0%
12.2%
0.8%
1.8%

Region
2.8%
12.3%
2.1%
18.2%
0.8%
2.7%

Nation
4.1%
12.4%
2.6%
13.7%
1.0%
1.7%

Average
3.8%
11.5%
2.6%
11.3%
0.7%
2.1%
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Table O – Recreation Activity Participation Rates for the Primary Service Area (cont.)
Outdoor Activity5
Soccer
Softball
Tennis

Age
5.0%
3.9%
5.2%

Income
3.3%
3.6%
3.5%

Region
4.7%
2.7%
4.5%

Nation
4.5%
3.5%
4.4%

Average
4.4%
3.4%
4.4%

Indoor &
Outdoor Activity
Basketball
Cheerleading
Exercise Walking
Running/Jogging
Swimming

Age

Income

Region

Nation

Average

10.8%
1.3%
30.4%
19.2%
15.3%

8.4%
1.3%
30.2%
11.4%
13.2%

8.1%
1.0%
35.4%
15.0%
14.3%

8.9%
1.2%
33.4%
14.6%
15.8%

9.1%
1.2%
32.3%
15.1%
14.7%

Age
21.8%

Income
25.1%

Region
20.8%

Nation
21.8%

Average
22.4%

Did Not
Participate

Age:
Participation based on individuals ages 7 & Up of the Primary
Service Area.
Income:
Participation based on the 2014 estimated median household
income in the Primary Service Area.

Anticipated Participation Numbers by Activity:
Utilizing the average percentage from Table-O

Region:
Participation based on regional statistics (West South Central).
National:
Participation based on national statistics.
Average:
Average of the four columns.

above plus the 2010 census information and
census estimates for 2014 and 2019 (over age 7)
the following comparisons can be made.

A significant activity within the City of Manhattan is Disc Golf. As an activity the NSGA does not track participation in this
activity, however in Table S, a market potential index is provided for adult participation in Frisbee which reinforces the popularity of
the activity within the community.
5
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Table P – Participation Rates Primary Service Area
Indoor Activity

Average

2010 Part.

2014 Part.

2019 Part.

2010-2019 Difference

Aerobic
Exercise w/
Equipment
Gymnastics
Hockey (ice)
Volleyball
Weight Lifting
Workout @ Clubs
Yoga

15.0%
17.9%

7,261
8,670

7,868
9,395

8,456
10,096

+1,195
+1,426

1.9%
1.2%
3.5%
11.0%
11.6%
9.3%

932
595
1,689
5,317
5,643
4,521

1,010
645
1,830
5,761
6,114
4,899

1,085
693
1,966
6,192
6,571
5,265

+153
+98
+278
+875
+928
+744

Outdoor Activity

Average

2010 Part.

2014 Part.

2019 Part.

2010-2019 Difference

Baseball
Bicycle Riding
Football (tackle)
Hiking
Lacrosse
Skateboarding
Soccer
Softball
Tennis

3.8%
11.5%
2.6%
11.3%
0.7%
2.1%
4.4%
3.4%
4.4%

1,864
5,591
1,264
5,496
337
1,033
2,119
1,664
2,133

2,020
6,058
1,370
5,955
365
1,120
2,296
1,802
2,311

2,170
6,510
1,472
6,400
392
1,203
2,467
1,937
2,484

+307
+920
+208
+904
+55
+170
+349
+274
+351

Indoor &
Outdoor Activity

Average

2010 Part.

2014 Part.

2019 Part.

2010-2019 Difference

Basketball
Cheerleading
Exercise Walking
Running/Jogging
Swimming
Did Not Participate

9.1%
1.2%
32.3%
15.1%
14.7%
22.4%

4,391
576
15,673
7,300
7,101
10,845

4,757
625
16,983
7,910
7,695
11,751

5,113
671
18,251
8,501
8,269
12,629

+722
+95
+2,578
+1,201
+1,168
+1,784

Note: The estimated participation numbers indicated above are for various activities that could take place at both indoor and
outdoor facilities in the Primary Service Area. These numbers do not translate into attendance figures for a facility in the Primary
Service Area. Typically a private provider would want to capture between 10-15% of the market for various activities within a
5-mile radius of their establishment. The “Did Not Participate” statistics refers to all 51 activities outlined in the NSGA 2014
Edition.
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Participation by Ethnicity and Race:
Participation in sports activities is also tracked
by ethnicity and race. The table below compares
the overall rate of participation nationally with

the rate for Hispanics and African Americans.
Utilizing information provided by the National
Sporting Goods Association’s 2014 Edition, the
following comparisons are possible.

Table Q – Comparison of National, African American and Hispanic Participation Rates
All Activities

Primary Service
Area

National
Participation

African American
Participation

Hispanic
Participation

Aerobic

15.0%

15.7%

15.6%

12.2%

Baseball

3.8%

4.2%

2.9%

4.9%

Basketball

9.1%

9.0%

13.2%

11.6%

Bicycle Riding

11.5%

13.8%

8.0%

11.3%

Cheerleading

1.2%

1.2%

1.4%

2.3%

Exercise Walking

32.3%

35.8%

28.7%

28.1%

Exercise w/
Equipment

17.9%

35.8%

14.7%

15.5%

Football (tackle)

2.6%

2.8%

6.5%

3.7%

Gymnastics

1.9%

2.0%

1.3%

3.3%

Hiking

11.3%

14.8%

2.5%

9.8%

Hockey (ice)

1.2%

1.0%

0.6%

1.4%

Lacrosse

0.7%

1.0%

1.1%

1.7%

Running/Jogging

15.1%

14.0%

15.2%

15.3%

Skateboarding

2.1%

1.9%

1.6%

1.9%

Soccer

4.4%

4.8%

2.4%

7.6%

Softball

3.4%

3.7%

3.0%

4.0%

Swimming

14.7%

17.0%

5.8%

10.9%

Tennis

4.4%

4.8%

2.6%

4.4%

Volleyball

3.5%

3.6%

3.2%

5.0%

Weight Lifting

11.0%

10.9%

10.1%

9.2%

Workout @ Clubs

11.6%

12.3%

8.2%

9.7%

Yoga

9.3%

8.0%

7.8%

7.3%

Did Not Participate

22.4%

21.9%

Primary Service Part:
The unique participation percentage developed for the Primary
Service Area.

27.1%
25.6%
African American Rate
The percentage of African Americans who participate in the
given activity.

National Rate:
The national percentage of individuals who participate in the
given activity.

Hispanic Rate:
The percentage of Hispanics who participate in the given
activity.

Based upon the previous demographic analysis for the
Primary and Secondary Service Areas, it is clear that
there is not a significant Black or Hispanic population.

B*K defines “significant” in this instance as more than
10% of the population percentage.
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Summary of Sports Participation:
The following chart summarizes participation
in both indoor and outdoor activities utilizing

information from the 2013 National Sporting
Goods Association survey.

Table R – Sports Participation Summary
Sport

Nat’l Rank

Nat’l Participation
(in millions)

Primary Service
Area

Primary Service Area
% Participation

Exercise Walking

1

96.3

1

32.3%

Exercising w/
Equipment
Running/Jogging

2

53.1

2

17.9%

5

42.0

3

15.1%

Aerobic Exercising

4

44.1

4

15.0%

Swimming

3

45.5

5

14.7%

Workout @ Club

10

34.1

6

11.6%

Bicycle Riding

8

35.6

7

11.5%

Hiking

7

39.3

8

11.3%

Weightlifting

11

31.2

9

11.0%

Yoga

13

25.9

10

9.3%

Basketball

14

25.5

11

9.1%

Soccer

20

12.9

12

4.4%

Tennis

21

12.6

13

4.3%

Baseball

23

11.7

14

3.8%

Volleyball

24

10.1

15

3.5%

Softball

25

10.0

16

3.4%

Football (tackle)

32

7.5

17

2.6%

Skateboarding

40

5.0

18

2.1%

Gymnastics

39

5.1

19

1.9%

Cheerleading

45

3.5

20

1.2%

Hockey (ice)

46

3.4

20

1.2%

Lacrosse

49

2.8

22

0.7%

Nat’l Rank:
Popularity of sport based on national survey.

Primary Service %:
Ranking of activities based upon average from Table-T.

Nat’l Participation:
Percent of population that participate in this sport on national
survey.

Primary Service Rank:
The rank of the activity within the Primary Service Area.

This rank is based upon the 51 activities reported on by NSGA in their 2013 survey instrument.
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The top 5 activities are consistent with the
national rankings which is not uncommon
due to those activities having an appeal across
all age groups. The variances that exist from
#10 through #20 are unique to the Primary
Service Area and may reflect preferences of the
community along with availability of programs
and facilities.

Tables O-R provide participation numbers for
the full population in the primary service area,
including children aged 7 and up. Table-S
provides information only relevant to adult
participation in various activities and provides that
that information based upon expected number of
participants, the percentage of the population and
a market potential index.

Table S – Market Potential Index7 for Adult Participation in the Primary Service Area
Adults participated in: Expected Number of Adults

Percent of Population

MPI

Aerobics

5,957

12.4%

139

Baseball

1,767

3.7%

82

Basketball

4,761

9.9%

120

Bicycling (mountain)

2,348

4.9%

122

Bicycling (road)

5,787

12.1%

123

Football

3,295

6.9%

137

Frisbee

4,664

9.7%

211

Hiking

5,202

10.9%

109

Ice Skating

1,664

3.5%

135

Jogging/Running

11,743

24.5%

193

Pilates

1,770

3.7%

133

Soccer

2,848

5.9%

158

Softball

2,641

5.5%

161

Swimming

8,316

17.4%

110

Tennis

2,139

4.5%

105

Volleyball

2,741

5.7%

162

Walking for Exercise

16,327

34.1%

122

Weightlifting

9,544

19.9%

188

Yoga

4,033

8.4%

118

Expected # of Adults:
Number of adults, 18 years of age and older, participating in
the activity in the Primary Service Area.

MPI:
Market potential index as compared to the national number of
100.

Percent of Population:
Percent of the service area that participates in the activity.
Data Note: An MPI (Market Potential Index) measures the relative likelihood of the adults or households in the specified trade area
to exhibit certain consumer behaviors. For instance, if the MPI of an activity is 125, it can be assumed that participation in that
activity will be 25% higher than what is experienced on a National level. Source: These data are based upon national propensities to
use various products and services, applied to local demographic composition.
7

This table indicates that the overall propensity for
adults to participate in the various activities listed is
only equal to or greater than the National number in
all but 1 instance, baseball. This rate of participation

is very good and points to an active community. Two
primary factors that can influence participation are:
proximity to facilities and ability to pay for facilities.
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NSGA Trends between 2004-2013
Below are listed those sports activities that would often
take place either in an indoor community recreation
facility, or in close proximity to, and the percentage of
growth or decline that each has experienced nationally
over the last 10 years (2004-2013). These activities

could take place at the various facility types that the
City is investigating. Additionally, this provides the
City base-line information as to what they may expect
with their current facility and program offerings.

Table T – National Activity Trend (in millions)
Sport/Activity

2004 Participation

2013 Participation

Percent Change

Yoga

6.3

25.9

+311.1%

Wrestling

1.3

3.1

+138.5%

Lacrosse 8

1.2

2.8

+133.3%

Running/Jogging

24.7

42.0

+70.0%

Aerobic Exercising

29.5

44.1

+49.5%

Hockey (ice)

2.4

3.5

+45.8%

Hiking

28.3

39.4

+39.2%

Tennis

9.6

12.6

+31.3%

3.9

5.1

+30.8%

Weightlifting

26.2

31.3

+19.5%

Exercise Walking

84.7

96.3

+13.7%

Workout @ Club

31.8

34.1

+7.2%

Exercising w/ Equipment

52.2

53.1

+1.7%

Soccer

13.3

12.8

-3.8%

Volleyball

10.8

10.1

-6.5%

Basketball

27.8

25.5

-8.3%

Football (tackle)

8.2

7.5

-8.5%

Bicycle Riding

40.3

35.6

-11.7%

Cheerleading

4.1

3.5

-14.6%

Swimming

53.4

45.5

-14.8%

Softball

12.5

10.0

-20.0%

Baseball

15.9

11.7

-26.4%

Skateboarding

10.3

5.0

-51.5%

Gymnastics

9

Table T provides a national comparison for various
indoor and outdoor activities between 2004 and 2013.
This information can be taken and used to make
decisions about current programs and where they are
2013 Participation:
The number of participants per year in the activity (in millions)
in the United States.
2004 Participation:
The number of participants per year in the activity (in millions)
in the United States.

at in their lifespan (infancy, maturity, decline). This
information can also be used to determine where
future requests may occur from a program or facility
perspective.
Percent Change:
The percent change in the level of participation from 2004 to
2013
8
9

Participation trend since 2007.
Participation trend since 2009.
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Table U – Percentage of U.S. Adult Population Attending Arts Performances: 1982-2008
Rate of Change
1982
1992
2002
2008
2002-2008 1982-2008
Jazz
9.6%
10.6%
10.8%
7.8%
-28%
-19%
Classical Music
13.0%
12.5%
11.6%
9.3%
-20%
-29%
Opera
3.0%
3.3%
3.2%
2.1%
-34%
-30%
Musical Plays
18.6%
17.4%
17.1%
16.7%
-2%
-10%
Non-Musical Plays
11.9%
13.5%
12.3%
9.4%
-24%
-21%
Ballet
4.2%
4.7%
3.9%
2.9%
-26%
-31%
1982
1992
2002
2008
2002-2008 1982-2008
The table above illustrates that fewer adults
attended performing arts events than in previous
years.
•

Opera and jazz participation significantly
decreased for the first time, with attendance rates falling below what they were
in 1982.

•

Classical music attendance continued to
decline – at a 29% rate since 1982 – with
the steepest drop occurring from 2002 to
2008

•

Only musical play saw no statistically
significant change in attendance since
2002.

Table V – Percentage of U.S. Adult Population Attending Art Museums, Parks and
Festivals: 1982-2008
Rate of Change
1982
1992
2002
2008
2002-2008 1982-2008
Art Museums/
22.1%
26.7%
26.5%
22.7%
-14%
+3%
Galleries
Parks/Historical
37.0%
34.5%
31.6%
24.9%
-21%
-33%
Buildings
Craft/Visual Arts
39.0%
40.7%
33.4%
24.5%
-27%
-37%
Festivals
1982
1992
2002
2008
2002-2008 1982-2008
Attendance for the most popular types of arts
events – such as museums and craft fairs – also
declined.
•

•

After topping 26% in 1992 and 2002, the
art museum attendance rate slipped to 23
percent in 2008 – comparable to the 1982
level.
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The proportion of the U.S. adults touring
parks, of any level (city, county, state or
national parks), or historical buildings has
diminished by one-third since 1982.

Table W – Median Age of Arts Attendees: 1982-2008

U.S. Adults, Average
Jazz
Classical Music
Opera
Musicals
Non-Musical Plays
Ballet
Art Museums

1982
39
29
40
43
39
39
37
36

1992
41
37
44
44
42
42
40
39

Long-term trends suggest fundamental shifts in
the relationship between age and arts attendance.
•

Performing arts attendees are increasingly
older than the average U.S. adult.

•

Jazz concert-goers are no longer the
youngest group of arts participants.

2002
43
43
47
47
44
44
44
44

2008
45
46
49
48
45
47
46
43

Rate of Change
2002-2008 1982-2008
+2
+6
+4
+17
+2
+9
+1
+5
+1
+6
+3
+8
+2
+9
-1
+7

•

Since 1982, young adult (18-24 year old)
attendance rates have declined significantly for jazz, classical music, ballet, and
non-musical plays.

•

From 2002 to 2008, however, 45-54 year
olds – historically a large component
of arts audiences – showed the steepest
declines in attendance for most arts events.
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Table X – Percentage of U.S. Adult Population Performing or Creating Art: 1992-2008
Rate of Change
1982
1992
2002
2008
2002-2008 1982-2008
Performing:
Jazz
1.7%
1.3%
1.3%
+0.0%
-0.4%
+17
Classical Music
4.2%
1.8%
3.0%
+1.2%
-1.2%
+9
Opera
1.1%
0.7%
0.4%
-0.3%
-0.7%
+5
Choir/Chorus
6.3%
4.8%
5.2%
+0.4%
-1.1%
+6
Musical Plays
3.8%
2.4%
0.9%
-1.5%
-2.9%
+8
Non-Musical Plays
1.6%
1.4%
0.8%
-0.6%
-0.8%
+9
Dance
8.1%
4.3%
2.1%
-2.2%
-6.0%
+7
Making:
Painting/Drawing
9.6%
8.6%
9.0%
+0.4%
-0.6%
Pottery/Ceramics
8.4%
6.9%
6.0%
-0.9%
-2.4%
Weaving/Sewing
24.8%
16.0%
13.1%
-2.9%
-11.7%
Photography
11.6%
11.5%
14.7%
+3.2%
+3.1%
Creative Writing
7.4%
7.0%
6.9%
-0.1%
-0.5%
Adults generally are creating or performing at
lower rates – despite opportunities for displaying
their work line.
•

Only photography increased from 1992 to
2008 – reflecting, perhaps, greater access
through digital media.

•

The proportion of U.S. adults doing
creative writing has hovered around 7.0
percent.

•

The rate of classical music performance
slipped from 1992 to 2002 then grew over
the next six years.

•

The adult participation rate for weaving or
sewing was almost twice as great in 1992
as in 2008. Yet this activity remains one
of the most popular forms of art creation.
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Table Y – Percentage of U.S. Adult Population Viewing or Listening to Art Broadcasts
or Recordings, 2008 (online media included)
Jazz
Classical Music
Latin or Salsa Music
Opera
Musical Plays
Non-Musical Plays
Dance
Programs about the visual arts
Programs about books/writers
Weaving/Sewing
Photography
Creative Writing

Percentage
14.2%
17.8%
14.9%
4.9%
7.9%
6.8%
8.0%
15.0%
15.0%
24.8%
11.6%
7.4%

As in previous years, more Americans view or
listen to broadcasts and recordings of arts events
than attend them live.
•

The sole exception is live theater, which
still attracts more adults than broadcasts
or recordings of plays or musicals (online
media included).

Millions of Adults
31.9
40.0
33.5
11.0
17.8
15.3
18.0
33.7
33.7
16.0%
11.5%
7.0%
•

Classical music broadcasts or recordings attract the greatest number of adult
listeners, followed by Latin or salsa music.

•

33.7 million Americans listened to or
watched programs or recordings about
books.
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Chapter 3

Level of
Service
Analysis

Level of Service Analysis
The purpose of a level of service (LOS) analysis
is to determine how well the existing City
of Manhattan Park and Recreation system is
meeting the needs of City residents. According
to the National Recreation and Parks Association
(NRPA), the basic definition of LOS is expressed
as an allocation mechanism for the delivery
of park and recreation facilities throughout
a community. By adopting LOS standards, a
community in essence says that all residents,
regardless if they pay taxes or use the park and
recreation facilities, have equal opportunity to
share in the basic services in the standards. The
consulting team examined LOS standards from a
two-tiered perspective: on a macro level, through
a general overview of existing Manhattan Parks
and Recreation facilities, and on a micro level that
examined individual City facilities and programs.
Several strategies may be used to assess and
measure need for park and recreation facilities
and programs. One common method compares

supply of park and recreation facilities against
demand. If demand is less than supply then there
is a surplus or excess capacity and no immediate
need for additional facilities. One technique
that has proven to be effective and is relatively
easy to understand is to develop a level of service
standard. Park and recreation facility LOS
illustrate the opportunities through the availability
of park and recreation facilities in a community
and is typically calculated in terms of facilities
per 1,000 population. Currently, the City of
Manhattan has no LOS standards for recreation
and sport facilities.
For the tables that follow, the number of City
facilities is compared against the NRPA guidelines
for park and recreation facilities. Though
informative, these are guidelines that were last
revised in 1990 and consequently may not directly
pertain to Manhattan. It should be noted that
the NRPA standards do not contain guidelines
for some facilities that communities tend to need
including senior centers, teen centers, outdoor
event space and indoor event space.
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Table A is a summary of the Manhattan LOS
calculations. The number of facilities needed in
the City to meet NRPA standards was calculated
by taking the population estimate and dividing
it by the number of facilities in the City to
arrive at the population served per facility. This

number is then subtracted from the number of
facilities operated by the City to find the surplus
or deficiency. As indicated in Chapter 2, City of
Manhattan 2014 population estimate is 56,530
and 2019 population estimate is 60,897.

Table A - Level of Service Comparison
NRPA Population
Standard per
Facility
5,000
30,000
5,000
20,000
20,000
10,000
2,000
5,000
5,000

Population
Served per
Facility
11,306
11,306
3,325
6,281
0
4,348
6,281
8,697
11,306

Activity

Existing # of Surplus or
City Facilities Deficiency
2014
Baseball
5
-6
Baseball Lighted 5
4
Softball
17
4
7
Swimming Pools 9
Football
0
-2
Soccer
13
7
Tennis
9
-19
Basketball
6.5
-4
Volleyball
5
-6

When the NRPA standards are compared against
the City of Manhattan inventory of existing
facilities in 2014 the City of Manhattan is
currently deficient in:
•

Football Fields

•

Baseball Fields

•

Tennis Courts

•

Basketball courts

•

Volleyball Courts

As demand for public recreation increases, public
entities are increasingly considering new cost
effect methods for financing capital and operating

Surplus or
Deficiency
2019
-7
3
3
6
-3
7
-21
-5
-7

costs. In the case of Manhattan, the City and
School District share a common tax base and
sharing resources not only represent sound public
policy but is also viewed positively by the tax
payers. As a result, the City of Manhattan and
UDS 383 have a partnership in place that shares
resources and facilities. This partnership helps
reduce unnecessary duplication of facilities and
programs, allowing tax dollars to be invested in a
cost effective manner. Access to school facilities,
when not being used for school curriculum and
sports, needs to be considered as part of the LOS
comparison. The following table overlays the
School District facilities into the analysis.
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Table B – Level of Service Comparison with USD 383 and Riley County Included
NRPA Population
Standard per
Facility

Activity

Existing # of Surplus or
City Facilities Deficiency
2014

5,000
30,000

Baseball
Baseball
Lighted
Softball
Swimming
Pools
Football
Soccer
Tennis
Basketball
Volleyball

5
5

5,000
20,000
20,000
10,000
2,000
5,000
5,000

Surplus or
Deficiency
2014

-6
4

Existing # of
USD 383 and
County
Facilities
6
0

17
3

4
1

6
0

10
0

0
13
9
6
5

-2
7
-19
-4
-6

5
6
16
24
14

3
13
-3
20
11

Although the USD 383 and Riley County
facilities have been included in the LOS
comparison above it should be noted that some of
the school facilities are too small to accommodate
Park and Recreation programs. Many of the
elementary schools have small gyms with CVT
tile floors that are not the size or quality to meet
City program needs. Also the school curriculum
and sport needs at the middle school and high
school facilities are significant and consequently
these spaces are largely unavailable to the public
and recreation programming at these schools is
limited.
The outdoor sports facilities at Kansas State
University have limited public access in the
evenings and during the summer months when
KSU students and programs are not using the
facilities. These facilities are owned privately and

0
4

consequently were not included in the level of
service comparison. For an activity like tennis
the availability of courts to the public, although
limited, is adequate to meet the NRPA standards
for the number of tennis courts needed to support
the tennis interest in the community.
The local Optimist Club, a not-for-profit
organization, operates Optimist Park that contains
five ball fields that are used to support the baseball
and softball in the community. As with the
KSU facilities the Optimist Park facilities were
not included in the LOS comparison but it is
recognized that Optimist Park plays a significant
role in serving the community, including
Manhattan Parks and Recreation Department
programs.
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Table C – Level of Service for Park Land
2014 Level of Service Analysis (LOS) Acreage
2014 Population
NRPA Standards LOS (Acres/1000 population)
Acres Needed to Meet 2014 Population

56,530
10
565 acres

Park Acreage (City Owned)
Actual Acres per 1000 people (City Owned)

607 acres
10.73

Park Acreage (City, County, KSU Owned)1
Actual Acres per 1000 people (City, County, USD, KSU Owned)1

912 acres
16.20

2019 Level of Service Analysis (LOS) Acreage
2019 Population
NRPA Standards LOS (Acres/1000 population)
Acres Needed to Meet 2019 Population

60,897
10
608 acres

Park Acreage (City Owned)
Actual Acres per 1000 people (City Owned)

607 acres
9.97

Park Acreage (City, County, KSU Owned)1
Actual Acres per 1000 people (City, County, USD, KSU Owned)1

912 acres
14.98

Acreage of parkland per 1,000 residents remains
the most common technique of expressing equal
opportunity, even though local conditions and
needs vary greatly between communities. One
of the underlying principles of LOS is that
most communities believe that significant open
space should be set aside for park and recreation
facilities. There is no universal standard that
defines minimally acceptable number of acres
per 1,000 people. It is up to the Manhattan
community to determine what is appropriate for
its own needs. That being said, the NRPA LOS
standard for park acres in a community is 10

acres per 1,000 people. With this in mind, Table
C compares the existing park acreage to LOS
standards.
Based on this information, it appears the City
of Manhattan currently has adequate park
land to slightly exceed the NRPA standard for
park acreage. As the population of Manhattan
continues to increase the level of service for park
acreage will decrease based solely on City owned
park land. However, when City owned park land
is combined with publicly accessible park land
owned by Riley County, USD 383 Schools, and

Includes all acres of publicly accessible park land owned by City of Manhattan, Riley County (CiCO Park, Fairmont Park), USD
383 Schools (CiCo Park), and KSU (Washington Marlatt Park).
1
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KSU the Manhattan community is provided with
14.98 acres of park land per 1,000 people based
on 2019 population projections - well above the
NRPA standard of 10 acres per 1,000 people.
In addition to applying LOS standards to
the existing inventory of Park and Recreation
facilities in Manhattan, a comparison to other
communities is possible. NRPA launched
a benchmarking initiative in 2011 called
PRORAGIS (Park and Recreation Operating
Ratio and Geographic Information System)
The City of Manhattan is not registered

with PRORAGIS at this time so four other
communities were selected by the consulting team
for benchmarking the inventory of space against
the City of Manhattan. This comparison is not
to imply that the City of Manhattan has excess or
deficiencies with park and recreation facilities but
rather just a comparison to the level of service in
other communities.
For the purposes of this benchmark exercise two
Midwest University Cities were selected along
with two Kansas municipalities with similar
population were selected for the comparison.

Table D – LOS Benchmark Comparison
2014 Level of Service Comparison
Manhattan
Population Estimate
56,530
Pool
3
Gymnasium
1
Volleyball
5
Soccer
13
Baseball
5
Softball
17
Lighted Baseball
5
Basketball
6
Tennis
9
Football
0
Disc Golf
1.5

Lenexa
50,344
3
1
5
11
6
6
0
10
14
11
.52

Lawrence
90,811
4
14
5
21
17
8
3
16
10
8
2

Columbia
115,275
5
7
17
35
24
10
10
26
45
9
33

Salina
47,646
2
1
3
13
20
9
11
5
15
3
2

Mini Parks
Neighborhood Parks
Community Parks

15
11
5

13
12
10

23
22
23

12
6
5

4
14
10

Reflects a 9-hole Disc Golf Course

2

Includes new course planned in Staum Road Park

3
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As an extension of the Level of Service Analysis
portion of the plan the following section outlines
the various individual facilities evaluated as part
of this project. It is important to note that the
commentary and recommendations included
in this section reflect industry trends across
the country. It is also important to note that
recommendations with regards to operations are
made with industry standards and best practices in
mind.
The following parks and facilities were toured by
the consulting team:
Parks
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

City Park
Girl Scout Park
Optimist Park
Warner Park
Frank Anneberg Park
CiCo Park
Eisenhower Baseball Complex
Northview Park / Pool
Northeast Park
Fairmont Park
Colorado Park
Douglass Park
Griffith Park
Long’s Park
Sojourner Truth Park
Possible Park on K-18

Indoor Facilities
• City Auditorium
• Community House
• Douglass Center
•

Douglass Annex

Indoor Recreation Facility Trends
The hottest trend in aquatics is the leisure pool
concept. This idea of incorporating slides, current
channels, fountains, zero depth entry and other
water features into a pool’s design has proved to be
extremely popular for the recreational user. The
age of the conventional pool in most recreational
settings has been greatly diminished. Leisure
pools appeal to the younger children (who are
the largest segment of the population that swim)
and to families. These types of facilities are able
to attract and draw larger crowds and people tend
to come from a further distance and stay longer
to utilize such pools. This all translates into the
potential to sell more admissions and increase
revenues. It is estimated conservatively that a
leisure pool can generate up to 20% to 25% more
revenue than a comparable conventional pool and
the cost of operation, while being higher, has been
offset through increased revenues. Of note is the
fact that patrons seem willing to pay a higher user
fee at a leisure pool than a conventional aquatics
facility.

Another trend that is growing more popular in
the aquatic’s field is the development of a raised
temperature therapy pool for rehabilitation
programs. This has usually been done in
association with a local health care organization
or a physical therapy clinic. The medical
organization either provides capital dollars for the
construction of the pool or agrees to purchase so
many hours of pool time on an annual basis. This
form of partnership has proven to be appealing
to both the medical side and the organization
that operates the facility. The medical sector
receives the benefit of a larger aquatic center,
plus other amenities that are available for their
use, without the capital cost of building the
structure. In addition, they are able to develop a
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much stronger community presence away from
traditional medical settings. The facility operators
have a stronger marketing position through an
association with a medical organization and a
user group that will provide a solid and consistent
revenue stream for the center. This is enhanced by
the fact that most therapy use times occur during
the slower mid-morning or afternoon times in the
pool and the center.
Despite the recent emphasis on recreational
swimming and therapy, the more traditional
aspects of aquatics (including swim teams,
instruction and aqua fitness) remain as the
foundation for many aquatic centers. The life
safety issues associated with teaching children how
to swim is a critical concern in most communities
and competitive swim team programs through
USA Swimming, high schools, and other
community based organizations continue to be
important. Aqua fitness, from aqua exercise to lap
swimming, has enjoyed strong growth during the
last ten years with the realization of the benefits of
water-based exercise.
The multi-function indoor aquatic center concept
of delivering aquatics services continues to grow
in acceptance with the idea of providing for a
variety of aquatics activities and programs in an
open design setting that features a lot of natural
light, interactive play features and access to an
outdoor sundeck. The placing of traditional
instructional/competitive pools, with shallow
depth/interactive leisure pools and therapy water,
in the same facility has been well received in the
market. This idea has proven to be financially
successful by centralizing pool operations for
recreation service providers and through increased
generation of revenues from patrons willing
to pay for an aquatics experience that is new
and exciting. Indoor aquatic centers have been
instrumental in developing a true family appeal

for community-based facilities. The keys to
success for this type of center revolve around
the concept of intergenerational use in a quality
facility that has an exciting and vibrant feel in an
outdoor like atmosphere.
Also changing is the orientation of aquatic centers
from stand-alone facilities that only have aquatic
features to more of a full-service recreation center
that has fitness, sports and community based
amenities. This change has allowed for a better
rate of cost recovery and stronger rates of use of
the aquatic portion of the facility as well as the
other “dry side” amenities.
Due to the increasing recreational demands there
has been a shortage in most communities of the
following spaces:
•

Gymnasiums

•

Pools (especially leisure pools)

•

Weight/cardiovascular equipment areas

•

Indoor running/walking tracks

•

Meeting/multipurpose (general program)
space

•

Senior’s program space

•

Pre-school and youth space

•

Teen use areas

•

Fieldhouse

As a result, many communities have attempted
to include these amenities in public community
recreation facilities. With the growth in youth
sports and the high demand for school gyms,
most communities are experiencing an acute lack
of gymnasium space. Weight/cardiovascular space
is also in high demand and provides a facility with
the potential to generate significant revenues.
The success of most recreation departments is
dependent on meeting the recreational needs
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of a variety of individuals. The fastest growing
segment of society is the senior population and
meeting the needs of this group is especially
important now and will only grow more so in the
coming years. Indoor walking tracks, exercise
areas, pools and classroom spaces are important to
this age group. Marketing to the younger more
active senior (usually age 55-70) is paramount,
as this age group has the free time available to
participate in leisure activities, the desire to
remain fit, and more importantly the disposable
income to pay for such services.
Youth programming has always been a cornerstone
for recreation services and will continue to be so
with an increased emphasis on teen needs and
providing a deterrent to juvenile crime. With a
continuing increase in single parent households
and two working parent families, the needs of
school age children for before and after school
child care continues to grow as does the need for
preschool programming.
As more and more communities attempt to
develop community recreation facilities the issues
of competition with other providers in the market
area have inevitably been raised. The loudest
objections have come from the private health
club market and their industry voice IHRSA.
The private sector has vigorously contended that
public facilities unfairly compete with them in
the market and have spent considerable resources
attempting to derail public projects. However,
the reality is that in most markets where public
community recreation centers have been built,
the private sector has not been adversely affected
and in fact in many cases has continued to grow.
This is due in large part to the fact that public and
private providers serve markedly different markets.
One of the other issues of competition comes
from the non-profit sector (primarily YMCA’s
but also JCC’s, and others), where the market

is much closer to that of the public providers.
While not as vociferous as the private providers,
the non-profits have also often expressed concern
over public community recreation centers. What
has resulted from this is a strong growth in
the number of partnerships that have occurred
between the public and non-profit sector in an
attempt to bring the best recreation amenities to a
community.
Recreation Facilities Market Orientation:
Based on the demographic makeup of the
service areas and the trends in indoor recreation
amenities, there are specific market areas that need
to be addressed with such community facilities.
These include:
General:
• Drop-in recreation activities: Critical to
the basic operation of any community
center is the availability of the facility for
drop-in use by the general public. This
requires components that support drop-in
use and the careful scheduling of programs
and activities to ensure that they do not
dominate the center and exclude the
drop-in user. The sale of annual passes
and daily admissions, potential strong
revenue sources for a center, requires a
priority for drop-in use.
•

Instructional programming: The other
major component of a community center’s
operation is a full slate of programs in a
variety of disciplines. The center should
provide instruction for a broad based
group of users in a number of program
areas. The primary emphasis should be
on teaching basic skills with a secondary
concern for specialized or advanced
instruction.
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•

•

•

Special events: There should be a market
for special events including kid’s birthday
parties, community organization
functions, sports tournaments and other
special activities. The development of this
market will aid significantly in the generation of additional revenues and these
events can often be planned for before or
after regular operating hours or during
slow use times of the year. Care should be
taken to ensure that special events do not
adversely impact the everyday operations
of the center.
Community rentals: Another aspect of a
center’s operation is providing space for
rentals by civic groups or organizations
as well as the general public. Gyms and
multi-purpose rooms can be used as a
large community gathering space and can
host a variety of events from seminars,
parties, receptions, arts and crafts sales and
other events. It is important that a welldefined rental fee package is developed
and the fee schedule followed closely.
Rentals should not be done at the expense
of drop-in use or programming in the
center.
Social welfare programs – An emerging
area for many centers is the use of space
for social service activities and programs.
Special population activities, teen and
senior assistance programs, childcare and
other similar uses are now common in
many facilities.

challenge.
•

Pre-school children: The needs of preschool age children need to be met with a
variety of activities and programs designed
for their use. From drop-in childcare to
specialized pre-school classes, a number
of such programs can be developed.
Interactive programming involving
parents and toddlers can also be beneficial.
It is significant that this market usually
is active during the mid-morning time
frame, providing an important clientele
to the facility during an otherwise slow
period of the day. For parents with small
children who wish to participate in their
own activities, babysitting services are
often necessary during the morning and
early evening time slots.

•

School age youth: Recreation programming
has tended to concentrate on this market
segment and this age group should be
emphasized at a center as well. This group
requires a wide variety of programs and
activities that are available after school,
during the summer, or during weekend
hours. Instructional programs and
competitive sports programs are especially
popular, as well as drop-in use of the
facility.

•

Teens: A major focus of many community
center projects is on meeting the needs of
teenagers in the community. There is a
great debate among recreation providers
throughout the country on how to best
provide recreation programming for this
age group. Some believe that dedicated
teen space is required to meet their needs
while others find that it is the activities
and approach that is more important.
Serving the needs of this age group will

Specific market segments include:
• Families: Within most markets an orientation towards family activities is essential.
The ability to have family members of
different ages participate in a variety of
activities together or individually, is the
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often require the use of many areas of the
center at certain “teen” times of use.
•

•

•

•

Seniors: As the population of the United
States and the service areas continue
to age, continuing to meet the needs
of an older senior population will be
essential. As has been noted, a more
active and physically oriented senior is
now demanding services to ensure their
continued health. Social programs as
well as weight training and cardiovascular
conditioning have proven to be popular
with this age group. Again, the fact that
this market segment will usually utilize a
facility during the slower use times of early
to mid-day also is appealing. Providing
services for this age group should be more
of a function of time than space.
Business/corporate: This market has a
variety of needs from fitness/wellness and
instruction, to recreation and social. The
more amenities and services that can be
offered at one location the more appeal
there is to this market segment. The
business community should be surveyed
to determine their specific needs and
expectations.
Special needs population: This is a
secondary market, but with the A.D.A.
requirements and the existence of a
number of recreation components, the
amenities will be present to develop
programs for this population segment.
Association with health care providers
and/or other social service agencies will be
necessary to fully reach this market.
Special interest groups: This is a market that
needs to be explored to determine the use
potential from a variety of groups. These
could include school functions, social

service organizations and adult and youth
sports teams. While the needs of these
groups can be great, their demands on a
center can often be incompatible with the
overall mission of the facility. Care must
be taken to ensure that special interest
groups are not allowed to dictate use
patterns for the center.
•

While no national metrics currently exist
to quantitatively track participation rates
of disc golf, the City of Manhattan has
an increasing number of disc golf users.
Anecdotal evidence and discussions with
disc golf user groups suggest this as an
emerging trend in Manhattan. Disc golf is
a low impact, inexpensive facility investment that can be successfully integrated
into natural areas and open green spaces
within park lands.

Outdoor Facility Trends
Many communities are not only making
investments in their indoor facility inventory, but
investments in their outdoor facilities as well. The
following outlines trends on a national level with
various outdoor facility types and offerings.
Natural Areas:
Specific to parks, there is still the traditional
idea and value to having open natural areas that
members of the community can access. In many
cases these nature parks are stand alone facilities
that individuals can drive to. However, there is
also a movement to incorporate natural spaces
into active parks. Regardless of the method
by which these spaces are preserved it is not
uncommon for there to be an interconnected trail
system that ties into the community or a regional
system. These parks typically include directional
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signage and identify various plant species. It is
also common that throughout the park there is
signage that identifies natural habitats of plants
and/or animals. The maintenance requirements
of these parks is relatively low outside of the trail
systems and these are typically referred to as a
community asset.
Green Space:
It is not uncommon to find green space within a
natural area. Green spaces are areas that require
more maintenance/mowing than previously
referenced natural areas. They are mowed on a
more frequent basis. These spaces typically move
with the topography of the land so as to include
changes in grade along with flat spaces. These
green space areas are typically not graded so as to
provide optimal flat, field-oriented playing spaces.
When grading is done in these areas it is to
accommodate trails or incorporate other outdoor
spaces such as an amphitheater. Along with
natural areas, green spaces are a community asset
and used by both active and passive recreation
participants.
Shelters:
It is common to find shelters within most parks
regardless of their designation. Many agencies
will identify a range of shelter sizes that they
then distribute throughout their park system.
Shelters typically have an area close by with
either permanent BBQ facilities or flat pad where
individuals can bring their own grill. It is more
and more common that shelters are outfitted with
electricity. It is also common to find permanent
restroom facilities in close proximity to the shelter.
Diamonds & Rectangles:
Without a doubt diamonds (baseball, softball,
etc.) and rectangles (football, lacrosse, soccer, etc.)

continue to grow in popularity and are common
topics of discussion in developing parks, regardless
of the level of park. It is important to note that
the demand is increasing in particular in the
area of practice fields. In addition to growing in
popularity the level of expectations are growing
as it relates to the level of care that is expected
out of these facilities. The natural tendency is
for agencies to try and make their diamonds and
rectangles as multi-purpose as possible, but the
demand is to have specific facilities for specific
sports. This can become particularly challenging
if an agency is land locked and has limited ability
to acquire new property.
A common approach that agencies are taking
to address the concept of multi-purpose and
accommodating as many groups as possible is
the incorporation of synthetic turf fields within
the community inventory. It is also important
to note that this approach is being done for
both diamonds and rectangles. The benefits
of the synthetic turf field is that it increases
the “shoulder seasons” of sports that use these
fields. Participants can get on the surface
immediately after most weather conditions and
not have to worry about damaging the playing
surface for the remainder of the season, as is the
case with a natural playing surface. While the
shoulder seasons are increased and subsequently
the demand is addressed there remains several
challenges with a synthetic turf surface. The first
challenge is the initial upfront cost of the surface.
The second challenge is the longevity of the
surface, which varies by manufacturer from 8-15
years, and the financial burden of replacement.
There is still a significant amount of debate as to
whether a synthetic surface is cheaper to operate
than a natural grass surface. While the need for
mowing is eliminated many professionals are
recommending that the fields still be treated with
chemicals so that weeds/plants do not grow in the
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base of the playing surface. Additionally, because
of the heat that is absorbed by the playing surfaces
many professionals are actually watering the fields
prior to use, simply to cool the surface.
In many instances when communities are
completing a master plan process and diamonds
and rectangles are inventoried an all-inclusive
approach is taken. This all-inclusive approach
means that not only are the fields that the local
parks and recreation agency are responsible for are
inventoried but so are the school district facilities,
in particular if they are shared-use spaces. In
comparison to natural areas and green space there
is significantly more maintenance with diamonds
and rectangles. In contrast to green space and
natural areas, diamonds and rectangles can
generate cash flow for the department in the form
of rentals and tournaments. There is also the
possibility with these spaces to generate a positive
economic impact to the community.

and school district, many communities take steps
to align the standard between the two agencies.
As this standard of care is developed, a newer
trend emerges where some youth sports agencies
are requesting a higher level. In many cases
the agencies are taking the cost associated with
higher level of care and re-charging the youth
sports organization, or in some instances making
the youth sports agency responsible for the
maintenance and upkeep of the facility they use
while not relinquishing scheduling or ownership
of the piece of property.
Trails:

Level of Care:

As many communities move towards the concept
of being more environmentally friendly the topic
of a walkable or bikeable community comes to
the forefront. As such trails continue to gain in
popularity across the country. It is important to
note that trails can take many forms; from single
width walking trails in nature areas to 8 foot wide
paved trails. And while the single width trails
in nature areas are still popular and prevalent
in communities; wider, paved or stone dust,
multi-purpose trails are pushing the increase in
popularity. When these trails are being developed
they can form a loop within a specific park,
following stream ways to interconnect multiple
parks and in some cases connect into larger
county, regional or state-wide park systems.

The level of care, or degree to which facilities,
in particular diamonds and rectangles, are
maintained is a typical topic of conversation.
Many agencies have developed a standard to
which they are willing to maintain these and
other spaces. That standard may vary based upon
whether a field is designated as a practice field
or competition field, but the standard is adhered
to. As the diamonds and rectangles are very
often shared-used spaces between community

Along with the increase in popularity of trails
there is an increase in the pursuit of partnerships
with trail development. There are multiple
granting agencies that can provide funds for
the acquisition of land and the development of
trails. As it relates to partnerships those are being
realized between government agencies to create
larger trails systems or assist in the development
and ongoing maintenance of the trail. A good
example of this takes place in Johnson County,

It is common to find permanent restroom facilities
that can serve a significant number of individuals
along with permanent concessions in parks that
house a significant number of diamonds and/or
rectangles. It is also common with diamonds to
see auxiliary facilities such as batting cages in close
proximity.
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KS where the county looks to develop the trail
system, sometimes on municipal land and
subsequently the municipality assumes the
maintenance of the trail.
Trails, depending upon their construction and
material do take significantly more maintenance
than natural areas or green space, but they have
not risen to the level of diamonds and rectangles.

The following are impressions of the overall
system specific to the City of Manhattan parks
and facilities the consulting team had the
opportunity to tour.
•

The City has a significant collection of
outdoor spaces, both active and passive.
All of these spaces have curb appeal and
appear to be fairly well maintained. From
commentary provided by staff it also
seems the facilities are well utilized by the
public at large.

•

There is a pre-existing relationship
between the City / County and City /
School District, as it relates to occupying
and sharing spaces. That relationship
appears to be healthy and at this time
no parties want to see their respective
relationship change. Based on national
trends, the City will need to invest
significant time and effort in maintaining
the relationship with the school as the
availability of those spaces for non-school
programming appears to be dwindling.

•

As it relates to indoor programming (in
particular gymnasium space) the City is
very dependent upon the School District.
If the access to school district facilities
went away the City’s ability to program
would be extremely limited.

•

The only partnership that is evident with
the University is the use of the University’s
indoor natatorium which houses 3 bodies
of water; none are leisure oriented. The
current natatorium is not located in close
proximity to other student recreation
services on campus. The consulting team
learned that the University has a long term
plan to relocate aquatics to be adjacent,
and potentially incorporated into, their
current facility. The School District

Court Space:
As parks are developed inclusion of court space
within active parks remains a trend. That court
space can vary and include, but not be limited
to; tennis, basketball, hand ball, etc. Across the
country many court spaces that are not being fully
utilized are sometimes repurposed. A common
repurpose of basketball or tennis courts is to
develop them into a skate park. However, tennis
is seeing a resurgence in popularity as the number
of Baby Boomers move into retirement and
participation in skateboarding continues a slow
decline. These spaces typically require a level of
maintenance similar to that of trails, mainly due
to the surfaces that are employed and the need for
resurfacing or patching.
Inside-Out:
A significant trend nation-wide is bringing
traditional inside activities out into parks and
open space. The movement of boot camp style
of group exercise classes lends itself to using
outdoor spaces; trails, green space and other. It is
also common to see exercise groups forming and
participating in activities like exercise walking
and running. Some agencies have gone so far as
to have morning Yoga classes in green space or
nature areas. Clearly, the focus for the inside-out
movement is on fitness, and that trend is going to
continue and grow.
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currently relies on the University facility
for their swim programs, although the
University does not have a swimming or
diving team. There are no other indoor
aquatics within the community.
•

In contrast to the outdoor spaces, the
indoor spaces are almost non-existent.
Most communities this size and with
the population present have a significant
community center in addition to the
offerings of the University.

•

The facilities where full-time staff are
located are meticulously cleaned, in
contrast where full-time staff are not
present, the level of cleanliness is significantly less.

•

A topic of conversation between the City
and consulting team was the concept
of developing multiple, small in scale
community centers within the boundaries of the City. This development of
multiple, small community centers is a
departure from industry trends in that
most organizations are consolidating
community center operations to one
larger, consilidated facility that may create
a regional draw to the community.

•

See Chapter 4 – Parks and Facilities
Assessment for more specific information
and assessment of parks and facilities
evaluated as part of this project.
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Chapter 4

Parks &
Facilities
Assessment

Parks & Facilities Assessment
The primary objectives of the Manhattan Parks
and Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement
Plan are to define improvements desired by the
community to enhance existing recreation and
athletic facilities and determine the conceptual
make up of potential new indoor and/or outdoor
facilities. Not all parks within Manhattan are
included in the parks and facilities assessment as
potential for athletic facilities were not possible
due to terrain or limited space. The parks
included in the assessment were selected by the
City for further analysis and recommendations
in this report. In addition to the market
analysis and level of service analysis of parks and
recreation facilities and programs available to
Manhattan residents, an important tool to inform
the decision making process of this Plan is an
assessment of parks and facilities of significance to
the Plan. Representatives from Manhattan Parks
and Recreation Department and the consultant
team completed a tour on October 2, 2014 of the
following parks and facilities relevant to this Plan:
Parks:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

CiCo Park
City Park
Colorado Park
Douglass Park
Eisenhower Baseball Complex
Fairmont Park
Frank Anneberg Park
Girl Scout Park
Griffith Park
Long’s Park
Northeast Park
Northview Park
Optimist Park

•
•
•

Sojourner Truth Park
Warner Park
Possible Park on K-18

Indoor Facilities:
• City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium
• Community House
• Douglass Center
• Douglass Annex
This chapter provides assessment summaries
of each park and/or facility based on visual
observations made during the tours on October
2, 2014 and subsequent research. These
assessments are intended to establish a baseline
understanding of the existing conditions of the
parks and facilities included as part of the tours,
identify potential opportunities and challenges for
future improvements, and establish an order of
magnitude for future improvement considerations
through the evaluation rating matrix of each
park and/or facility. These assessments are not
intended to provide a detailed analysis or forensic
investigation of each existing park and/or facility,
but rather an overview of the system as a whole.
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pipes.
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Environmental
• Majority of the land
cover of the Park is
mowed turf grass.
The athletic field
playing surfaces are
maintained at a higher
level than the general
open spaces of the
park.
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CiCo Park is a 89.48-acre
multi-use park owned by the
City of Manhattan, Riley
County and USD 383. A
cooperative agreement was
established in 1973 between
these entities to provide
parks and recreation facility
opportunities to citizens.
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Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

Athletic Facilities
• Lud Fiser Youth Sports Complex offers
five softball/baseball fields constructed in
1968:

ää All-weather running track.
ää USD 383 still trying to get a feel
for how to manage the track so as to
allow general public access with the
new synthetic turf field.

ää Three of the fields are regulation sizes
of 225’, 250’, 300’.

ää Other recent Stadium improvements
include restrooms and concessions for
visitors and restrooms for home.

ää Two fields are smaller in size <200’.
ää The four main fields are irrigated.
ää Primary use is youth baseball.

ää Home restroom facilities are made
available to the public during County
Fair events.

ää KSU club baseball uses the largest
field.
ää There is a variety of in-field surfaces
amongst the fields (ag-lime, silt, clay).
ää 436 programmed softball/baseball
games annually.
ää Monolithic concrete structure
providing concessions and restrooms
and access to wood frame press boxes
for each of the four main fields is
located at the central plaza between
the four main fields.
•

•

Three regulation tennis courts are located
on the east side of the Park which receive
significant usage by the community.
School District (USD 383) manages
Bishop Stadium, constructed in 1966:
ää Approximately 4,000 spectator seats.
ää Synthetic turf was installed in the
infield of the running track in 2011.

Amenities
• County Fairgrounds with associated buildings and infrastructure on
County-owned land on the west side of
the Park, including Pottorf Hall – an
indoor community facility available for
rentals with meeting space, kitchen, and
restrooms.
•

CiCo Park Pool is located at the southern
end of the Park:
ää Facility was renovated in 2011.
ää Located on Riley County property
under City-County agreement.
ää Aquatic amenities are primarily
leisure focused with a 25-meter
pool, diving well, wading pool and
bathhouse.

Several different signage characters exist at CiCo Park resulting in lack of unity and consistent wayfinding in the Park.
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The central structure at the Lud Fiser Youth Sport Complex
that provides concessions, restrooms, and is utilized to
access press boxes is outdated, presents several safety and
maintenance concerns and needs to be replaced.

•

City playground located in center of
softball/baseball fields with protective
netting above.

•

City skate park is located on the east side
of the park.

•

County dog park located adjacent to the
Fairgrounds.

•

County playground and outdoor fitness
course located on the southeast corner of
the park.

•

Sledding hill.

Vehicular access, circulation, and parking
• Vehicular access into the park is provided
from all four adjacent public streets.
•

North parking lot is gravel surfacing
with drive connections north to Kimball
Avenue and west to Avery Avenue.

•

South parking lot is gravel surfacing
located between the County Fairgrounds,
CiCo Park Pool, and Bishop Stadium with
drive connections to the east and west via
Robinson Drive and south to Dickens
Avenue.

Softball/baseball fields at CiCo Park are over 50 years old
and are in need of overall updating to playing surfaces,
fencing, dugouts, scoreboards (Blue Field only) and
irrigation.

•

East parking lot is a combination of
pavement and gravel surfacing with
multiple drive connections to Wreath
Avenue.

•

West parking lot is pavement located
directly west of the Fairgrounds with
multiple drive connections west to Avery
Avenue and a drive connection north to
Candlewood Drive.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Trails and/or sidewalks are provided
between facilities and throughout Park for
recreational use.
•

Conditions of trails and sidewalks vary
throughout the park. Several areas of
pavement failure, i.e. heaving, cracking,
etc. were visually observed presenting
accessibility and safety concerns.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• Signs at the southeast and northeast corner
of the park have a different character from
other parks, providing a unique identity to
CiCo Park.
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•

Park lacks a common wayfinding and
facility identification signage system.

•

Softball/baseball fields are over 50 years
old and are in need of overall updating to
playing surfaces (natural and/or synthetic
surfacing could be considered), fencing,
dugouts, and irrigation. Lighting systems
appear to be in good working condition,
with exception of Pluto Field and Red
Field that are darker than desired. Green
Field has occasional outages during games.
These issues should be addressed to
improve safety and playability. Refer to
Chapter 7 for recent facility improvements
and possible improvement scenarios.

•

Softball/baseball fields often experience
poor conditions due to inadequate surface
drainage.

•

Softball/baseball infields present several
maintenance challenges – in part due to
different infield materials being utilized on
different fields.

•

The central structure at the softball/
baseball fields that provides concessions,
restrooms, and is utilized to access press
boxes is outdated. The utilities need to be
updated. Building winterization requirements, user safety and general conditions
of the structure are a concern. Removal
and replacement of this building should
be planned for in the future.

•

Tennis courts are in need of significant
repair or replacement.

•

Gravel parking lots are in poor condition
and in need of repair or consideration
of replacement with concrete or asphalt
pavement to improve safety and
accessibility.

Recent Improvements
• New irrigation on Red, Green and Gold
fields, 2005/2006.
•

New fence on Gold and Green fields,
2007.

•

New fence at Pluto and Red fields, 2009.

•

New LED scoreboards at Gold and Pluto
fields, 2011.

•

New LED scoreboards at Red and Green
fields, 2014.

•

Concessions renovated with new cabinets,
paint and air conditioning, 2013.

•

Bolton Memorial shelter (the one with
shade sails), 2014.

•

Detention basin and sled hill reconstruction (will also rebuild portions of trail),
2015.

•

Dog Park, 2009.

•

Asphalt mill and overlay on Robinson
Drive and Avery Avenue to be completed
in 2015.

•

Trail development improvements are
ongoing.

Challenges and Opportunities
• There is a drainage improvement project
at the park to address downstream
flooding that is scheduled for completion
May 2015. The project will create two
detention basins in the park located along
the wooded riparian corridor on east side
of the park.
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Bishop Stadium, constructed in 1966, is operated by USD 383 and serves as the primary outdoor multipurpose stadium for the
School District.

Gravel parking lots at CiCo Park are in poor condition and
in need of repair or consideration of replacement with
concrete or asphalt pavement to improve safety and
accessibility.

•

Opportunities exist for additional trees
to be strategically planted throughout
the Park to better define spaces, provide
shade, and create unique experiences for
Park users.

•

Opportunities exist for a consistent
wayfinding and facility identification
signage system to be created for the Park,
perhaps as part of a parks and recreation
system-wide or city-wide signage plan.

Several areas of pedestrian/trail pavement and vehicular
pavement at CiCo Park have deteriorated resulting in
accessibility and safety concerns and should be addressed.

•
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Current program uses of the Park and
the drainage improvement project to be
completed in May 2015 limit the available
land area needed to create additional
athletic field amenities at the Park.

Parks and Facilities Assessment Evaluation
The evaluation matrix below establishes an order of magnitude for future improvement considerations of
major site and structure components. These evaluation ratings are based on visual observations and have
been assigned based on the following rating system:
10 = New construction condition
8 = Has good life for a number of years
6 = Average condition
4 = Below average conditions
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years
0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvements
CiCo Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
6

90 acres
Softball Fields

4

4

4

6

2

Baseball Field

1

4

4

8

2

Synthetic Turf Field

1

10

10

NA

NA

Track

1

10

10

NA

10

Tennis Courts

3

4

2

NA

Skate Park

1

8

8

NA

Trails

-

4

NA

Parking Lot

3

4

Aquatic Center

1

NA

4

8

NA

-

-

-

8

8

NA

-

-

-

6

10

10

NA

-

-

-

10

10

10

NA

-

-

-

10

NA

6

6

NA

-

-

-

5

NA

0

0

NA

-

-

-

4

NA

4

NA

4

NA

-

-

-

4

NA

NA

4

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

NA

NA

6

8

8

6

-

-

-

7

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Interior

5

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Windows

Roof

Walls

Floors

Systems

900

-

-

10

-

10

-

-

-

-

10

10

14,780

6

NA

NA

6

4

NA

6

6

6

4

5

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Softball Building

1,130

4

NA

4

6

4

4

6

4

4

4

4

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Meeting Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

CiCo Pool Building

-

6

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

8

9

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
*Shelters (Shade Sails)
Stadium

7

*County buildings used for the Fair were not evaluated. Shelters owned by the County in the southwest corner of the site were not evaluated.
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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City Park
City Park is a 45 acre multi-use park and
is one of the City’s first parks that was
established in 1857. It is located directly
across the street from City Hall/City
Auditorium.
Environmental
• Majority of the land cover of
the park is mowed turf grass.
The athletic playing surfaces are
maintained at a higher level than
the general open spaces of the
park.
•

Trees are scattered throughout
the park, and are more densely
located along the perimeter.

Athletic Facilities
• Three baseball fields:
ää Focus on youth
programming.
ää Wilson Field (northeastern most
field) serves as the freshman high
school field.
ää The southwestern most field, “Baker
Field”, used for youth baseball and
softball, was attempted to be removed
in 2011 per the 2006 city park master
plan. However, this attempt was met
with community opposition and the
field was preserved.

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

ää Participation in baseball and softball
is remaining consistent.
•

Two sand volleyball courts; high use and
significant programming.

•

Six tennis courts. There are two pods of
three tennis courts, the quantity is not
sufficient for groups in the City, quality of
courts is a concern – City believes 9 to 10
courts are needed and has been evaluating
expanding and/or reconstructing the
courts.

•

Basketball court for drop-in use. Built in
1995 and has poor pavement conditions.

ää Miller Field (Northwest field) used
for youth baseball and softball.
ää City programs fall youth soccer in the
outfields.
ää 138 programmed baseball/softball
games annually.

Scale: 1” = 400’
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Limestone veneer is used on the Wefald Pavilion and GTM Family Center and Larry Norvell Band Shell. Limestone columns are
used to accent the architecture at City Park Pool to continue the material throughout the park.

Amenities
• Jon and Ruth Ann Wefald Pavilion and
GTM Family Center:
ää 10,000 sf facility that includes
restrooms, dressing rooms, storage
and a 6,000 sf multi-purpose space.
ää Facility is named for former KSU
President Jon Wefald and Ms. Ruth
Ann Wefald.
ää $1,000,000 was allocated for this
Center through public and private
funding efforts in 2009.
ää Includes large overhead doors along
the east and west sides. Functions as
an indoor space. During the winter
months it is used as an indoor ice
rink. It is not a full rink, more of a
leisure ice circle, but accommodates a
full spectrum of programs.
•

Larry Norvell Band Shell and Arts in the
Park Stage:
ää The outdoor stage, completed in
2004, is used for Arts in the Park and
is located directly next to the Wefald

Park identification could be added to the entry feature on
the south side of City Park.

Pavilion and GTM Family Center.
•

Poyntz Shelter (one of two park shelters)

•

Splash Park

•

City Park Pool – Outdoor Aquatic Center:
ää 50M pool (there has been discussion of enclosing this during winter
season).
ää Leisure Pool w/ zero depth entry and
slides.
ää Flow rider.
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James W. Berry Rose Garden includes limestone edged
plant beds with the historic fountain terminating the end of
the walk.

The Johnny Kaw Statue is located next to the playground on
the southeast corner of the site.

The lit tennis courts (3 of 6 courts shown in photo) are often time used by groups other than the tennis community. Their
activities have been known to degrade the tennis court surfacing at a quicker rate than it should.

ää This aquatic facility was recently
renovated by a specific 0.1c sales tax
for City Pool, Northview Pool, and
Cico Pool, and 0.05c for Sunset Zoo
Nature Exploration Center. These
sunset in 2019, but could end sooner.

•

ää The city’s aquatic centers set a record
for attendance in 2014 with the
main/majority attendance coming
from the City Park facility.

•

Restrooms

•

Historic City Park Cabin and other
historical monuments.

•

Round-House:

•

Playground

•

Picnic tables with grills

James W. Berry Rose Garden:
ää Originally constructed in 1927 and
organized by the Kiwanis Club.
ää Includes a historic fountain.
ää Used for outdoor weddings.
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ää This structure has historical
significance and was built in 1875.

The northwest softball field does not have chain link fencing
down the lines. The infield surfacing drains slowly.

The northeast softball/baseball field does not have paved
access from the parking lot to the seating area. Paved
access is not provided to the stairs of the press box.

It is now used for dance and aerobic
classes and miscellaneous storage.
•

not provided at the softball diamonds.
The pressbox to Wilson Field does not
have paved access leading up to the
stairs. In addition, the pressbox is not
ADA compliant per ADA Standards
for Accessible Design (2010), Chapter
2, Section 206.2.7 for pressboxes even
though the total square footage is less than
500 square feet, as the pressbox elevation
is less than 12 feet from grade.

Johnny Kaw Statue:
ää A 30’ tall statue of the fictional
character Johnny Kaw, a Kansas
wheat farmer, constructed in 1966.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• There are five vehicular entry points to the
park. One on each side of the park, with
the exception of two on the north side.
•

Parking includes some paved lots and
some gravel lots. There are approximately
210 paved parking spaces with additional
335 gravel parking spaces available.

•

Dead end parking is provided at five
locations in the park, resulting in undesirable traffic flow.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Paved perimeter trail, mostly 8 feet wide
although some sections are 5 feet wide.
Approximately 1 mile long trail near the
perimeter of the park.
•

Paved access is not provided from the
softball parking lots to the seating areas
or dugouts. ADA parking stalls are also

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• Limestone veneer sets the tone for the
character of City Park. Limestone is also
provided at the Rose Garden, City Park
Pool and entry features around the park.
•

Entry monuments are located at the
south, east and southwest corner of the
park.

Recent Improvements
Athletic/Recreation Indoor-Outdoor Facilities
• Added second sand volleyball court, 2006.
•

Pavilion constructed, 2008.

•

City Park Pool, 2010.

•

Pavilion parking, 2010.

•

Renovated press boxes with new siding
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trim paint and new stairs at Wilson, 2013.
•

West tennis courts patching/crack filling
and resurfacing of select areas, 2013 and
2014.

•

New ice rink walls, 2014.

•

New shade structures at pool, 2014.

•

Roundhouse improvements including
restroom re-construction and dance floor
resurfacing, 2014.

•

Pool parking lot paving, pedestrian and
drainage improvements to be completed
in 2015.

•

Park offices moving to City Hall, 2015.

Challenges and Opportunities
• The sales tax used for aquatics improvements may potentially be used to provide
parking improvements around the pool.
Parking lot improvements at City Park
Pool are anticipated to be completed in
2015. North Park Road on-street parking
is to be improved in 2015.
•

The existing parks and recreation administration offices, originally built in 1955,
will no longer be used for the parks and
administration offices as they will be
moving to City Hall. The status of this
building is undetermined at this time,
pending updates to the City Park Master
Plan that is currently underway.

•

None of the baseball fields are irrigated or
have subsurface drainage. This results in
long time periods of not being able to play
after inclement weather and negatively
impacts scheduled games and practices.

•

An updated Master Plan for City Park is
currently underway to assess critical needs
and priorities.

•

Entry and wayfinding signage could be
enhanced to follow the character of the
entries on the south, east and southwest
corner of the site. Signage listing park
destinations could be listed at appropriate
entrances. Limestone could be utilized to
continue the character of the park.

•

Improved paving access from parking areas
to softball fields will improve ADA access
and provide for a cleaner look to the park.

Arts & Humanities
• Stage decking renovations, 2006.
•

Tech Shack renovations, 2007.

•

New stage lighting and seating improvements to be completed in 2015.

Other
• Clarenburg Trail paved around perimeter
of park, 2006-2008.
•

Playground equipment and surfacing,
2008.

•

Raised walls for Rose Garden, 2008.

•

Re-roof Poyntz Shelter, 2009.

•

Splash Park, shelter and restrooms, 2009.

•

Flag Plaza, 2011.

•

Rose garden irrigation and fountain
pump, 2012.

•

Pedestrian lighting, 2012.

•

Benches on 11th street and Rose Garden,
2013.

•

Renovate Rose Garden Fountain, 2015.

•

North Park Road parking improvements
planned for 2015.
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City Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
4

45 acres
Softball Fields

3

4

4

0

NA

8

8

NA

-

-

-

5

Tennis Courts

6

6

2

NA

NA

8

8

NA

-

-

-

6

Sand Volleyball

2

2

2

NA

NA

0

6

NA

-

-

-

3

Basketball Court

1

2

6

NA

NA

0

6

NA

-

-

-

4

Ampitheater

1

6

NA

NA

2

2

4

NA

-

-

-

4

Aquatic Center

1

2

NA

NA

10

NA

NA

10

-

-

-

7

Aquatic Center Parking

1

4

NA

NA

4

2

2

NA

-

-

-

3

Softball Gravel Parking

3

4

NA

NA

4

2

2

NA

-

-

-

3

Ampitheater Parking, Paved

1

6

NA

NA

4

4

6

NA

-

-

-

5

Trails

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Windows

Roof

Walls

Floors

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

2,595

4

4

4

6

6

6

6

4

4

4

5

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Interior

Systems
Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Parks and Recreation Admin.
Offices
Ampitheater-Pavilion

7

13,823

8

8

8

8

8

8

10

8

6

6

8

Stage

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Multi-use area

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

10

Aquatic Center Building(s)

3,466

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

Changing rooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Offices

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

1,900

4

4

4

6

6

6

6

4

4

4

5

Roundhouse

10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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Colorado Park
Colorado Park is adjacent to the Manhattan
Catholic School and is used for outdoor activities.
The historic police station and jail are located
within the park.
Environmental
• Colorado Park is primarily mowed turf.
Athletic Facilities
• The open space is used for various
!
outdoor activities including## practice
space
#
#
and Catholic School P.E. programs.
Amenities
•

Open Space.

#!
!
!

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Parking is available adjacent to the historic
police station on the southeast portion of
the site.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Concrete and brick sidewalks are located
adjacent to the roadways on the perimeter
of the park.

!

!

Pierre St

#

!

!
#!!
Parking Lot
#!
Manhattan
Municipal
##
# Court !
Colorado St

S 6th St

Manhattan
Catholic
School

S Juliette Ave

!

!

Scale: 1” = 400’
Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A small, green identification sign for the
Municipal Court is located along the
east edge of the park at the parking lot
entrance.

View from southwest corner at Colorado Street and South Juliette Avenue.

View from northwest corner at Pierre Street and South Juliette Avenue.
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S 9th St

Douglass Park

S 10th St

Douglass Park, the former location of a
neighborhood pool, is 1.53 acres. The Flint Hills
Breadbasket is located southeast of Douglass
Park and Douglass Annex is located northeast of
Douglass Park.

El Paso Ln

!
Fort Riley Blvd

##

Athletic Facilities
• Basketball court with lighting.!
•

Scale: 1” = 400’

Lighting installed in 2011.
#
##
#

Amenities
• Shelter.

!

##
!

#!

•

Playground with new synthetic turf
surfacing installed in 2011.

•

Open space.

•

Storage unit and workshop.

!

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• An asphalt parking lot is available to the
east of the park with access off of South
9th Street.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Concrete sidewalks are located along the
northern and western edge of the park.
•

El Paso Ln

Douglass
Park

Environmental
• The primary land cover is mowed lawn. A
few overstory trees existing at !the
corners
##### !!
of the park.
#
##
!!
#
#
###

!
!
Douglass
#
#
Parking Lot Community
Center #
#
! #
#
#
##
! #
Yuma St
!
#
# #!
# # Douglass
! !
#
!Playground
#
Basketball#
#
# # Annex
#
Court
#
#
#
#
!
!!
!
Pavilion
!
!
!
# !! !
! !
!#

#
##

Legend
!
Park Utility
!
!
### Park
#Amenity
#
Street
#
! !Trail
! Existing
Park Fence & Wall

•

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

Chain link fencing is located on the north
and south sides of the park.

Challenges and Opportunities
• The Douglass Center and Douglass Park
are eligible for CDBG funding and funds
have been used for extensive improvements in recent years.
•

A project to construct a new recreation
center in Douglass Park potentially
using CDBG Section 108 Loans is also a
possibility.

Yuma Street is identified for bike
boulevard or bike lane improvements in
2015.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• No signage was observed at Douglass Park.
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A view of the new playground with synthetic turf surfacing.

A shelter with movable tables and a concrete sidewalk
access is provided next to the playground.

A full court basketball court with sports lighting is located
at the northern portion of the site, just to the west of the
playground.

Douglass Park
Acres/

Playing

Quantity Drainage Surface

Safety/
Lighting

Security

-

-

-

-

-

-

10

8

-

-

-

-

-

-

8

Playground
1
10
10
6
8
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

-

-

9

Site

Average
8

Basketball Court

1

8

4
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Eisenhower Baseball Complex

»» This field has a higher quality
infield surfacing material
compared to other infields in the
City.

The Eisenhower Baseball Complex is 16.33 acres
and is located east of Eisenhower Middle School.
The main baseball field to the west, Norvell Field,
is used by the high school. The Complex is used
by Legion Baseball, Manhattan Christian College,
Manhattan High School and the KSU Club. The
land was donated by Unified School District 383
and was established in 1997.

»» A press box is located behind this
field.
ää The two practice fields, constructed
in 1998, are 310 feet down the lines
and 360 feet to center field.
»» These fields use a local infield
aggregate material that is more
white and is often used by the
City for other infield surfaces
throughout Manhattan parks.

Environmental
• The park is primarily irrigated turf grass
with a limited amount of trees outlining
the primary baseball outfield.
•

Common turf spaces are non-irrigated.

•

There is a concrete storm runnel that
borders the western edge of the park and
a drainage swale that borders the northern
boundary of the site.

ää All three fields have fenced outfields
and have sports lighting.

Marlatt Ave

Athletic Facilities
• 3 baseball fields:
ää The northwest
field (Norvell
Field) is used by
the high school
and has a natural
grass infield.
This field size is
325 feet down
the lines and 375
feet to center
field.

Marlatt Ditch

!

!!

!
!#

##

Norvell Field

Eisenhower Middle School

!

#
#
#
#
# Bleachers ! # #
#
#
!
#!
# #
#####!#
# Sports-Exercise
#
#! Shelter
##
Shelter
#
#
##
!
!

#
#
!

Playground

Practice Baseball Field

#
!
Bleachers
!#
#
! #
## !##!
#
Bleachers

#
Bleachers
!
#
!
#
#!

!

Equipment

!
!
!
!

!
Bleachers

#
Parking
# #Lot#
#
#
#Cage Bleachers
Batting
!
#
!
#

!

##

!

Practice Baseball Field !

Track and Field

!

#

!

#

Walters Dr

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Scale: 1” = 400’
Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage
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A natural turf infield, warning track and sports lighting are
provided at Norvell Field. This is recognized as the highest
quality field in the Manhattan Park system, but also results in
a higher level of maintenance.

The concrete paving behind Norvell Field is cracking and
heaving and needs to be replaced.

ää There are 88 programmed baseball
games annually.
ää The backstop fencing for the fields
have wooden planks to protect the
chain link fencing backstop.
•

1 track and field venue, used by the
Eisenhower Middle School.
ää The infield of the track is natural
turf.
ää The track surfacing is asphalt.
ää The track and field does not have
sports lighting.

Amenities
• There is a playground located adjacent to
the premier baseball field that includes
netting overhead to protect children from
foul balls.
•

A shelter with fixed seating is located
adjacent to the playground.

•

A restroom and concessions building is
located near the premier baseball field.

The gravel parking lot with limestone boulder in the
foreground is typical for Manhattan parks. The practice
baseball field in the background does not include a paved
path from the parking lot to the seating area.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• A single vehicular entry to the site is
located to the south off of Walters Drive.
The entry drive and dead end parking
include gravel surfacing with limestone
boulders outlining the parking lot. The
parking lot can accommodate approximately 60 cars.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• The park does not have any trails or
sidewalks with exception of the sidewalk
connection from the middle school’s
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The press boxes at Norvell and the track are not ADA accessible.

A sidewalk connection is provided from the middle school’s parking lot to Norvell Field. Additional, paved connections to the
adjacent neighborhoods would improve pedestrian access and safety to the site.

parking lot to Norvell Field. There are
sidewalks on the adjacent Middle School
property to the west and sidewalks along
the residential neighborhood to the south.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• There is no entry signage to the park.
The limestone boulders aligning the entry
drive and parking lot continue the similar
character of other parking lots in the park
system. It could be difficult to identify
this park as a city park versus a school
district owned park.

Recent Improvements
• Irrigation system installed on 2 east fields,
2005.
•

Air conditioning in Norvell Field press
box, 2006.

•

Shale installed on Norvell infield, 2006.

•

Diamond Pro installed on Norvell Field,
2007.

•

Shelter, 2008.

•

Playground, 2008.

•

Re-roof concessions stand and Norvell
Field press box, 2009.

•

Expanded parking lot, 2010.

•

New scoreboards at all 3 fields, 2014.
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Challenges and Opportunities
• There are two batting cages on the site
that are in need of repair and are maintained by the school district. Maintenance
and upgrades can be a challenge due to the
site being used by the district and owned
by the City.
•

•

•

The pressbox to Norvell Field is not
ADA compliant per ADA Standards
for Accessible Design (2010), Chapter
2, Section 206.2.7 for pressboxes even
though the total square footage is less than
500 square feet, as the pressbox elevation
is less than 12 feet from grade.
The pressbox to the track is not ADA
accessible. There is not paved access from
the parking lot to the seating area of the
track, or the seating areas of the practice
baseball fields.
There are a variety of issues with the
concrete paving behind the premier field.
Cracking and significant heaving of the
pavement has occurred, causing a variety
of tripping hazards. The paving should be
removed and the soil subbase should be
further investigated for proper compaction and be determined if suitable for a
subbase.

•

The turf field on the main baseball field
has a true sand base. This results in high
use for the irrigation system and requires a
higher level of maintenance.

•

Fencing around the premier field tends to
block visibility onto the field.

•

Parking is a significant challenge, cannot
accommodate competition on all fields at
same time.

•

With limited parking availability on site,
it is recommended sidewalk access on

A covered play area and shelter are located adjacent to
Norvell Field.

the park’s property be included for better
connections to adjacent neighborhoods to
improve pedestrian access and safety to the
park.
•

There is additional parking at the school,
but challenges in terms of game times /
school times and need.

•

Common turf spaces are non-irrigated.

•

There is a concrete storm runnel that
borders the western edge of the park and
a drainage swale that borders the northern
boundary of the site.
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Eisenhower Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
4

16 acres
Softball/Baseball Fields

2

6

6

6

NA

8

8

NA

-

-

-

Baseball Field

1

8

8

8

NA

8

8

NA

-

-

-

8

Track

1

6

4

NA

NA

0

4

NA

-

-

-

4

Football Field

1

6

6

6

NA

0

4

NA

-

-

-

4

Batting Cages

2

NA

4

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

-

-

-

4

Gravel Parking Lot

1

4

NA

NA

4

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

NA

NA

2

0

2

NA

-

-

-

3

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Concrete Concourse

1

6

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Interior
Windows

Roof

Walls

Systems
Floors

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Baseball Building

7

7
1,352

8

NA

8

8

8

6

8

6

6

4

7

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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Fairmont Park
Fairmont Park is 100.27 acres and is a
combination of a County and City park located
by the Kansas River. Riley County owns
approximately 60 acres. The City of Manhattan
owns approximately 40 acres.
Environmental
• Fairmont Park is heavily wooded along the
northern and western borders of the site.
A mature savanna exists within the heart
of the park.
•

The Kansas River forms the northern and
western border parallel to the wooded
area.

Athletic Facilities
• Two football fields that include seating,
scoreboards, field goal posts and sports
lighting.
•

18 hole disc golf course.

•

Softball/baseball backstops, with no
infields.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Fairmont Park is accessed from Messenger
Road, north of Pillsbury Drive.
•

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Walking trails are provided in the park.
Additional trail connections to the parking
lots and next to the park’s drives would
increase trail access and pedestrian safety.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• There is an entry sign that is labeled with
“Riley County”. This is a wooden sign
that includes limestone edging in the plant
bed beneath the sign. The entry feature
does not align with the character of the
Manhattan park system.
•

Amenities
• Large dog park.
•

Restrooms.

The entry sign and associated landscaping at the entrance
to Fairmont park with the Riley County logo.

The park’s gravel drives and parking lots
are aligned with concrete curb and gutter.
A variety of parking areas are available
throughout the park.

There is a disc golf sign that includes
a map of the course and provides
locations for parking and other amenities
throughout the park. This type of a sign/
map could be useful for the larger parks in
the city that provide multiple uses.

A view of the football fields with lighting, seating, goal posts
and a scoreboard.
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!!!

#### !
## #
Dog Park
#
! #
## !

#
##

Kansas River

#

! !

!

#

!
!

!#

# # #
#
Restroom
! !
Bleachers
#
!
!
#
!
#
Bleachers
#
Football
Field
Football
Field
#
!
#
#
#
Bleachers
Bleachers
!
#
!
!
Parking Lot
#
#
#

!

Parking Lot

#

#

!

#

!

#
#
Shelter
#
!

#
!
!

!
!

##

Moon St
Parking Lot

#
Heavy Tree Cover

!

#

#

!! Maintenance

Francis St

Parking Lot

# #
Disc Golf Course

!

!

#

!

#

!
!

!
Elliott St

#

!
!

# #
!!

#

#

Moon St
!

#

#
#

!

!#

!
!!
!
!

#
#

##
#
#

Messenger Rd

!

!

#

! !

Disc Golf Course
Maintenance
Adams St

#
##
#

#
# #
Disc Golf Course
#

#
#

#

#
#

#

#
Chenango St

# #

#
#

#

#
##

#

t Ave
Prospec

#
Deibler Pl

#
Kansas River

#

#
#

Rannells Rd

Pillsburry Dr

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Scale: 1” = 400’
Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage
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A baseball/softball backstop is used in the park with no infield aggregate. The fencing appears to be in need of
replacement.

Signage for the disc golf course provides clear wayfinding in the park and assists in locating other park amenities.

The dog park is heavily used and is situated in the northern part of the park.
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Recent Improvements
• Canoe launch, 2006.
• 9-hole disc golf built in 2009, course
remodeled and expanded to 18-holes in
2013.
• Dog park, 2012.
• House acquisition and removal for soccer
field development, 2014.
• Trail development is ongoing.
Challenges and Opportunities
• A comprehensive master plan was
completed for Fairmont Park by Landplan
Engineering in 1997 for Riley County
and the City of Manhattan. The master
plan included trails, picnic areas, restroom
buildings, canoe launch areas along
the Kansas River, trailheads and tree
protection.
• A master plan was completed for the
Fairmont Park Soccer Complex in 2006
for the Little Apple Soccer Club and
Riley County Parks. The plan included
a variety of soccer fields, parking and
a 133,000 square foot indoor soccer
complex with concessions, storage, lockers
and office spaces.

Concrete curb and gutter provides a clean edge between
parking and greenspace and makes for easier to maintain
lawns. The curb and gutter also provide distinct parking
areas to maximize the amount of stalls that can park in the
lots.

•

A master plan was completed for the
Fairmont Park Playground in 2007 by
Indigo Design that included shelters,
limestone pathways and play equipment.
There are opportunities and locations
for future trailhead and large signature
playground.
A future soccer complex is possible
according to the previous master planning
effort.

•
•

Fairmont Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
4

100 acres
Dog Park

1

6

NA

NA

4

0

0

NA

-

-

-

3

Football Fields

2

4

4

0

NA

8

6

NA

-

-

-

4

18 Hole Disc Golf

1

8

8

NA

NA

NA

4

NA

-

-

-

7

Gravel Parking Lots

5

4

NA

NA

4

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

Trails

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Exterior

Interior

Systems

Quantity

Walls

Windows

Roof

Walls

Floors

Ceilings Structure

Park Building

-

6

NA

6

6

6

6

6

6

6

6

6

Restrooms

2

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Structure(s)

6

10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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Frank Anneberg Park
Frank Anneberg Park is a 110.69 acre multi-use
park and is considered to be one of the signature
parks of Manhattan. The park was established in
1988 resulting from a 1986 Quality of Life Bond
Issue.

Legend
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Entry signs throughout Anneberg Park.

Restroom/Concessions building and shelter character provides similar red roofing materials.

Environmental
• Majority of the land cover of the park is
mowed turf grass. The athletic playing
surfaces are maintained at a higher level
than the general open spaces of the park.
•

A significant portion of the park is in a
floodplain. Future Conditions mapping
will need to be analyzed to establish
appropriate future development of the
park.

•

Jerry Dishman Lake, stocked for fishing,
is located in the southeast quadrant of the
park and is about 5 acres with a maximum
depth of about 10 feet.

•

Some trees existing throughout the park,
aligning sidewalks along the approach
to softball and along the east side of the
central parking lot. The park is bordered
by trees on all four sides of the park.

Athletic Facilities
• The park was originally constructed for
softball tournaments. Anneberg Park has
a total of 6 softball diamonds. There are
1,918 programmed softball/baseball games
annually.
ää The four softball fields on the
northwest corner of the park, the
Twin Oaks Complex, Fields 1 – 4,
have field sizes of 300 foot radii.
»» Used primarily for adult softball,
i.e. slow pitch and fast pitch, and
youth baseball.
»» These four diamonds are laid out
in a wagon wheel arrangement.
»» Concessions are contracted
out (at all athletic facilities) –
including zoo. Vista took over
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the concession operation eight
years ago. The concessions space
is smaller than desired.
»» The interior plaza/access area
of the clover is enclosed with
fencing and gates to enable
admission to be charged.
»» Colley Complex (Fields 5 and 6
for softball/baseball) are provided
at the south end of the park for
a total of six fields at this park.
These fields have sizes of 300
foot radii from home plate to the
outfield fence. One diamond
is oriented to the southwest,
while the other is oriented to the
southeast.
•

Manhattan Soccer Complex consists
of four main rectangles located on the
northeast quadrant of Anneberg Park.
ää The two southern rectangles are lit,
while the two northern rectangles are
not.
ää A concessions building is located in
the center of the four rectangles.
ää The northern end of the soccer
complex can be sectioned into
multiple, smaller fields.

Trail conditions could be improved with concrete or asphalt
in lieu of gravel.

younger age groups.
ää 650 programmed soccer matches are
held annually.
Amenities
• There is a playground with netting above
located within the four diamonds at the
Twin Oaks Complex that is outdated and
needs to be replaced. The equipment
and play surfacing have reached their
life expectancy. The City is looking for
alternative solutions.
•

1.9 miles of gravel trail.

•

Two rentable shelters, Anneberg #1
and Anneberg #2. These shelters are
located south and west of Jerry Dishman
Lake. Reservations for these shelters are
available through the Parks and Recreation
Department.

•

A large playground is located near the
southwest corner of Jerry Dishman Lake.

•

Jerry Dishman Lake provides fishing that
includes a variety of bass, pan fish and
walleye.

ää Two additional rectangle soccer/
multipurpose fields are provided
north of Colley Complex.
ää One non-irrigated soccer field is
located southwest of Colley Complex.
The area immediately south of
Colley is used for practice and is also
non-irrigated.
ää Larger soccer fields are often divided
into multiple smaller fields for
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Limestone accents the lakeside and provides an edge to the gravel parking areas. Wheel stops or paved parking with
concrete curbs could be utilized to provide a cleaner edge and to maximize parking opportunities.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• The Wildcat Golf and Fitness located on
adjacent property is accessed from park
road.
• The city has had parking challenges at
this site. There is not adequate parking
for large events and some of the fields are
a long distance from the nearest parking
space. There are approximately 150 paved
parking spaced at the park, plus gravel and
on-street parking. Pedestrian safety is a
concern.
• The gravel parking is in poor condition
and does not allow for maximizing
parking quantities due to no striping or
wheel stops.
• There is only one-way in and one-way
out of the park. There is the possibility
of improving vehicular ingress and
egress with the West Anderson Avenue
Expansion Project that is currently under
consideration.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Bike and pedestrian access to neighborhoods to the west is good.
• Access to the north across Anderson
Avenue needs to be improved, but could
be alleviated with the West Anderson
Avenue Expansion Project.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A primary precast concrete sign panel

•

•

identifying Frank Anneberg Park is located
at the entrance of the park, while two
smaller precast concrete signs identifying
Anneberg Soccer Complex and Twin
Oaks Sports Complex are located at
their entrances. These signs are in good
condition and provide consistency in
character in the park.
Limestone is present throughout the park,
both along the shores of Jerry Dishman
Lake as well as around the perimeter of
gravel parking areas.
The park includes a variety of structures
with common red, metal roofing. Some
of the structure are more dated than
others.

Recent Improvements
• Shale installed on softball fields 5 & 6,
2006.
• Shelter and irrigation at Twin Oaks entry,
2006.
• Diamond Pro installed on softball fields 5
& 6, 2007.
• Synthetic turf planned for infields on
softball fields 1-4 and soccer field 1 in
2015.
• Replace sports field lighting on softball
fields 1-4 and soccer fields 1 and 2 in
2015.
• Press box paint and trim renovations,
2013.
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•

New LED Scoreboards for softball fields
1, 2, 3, 4 and 5, 2008.

•

New LED scoreboard for softball field 6,
2014.

•

Re-grade and sod soccer field # 1, 2007.

•

Re-grade and sod soccer field # 2, 2008.

•

Partial lake wall stabilization, 2008.

•

Trail Bridge to Deweese Wetlands, 2009.

•

Replaced two sections of asphalt road with
concrete, 2011 and 2014.

•

Paved east parking lot, 2007.

•

Parallel parking added along park entry
road, 2014

•

New roof for original maintenance shop,
2010.

•

Lake shelter roofs, 2010.

•

New dock at lake, 2011.

•

New storage shed in maintenance yard,
2007.

•

Restroom rework (paint, new counters,
faucets, sinks, etc) and installed hand
dryers, 2010.

backstops, seating and dugouts.
•

Synthetic turf and sports field lighting is
also anticipated to be installed in 2015
on one of the full-size soccer fields at the
Manhattan Soccer Complex.

•

Although all fields are irrigated at the
park, except the 7th soccer field south of
the Colley Complex, the irrigation systems
have reached their life expectancy and
need frequent repairs. New irrigations
systems will improve the quality of the
field and reduce the amount of maintenance required.

•

Concession provider has brought up the
concept of selling beer at the softball
complex.

•

There are two large grass islands located
directly north of the existing paved
parking that could be utilized for additional parking that is needed during larger
events. This area would also provide
closer parking to the Twin Oaks Complex
and the Manhattan Soccer Complex.

•

Concrete or asphalt trails in lieu of gravel
trails would improve safety.

Challenges and Opportunities
• Twin Oaks Complex:
ää The City anticipates replacing the
aggregate softball infields at the Twin
Oaks Complex in 2015 and replacing
with synthetic turf. This will provide
for a playing surface that can be
used immediately after inclement
weather and will be able to provide
continuous use.
ää The concrete concourses are in need
of repair and replacement.
ää Improvements are needed for the
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Frank Anneberg Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Aquatics

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting Security Condition
Site

-

-

-

Average
4

110 acres
Softball Fields

6

2

6

2

2

6

8

NA

-

-

-

4

Soccer Fields

7

2

6

2

NA

4

6

NA

-

-

-

4

Concrete Parking Lot

1

8

NA

NA

8

4

4

NA

-

-

-

6

Gravel Parking Lot

2

4

NA

NA

4

4

4

NA

-

-

-

4

4

NA

NA

4

4

4

NA

-

-

-

4

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Elec

Mech

Misc./Side Street Parking
Trails

Interior
Windows

Roof

Walls

Systems
Floors

Ceilings Structure

Lighting Average

Structure(s)
North Softball Building

6
2,675

6

6

6

6

6

4

8

8

6

4

6

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Meeting Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

South Softball Building

956

6

NA

6

6

6

6

8

8

4

4

6

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Meeting Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Soccer Building

900

6

NA

6

6

6

6

8

8

4

4

6

Concessions

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Meeting Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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Anderson - Sunset
Anderson - Sunset East
West
Fai
rch
ild
Ter
rac
e

Girl Scout Park
Girl Scout Park is 6.7 acres.
This park was included in
the facility tour, but was
only a drive-by with limited
observations. The park is
located north of Manhattan
High School and is directly
adjacent to the local cemetery.

Jorgensen Park
Grandview Dr
! !

!!

Girl Scout Park

•

Limestone Wall
!

!!

!
!

!

!
!
!
!

!

!
!

Amenities
• Open green space and parking.
Old stone house, used by the City on a
limited basis.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Vehicles can access Girl Scout Park from
Sunset Avenue onto the single, gravel
parking lot in the park.

Cemetery Maintence
Area

!

!

!

! !
A large drainage area,
!
densely populated with overstory trees,
borders the western !edge!of the park and
crosses under Grandview Drive.

!
!

Sunset!Cemetery

Sunset Ln

Cemetery Sexon’s
!
House

!

!

Sunset Ave

#
##
!
!
# ##
!
#
#
#
#
#!
# Girl
# !Scout
House
# #!
#
# #
#
!
#

!

#

N Delaware Ave

!
Parking Lot

Athletic Facilities
• Athletic facilities are not located at Girl
Scout Park.

•

!

Open Space
Jorgensen Park

Environmental
• Girl Scout Park
consists mainly of !
mowed lawn and
!
includes deciduous
!
trees scattered
!
!
!
throughout the park.

!!

Leavenworth St

Denison Circle

!
!Legend
!

! #

!

Park Utility
!
!
Park
Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

•

!

Scale: 1” = 400’
#
Park Boundary
(City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

The parking lot is a dead-end lot and can
hold 15 to 20 vehicles.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Local concrete sidewalks line the northern
and eastern edges of the park and connect
to local, residential sidewalks.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• The park’s presence is not celebrated
and could be hard to know this is a park
available to use in Manhattan. No significant signs were observed.
•
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The cemetery to the south of the park
is lined with limestone walls that are

The gravel parking lot is located on the southeast corner of the park. The area lacks recognition or entry signage.

The adjacent cemetery consists of limestone walls that align with much of the character of Manhattan.

common throughout Manhattan.
Challenges and Opportunities
• Future development of this park could
utilize limestone materials and provide
signage similar to other parks in the City.
Branding opportunities for common
signage throughout Manhattan could be
utilized here.
•

The open green space could be

programmed for youth soccer or football
practices to alleviate the use of other parks
specifically programmed for sports.
•

The parking lot could be paved and could
provide as a beginning to additional trail
connection around the park.

•

There is limited opportunity for expanded
uses at this park due to adjacent land uses
and subsurface conditions.
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!

!

#
#
Douglass Center
#
#
! #
##
##
#
!
! !
!
!
!

!

Fair Ln

Environmental
• The park is primarily mowed turf. A few
trees are located in the west parking lot.

#

!

The fields are multi-purpose for softball,
baseball, soccer and football and include
scoreboards.

Amenities
• Restrooms.
Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• The parking lot for the park is gravel and
is accessed from the west. The parking lot
is poorly lit.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety

!
#
##### ! !!
####Bleachers
#
#
#
!!
#Field Restroom
##
Baseball
##

###

Parking Lot

Multi-purpose Field
Wall
! Historic Limestone !

!

##
#

!

#
##
#
#!!#

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

•

Athletic Facilities
• There are two irrigated baseball/softball
fields. Field lighting was installed in
2007. Scoreboards were installed in 2011.
•

!

S 11th St

Griffith Park is 5.82 acres, was
established in 1935 and is zoned as
a public square on the original City
Plat. The park was previously used by
KSU Baseball.

S Manhattan Ave

#

Griffith Park

S 10th St

Fort Riley Blvd

!

#
##

Sojourner Truth Park

! #!
!
Pottawatomie
Ave

!

## ##
#

!
#

#

!
! 1” =! 400’
Scale:

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

W

ildca
t Cr access is available along the
Sidewalk
eek
western border of the park. The sidewalk
does not continue south of the park.
Pedestrian crossings are available from the
north residential neighborhood across Fort
Riley Boulevard.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• Large, limestone walls were installed as
a WPA project, a portion of which were
dismantled and reconstructed to allow
adjacent street widening improvements.
Challenges and Opportunities
• Park site is zoned as a public square from
the original City Plat. The City cannot
sell the land, but can use it however
needed.
•

Parking lot is in need of improvements.

A view across the irrigated turf multi-use fields.
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!
# !
# # ## #
#
#
#
#
#
#
## #
#
!!
!
!
! Park
#
Douglass
!!
!
!#
!
!

The historic, limestone walls is prevalent throughout Griffith Park.

The infield aggregate at Griffith Park is typical for the infield
material in Manhattan.

The small storage behind home plate, aluminum bleacher
seating and wooden planked backstops integrated into the
chain link backstop are typical in the City’s parks.

Griffith Park
Acres/
Site
Softball/Baseball Infields
Multi-purpose nat. turf fields
Gravel Parking Lot

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
5 acres
2
6
6
NA
NA
8
1
6
6
8
NA
8
1
4
NA
NA
4
0
Square Exterior
Interior
Footage
Walls Windows
Roof
Walls
Floors

Safety/

Aquatics

Security Condition
8
8
0

NA
NA
NA
Systems
Ceilings Structure

-

-

-

-

-

-

Mech

Lighting

4
-

4
-

Elec
Structure(s)
Building
2,183
4
NA
8
4
4
4
6
4
Locker Room
Restrooms
Office
Storage
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

Average
5
7
7
2
Average
5
5
-
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Long’s Park
Long’s Park is approximately 2.9 acres and was
established in 1857. The Long Oil Company
previously had a service station located on the
northwest portion of the park.

Colorado St

#
!
#
!
#

Environmental
• Long’s Park consists of mowed turf grass
with mature overstory trees scattered
throughout the park.
Athletic Facilities
• None provided at Long’s Park.
Amenities
• Shelter with tables and grills.
•

Playground.

•

Restroom.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• On-street parking is available near the
park. There is one ADA parking stall
available on the northern portion of the
site with access off of Colorado Street.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Sidewalks are located around the
perimeter of the park and connect to
adjacent residential neighborhoods.

#
##
###
#!##
#
!Shelter
##
#
#

!
!

!

!

!
Yuma St

!

!

#

!

S 16th St

#! ! PPlayground!
##
Restroom

S 17th St

#

#
!

Scale: 1” = 400’
Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A park sign is located along 17th Street
that is a green metal frames sign, similar
to the signs at Douglass Center and the
Municipal Court.
Challenges and Opportunities
• Long’s Park is a neighborhood park
programmed for more passive play rather
than programmed sporting uses.
•
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Future development opportunities for
outdoor athletic fields are limited due to
space and existing trees.

Northeast Park
Northeast Park is 82.27 acres
and is deemed as “drop-in”
active use by the City. The
original master plan for the
park identified a nature center
to be located at the park in
the future. The park was
originally established in 1997
and dedicated in 2003.
Environmental
• Northeast Park
consists of large areas
of native prairie along
with mowed turf grass
that is not irrigated.
•

The park has a limited
amount of trees, with
some scattered along
the west, east and
southern borders.

•

The area was previously used for
farming.

Knox Ln

!

!

Two softball fields,
non-irrigated.

!

!

#

##
#
#
#
!

!
#
#
#
Maintenance
!!
Soccer Fields

Softball Field

#
#

Playground
#

#
#
#

#
#
#
#
#
Shelter
#
#
#
!#

#

#

Parking Lot

#
#
Shelter
#
!
#
##
##
##
#

#

#

Softball Field

!

#
#

#
!

#

#

#
##

##
#
#
#
!

Drainage Ditch

!

Athletic Facilities
• Two soccer fields/open
space, non-irrigated.
•

!

!

!

!

!

!

#
#
#

Amenities
• Shelter, constructed in 2006.
•

Restrooms are provided at the northeast
corner of the site in the maintenance
building.

•

Reconstructed prairie area at south side of
park.

#

Scale: 1” = 400’
Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage
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The entry sign to the Park is located along Knox Lane.
Limestone features at the entry would help align Northeast
Community Park’s character with other parks throughout
the City.

The gravel trail begins at the entry of the park; however the
adjacent residential neighborhoods do not have sidewalks.
Completing sidewalk systems and connecting them to the
park would be ideal for pedestrian connectivity and safety.

There are two similar shelters located at the park. Nearby
restrooms would be beneficial.

The softball fields include backstop fencing and infield
aggregate, but are not fully developed with seating,
fencing or dugouts to promote more of a non-programmed
park.

•

Maintenance shop with a restroom and
drinking fountain located at the northeast
corner of the park.

•

Future amenities identified in the
master plan could include playgrounds,
a community/nature center, basketball,
tennis and volleyball courts.

•

A trail bench was installed in 2014.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Vehicular access is provided at one
location along Knox Lane at the northern
boundary of the site. A 500 foot long,
paved access drive connects to a dead end,

paved parking lot in the north central
portion of the park. The parking lot can
accommodate approximately 100 cars.
•

There is a maintenance access to the
maintenance building on the northeast
corner of the site.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Multiple gravel trail loops on site that
include connections to Linear Trail and
two links into the neighborhood to the
west. A bridge connection to Linear Trail
was completed in 2005.
•

Awarded KDOT Transportation
Alternative grant in 2014 for Knox Lane
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Multi-Use Path, a ten foot wide concrete
path from Casement Road to Northeast
Park. This will greatly enhance the pedestrian/bike connectivity to Northeast Park.

fields/open space are not desired from the
adjacent neighborhood.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• There is a green park sign at the
entry along Knox Lane that is similar
in character to other park signs in
Manhattan.

•

No safety or security lighting is provided
for the parking lot or shelter area.

•

Providing restrooms near the center of
the park next to the parking and shelters
would be ideal.

Challenges and Opportunities
• The City does not actively program
this space. The decision to not actively
program was heavily influenced by
feedback and comments from residents
in the adjacent neighborhood during the
initial planning for the park.
•

Sports field-type lighting for the recreation

Northeast Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
2

82 acres
Softball Fields

2

4

6

0

NA

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

Soccer Fields

2

4

4

0

NA

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

Parking

1

8

NA

NA

8

0

0

NA

-

-

-

4

Trails

1

4

NA

NA

4

0

0

NA

-

-

-

2

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Interior
Windows

Roof

Walls

Systems
Floors

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Building

6
2,460

8

NA

8

6

8

6

8

6

6

4

7

Maintenance

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Shelters (2)
320
NA
NA
8
NA
NA
NA
8
NA
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

NA

0

5
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Northview Park
#!## !
Restroom
!
#
!
##

!

#
#

#
Frey Dr

The park is bordered by residential neighborhoods to the north, west and south
that include a variety of overstory trees.

Athletic Facilities
• There is one vacated baseball/softball
diamond at Northview Park. The
dugouts, backstop fencing, sports lighting,
a scoreboard and restroom building
remain in their locations and are operational, however are vacant as well. A small
gravel parking lot is located to the west of
the baseball/softball field.
•

The field was not used for programmed
activity prior to the pool renovation. The
programming moved to other facilities
due to the demand and ability to program
multiple fields. The infield turned to grass
to minimize maintenance requirements.

Amenities
• A playground is located north of the
concrete parking lot and to the west of the
pool. The adjacent elementary also has a
playground with hard surfacing for play.
•

Shelters with grills are located at the
southwest corner of the park, adjacent to
the parking lot.

!

#

!
!

Maintenace

Pool

Northview Elementary

!
!
Shelter
te!
#
#ter
#
##
#Playground# #Pool House !
#
!
#
Parking Lot !
!
# !!
!

Environmental
• The park is primarily mowed turf.
The baseball/softball outfield includes
irrigation.
•

Tuttle St

!

Sloan St

Northview Park is a 5.10 acre park located
in northeast Manhattan, directly adjacent to
Northview Elementary School. The park was
established in 1956 and offers a variety of
program elements.
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The Northview Pool is the primary
attraction to the park and was renovated
in 2011. It is the most leisure focused
aquatic center in the Manhattan park
system.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• The main parking lot is paved and located
off of Griffith Drive. There are two points
of entry to accommodate fluid traffic flow.
•

A portion of parking is shared with
School.

•

There are approximately 23 parking spaces
south of the Northview Pool, while the
elementary school has approximately 35
parking spaces.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• Northview Elementary School is currently
being studied as Safe Routes to School
Program – promoting safe walking routes
to the School could benefit the park as
well.
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The newly renovated Northview Pool is located directly adjacent to the Northview Elementary School.

The shelter and playground can be seen in the foreground, while the vacated softball/baseball field with sports lighting is
located in the background.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• There is a small, green entry sign to the
park that is similar to other signs in the
City’s park system.
•

The architecture of Northview Pool is
recently renovated and aligns with the
character of City Park Pool, with the
exception of no limestone.

Challenges and Opportunities
• Parking is limited, specifically during
aquatic center peak usage. Consideration
could be made to remove the old baseball/
softball field and associated lighting, scoreboard and concession/restroom building
to provide additional space for parking
and other programmed activities.
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Northview Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting
Site

Aquatics

Security Condition

-

-

-

Average
5

5 acres
Softball Field

1

4

2

0

NA

6

2

NA

-

-

-

3

Aquatic Center

1

8

NA

NA

6

8

8

8

-

-

-

8

Gravel Parking for Softball

1

4

NA

NA

4

0

2

NA

-

-

-

3

Parking for Aquatics

1

8

NA

NA

8

6

6

NA

-

-

-

7

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Windows

Roof

Interior
Walls

Floors

Systems

2,174

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

10

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Aquatic Center Building(s)
Concessions

10

Restrooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Changing Rooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Equipment Building
1,578
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

10

10

10
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Optimist Park
Optimist Park is 18.61 acres and is
owned and maintained by the local
Optimist Club. The City utilizes the
park for youth baseball and softball.
Environmental
• Much of the site floods from
the adjacent Wildcat Creek.
•

The site is bordered by the
creek and heavily wooded
areas to the east, north and
west. The remainder of
the site consists of the ball
fields and parking areas with
minimal open space.

Spencer Natural Area

Baseball/Softball
Field
Wooded Area

Wi
ldc
at C
reek

Batting Cage
Baseball/Softball
Field
Gravel Parking Lot
Batting Cage

Baseball/Softball
Field

Baseball/Softball
Field

Ln
ate
m
y
l
P

Baseball/Softball
Field

Wooded Area

Athletic Facilities
• Five youth baseball/softball
fields, two of which have been
recently added.
•

Two batting cages are located
at the park.

•

A large morton building is
used for youth wrestling.

•

The Optimists handle the concession operations and manage associated
contracts.

Amenities
• None, other than the athletic components
of the park.
Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Vehicular access includes paved Plymate
Lane that ends at a cul-de-sac at the entry
to Optimist Park. From here, there is
gated access down to the gravel parking
lot.

e
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m
A
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City Boundary
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Creek/Drainage

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• There are no trails to or around Optimist
Park.
•

Paved access from the parking lot to the
seating areas does not exist.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• The entry sign is constructed from
dry-laid limestone blocks, but is unique
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The paved cul-de-sac leads to the gated, gravel parking
lot. The entry sign is dry-laid limestone block with a wooden
panel sign in the center.

The storage unit reflects the typical character of the
structures on the site. Fencing includes both galvanized
chain link and metal fence posts with a lower quality fence
fabric.

from other limestone signage features in
Manhattan’s park system.
•

Storage structures and adjacent buildings
do not align with the character of the park
system.

Challenges and Opportunities
• The Optimist Club does all of the maintenance on the fields.

•

There is a lack of parking for larger events.
Vehicular circulation is a challenge with
the cul-de-sac drive approach.

•

The field sizes limit the flexibility of the
park’s uses.

•

The lower three fields flood from the
creek, which may prohibit future improvements to the park. Frequent flooding
of athletic surfaces can compromise the
performance of infield aggregates and have
a negative impact on outfield turf areas.

Optimist Park
Acres/

Playing

Turf

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Surface Irrigation Condition Lighting

Aquatics Spectator

ADA

Security Condition Amenities Access

-

Site

Average
5

Softball Fields West

2

8

6

0

NA

0

6

NA

-

-

-

4

Softball Fields East

3

4

4

0

NA

4

6

NA

-

-

-

4

Batting Cages

2

8

8

NA

NA

NA

6

NA

-

-

-

7

Gravel Parking Lot

1

4

NA

NA

4

0

6

NA

-

-

-

4

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Interior
Windows

Roof

Walls

Systems
Floors

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Concessions/Restrooms and Wresling Building were not reviewed as they are not City buildings
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement
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Environmental
• Sojourner Truth Park
consists of mowed turf grass
with mature overstory trees
scattered throughout the park.

!

S Manhattan Ave

Sojourner Truth Park is 2.79 acres
and was established in 1996. The site
was purchased by the Urban Renewal
Agency in 1972.

!
#
!#

!
!
#
Garden
#
! !
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Amenities
•

Shelter with tables and grills.

•

Playground.

•

Butterfly Garden.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• A gravel parking lot in the park is
provided off of Pottawatomie Avenue on
the west side of the park and can hold
approximately 14 cars.

The green sign is typical for the smaller parks in Manhattan.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• There is a sidewalk connection from the
west shelter to the playground on the east
end of the site. These sidewalks do not
connect east or west of the park. There are
scattered sidewalks in the adjacent residential neighborhood to the south.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• There is a small, green sign at the park’s
entry, typical of Manhattan park’s signs.

A view towards the playground in the park.
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!

Challenges and Opportunities
• Sojourner Truth Park is a neighborhood
park programmed for more passive play
rather than programmed sporting uses.
•

Future development opportunities for
outdoor athletic fields are limited due to
space.

A view towards the basketball court in the park.
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Native grasses occupy much of the
expansive open spaces of the park.

Athletic Facilities
• The park is used for cross-country
running events 2 to 4 times per year.
There is a 9-hole disc golf course that
was established in 2010. The course has
challenging topography that includes tight
fairways within heavily wooded, which
makes this course unique in the disc golf
community.
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Parking

The park is heavily wooded with various,
large open space primarily on the western
portion of the park with a smaller open
space located on the eastern portion of the
park with a shelter.

Amenities
• Shelter with grills
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the Manhattan Community.
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Warner Park is
89.04 acres that
includes large,
natural park
areas and was
established in
1956. This park
was included in
the tour, but was
only a drive-by
with limited
observations.

Ln
Crreeeekk
Brruushh

Ej Frick Dr

Warner Park
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Scale 1” = 600’
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Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Warner Park Road is a one-way in/out
gravel road that begins at the southwest
corner of the site and winds its way
through the primary open space of the
park, up to the north central area of the
park, then returns back on the same road
for exiting.
•

Warner Park Road begins with an
on-street gravel parking lot and has a
lockable gate at the entry to restrict
vehicular access as needed. The gravel lot
is lined with limestone boulders, which is
common throughout the park system of
Manhattan.

•

The lack of enough parking in the
southwest parking lot creates vehicular
congestion during large events held at
Warner Park.
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•

Additional parking lot on east side of park
to serve the disc golf course. Also serves as
trailhead parking.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• A gravel trail access is located off the
eastern border of the park along Shuss
Road and provides access to the eastern
green space with the shelter. The entrance
to this trail also includes a lockable gate.
•

“Eight Weeks Trail” is located on the west
end of the park.

•

Other trails throughout the park continue
to be established.

The gravel trail can be accessed from Shuss Road along the
eastern border of Warner Park. Sidewalk access along Shuss
Road is not available. A trail connection to this point would
help pedestrian safety for access Warner Park from the east.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• The shelter located in the east open space
is unique to the City of Manhattan.
•

The limestone in the parking lot reflects
similar character compared to other
parking lots in Manhattan’s park system.

Challenges and Opportunities:
• Local disc golf users/organizations would
like to expand existing 9-hole disc golf
course to 18-holes.
•

The existing master plan for Warner Park
calls out land to be dedicated for natural
areas.

•

An updated master plan for Warner Park
would be beneficial as extensive new
development has occurred west of the park
in recent years.

•

Entry and wayfinding signage should
be enhanced to reflect other parks in
Manhattan and utilized limestone
materials to reflect the natural features of
Warner Park. A monument sign could
be provided at the southwest entry to the

The gravel parking lot defines the southwest entry into
Warner Park. The entry lacks significant entry signage.
The dead-end parking provides for challenging vehicular
patterns during large events.

park to create a grand entry to enhance
the sense of arrival.
•
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Off-street parking could be incorporated
at the entry of the park to create more
fluid traffic flow into the park. Concrete
or asphalt parking and drives would
enhance the quality of the access and
circulation.

This shelter is located in the eastern open space of Warner Park. The character of this shelter is unique to the Manhattan
parks. (Photo provided by the City of Manhattan)

Warner Park
Acres/
Playing
Quantity Drainage Surface

Safety/
Security

-

-

-

9 Hole Disc Golf
1
8
8
6
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

-

-

Site

Average
7
7
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Possible Park Site on K-18
(site 5 per tour map)
This potential park site is located along
Highway 18 and is approximately 90 acres and
is currently owned by the Kansas Department of
Transportation. The City of Manhattan could
potentially acquire this land for future parkland.
Environmental
• The site is bordered with trees along the
north boundary and southwest boundary
to the site.
•

The site is approximately 90 acres, most
of which is within a floodplain. Possible
wetlands could also limit uses.

Athletic Facilities
• None at this time.

Vehicular access, circulation and parking
• Access will be a challenge as it will likely
have to come through a residential
neighborhood.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation and safety
• None at this time.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• None at this time.
Challenges and Opportunities
• The site has potential use as a natural area.
•

The site has enough space to add athletic
fields if future trends change compared to
what is anticipated at this time.

•

The floodplain and wetlands need to be
more fully investigated to determine the
possible uses of this site.

Amenities
• None at this time.

View looking northwest along Highway 18.
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Park site is approximately 90 acres

Hightway 18
Hightway 408
Union Pacific
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Creek/Drainage

View looking northeast along Highway 18.
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ää Fixed spectator seating.
Poyntz Ave
ää Stage for theatre and performances.
ää Locker rooms.
City Hall Grounds
ää A Peace Memorial Auditorium
Theatre Assessment dated March 20,
2014 was completed by D.L Adams
Associates providing additional detail
Houston St
on stage, lighting, drapery, audio,
Scale: 1” = 200’
video and seating.
Legend
!
Park Utility
Park Boundary (City Own)
ää A list of recommended MEP and
# Park Amenity
Park Boundary (County Own)
architectural improvements to Peace
Street
City Boundary
Memorial Auditorium was developed
Existing Trail
School Boundary
Park Fence & Wall
Creek/Drainage
by Bruce McMillan Architects.
• Facility available for rental.
drop-in use.
• Programs (basketball, volleyball & group
• There is a general lack of gymnasium
exercise programs).
space in the community.
• MCC (local college) – rent space for
• ADA accessibility is a challenge.
basketball / volleyball.
• Recently there was discussion of enclosing
• RCPD uses space for training.
the bleacher area and making that the
parks & recreation offices, but was met
• Plans to upgrade:
with significant opposition from the
ää HVAC
community.
ää Electrical
• Parks & Recreation offices are going to
be added to the front/north of City Hall.
Challenges and Opportunities:
This will eliminate a significant amount
• Currently limit the drop-in use because
of green space in front of the building and
of a lack of supervision. At one time they
they will have no “presence” within the
were paying for a full-time staff member
to be present during daytime hours for
City Auditorium facility.
S 11th St

S 12th St

City Auditorium
Square
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Interior

Systems
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Ceilings Structure
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Mech

Lighting

Structure(s)
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16,566

8

8

8

6

6

4

8

4

2

4

6

Gym

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Seating

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Stage

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

118 | Parks and Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement Plan

East High Schoo

East H

Community House
Community House was constructed in 1917 as a
USO during World War I, with a major function
as a theatre facility for many years. It is on the
National and State Historic Register. Current uses
of the facility include arts and crafts, preschool,
events and rentals, special populations activities,
volleyball, and youth basketball.

Humboldt St
Community House

S 3rd St

N 4th St

Parking Lot

Poyntz Ave

Main Level
• Gymnasium – primarily volleyball, youth
basketball, home schooling, and physical
education classes.
•

City operates preschool facility located on
the old stage that has been enclosed.

Lower Level
• Meeting rooms.
•

Game/multipurpose room.

•

Pottery room/art studio, including 2 kilns.

•

Kitchen.

•

Utility/Boiler.

Upper Level
• Loft area – old balcony seating area for
theater.
•

•

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

compliant and are not sized appropriately
for the potential occupant loads this
building could accommodate.
•

Some door hardware is not ADA
compliant.

•

The exhaust for the cook top in the
kitchen is not up to current standards.

Three rooms – currently used as storage.

Building Code
• An ADA accessible entrance has been
addressed with a two-level lift however the
lift has constant maintenance issues.
•

Scale: 1” = 400’

Childcare is located on the old stage area
with no means of an ADA compliant
means of access.
Existing bathrooms are not ADA

Structural
• Three Story Masonry bearing wall
structure, for its age appears to be in good
condition with no evidence of settling.
Mortar joints in brick veneer appear to be
brittle but only minor cracking visible in
veneer.
•

Roof construction is steel trusses bearing
on exterior masonry walls w/ 2x purlins
span between trusses. Roof deck consisted
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of 1x tongue and groove decking. Roof
structure appears to be in excellent
condition.
•

Third floor consists of built-up wood
trusses w/ 2x top and bottom chord with
1x diagonal. A 2x member was added
to each existing joist to add additional
capacity. Floor deck is 1x tongue and
groove decking. No evidence of major
permanent deflection in wood joists. Floor
decking was in average condition.

•

Second floor structure west of the gym,
was 2x wood joist w/ 1x tongue and
groove decking. Under the gym structure
was 2-way flat slab w/ concrete columns.
Concrete structure was in good condition,
some minor water damage was visible in
floor decking in concentrated areas around
heat registers.

•

Bearing walls consists of clay masonry
block w/ the exterior walls having a brick
veneer. Bearing was not visible in most
locations, but top level at truss bearing
was in good condition.

MEP
Mechanical
• Building uses a boiler to generate steam
that heats the building with radiators.
Approximate age of the boiler is 20-25
years. While there is still a little expected
life in the boiler, Parks officials have
been having issues keeping it running.
Radiators and piping appear to be original
to the building and in decent condition.
Parks officials have a concern on control
of zones, the current system is off or very
hot with little ability to regulate between
the two. Controls have been upgraded at

Boiler in mechanical room.

some point.
•

The building does not have a central
cooling system. Air conditioning is
provided through the use of multiple
window units, typically 1-2 per room
depending on size. The units all appear
to be 10+ years old. The multipurpose
basement large area has a suspended air
handling unit with ductwork that provides
cooling for that space. The air handler and
associated condensing unit appears to be
approximately 10 years old.

•

The gymnasium does not have air
conditioning. It originally had a series
of 2 exhaust fans at the roof and 1 that
drew from around the stage area. These
provided a cooling effect when the
building was originally built. One of the
three is still in place.
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al use power was sparse in the original building and receptacles have been added ove
steam that heats the building with radiators. Approximate age of the boiler is 20-25
surface
or having
conduit.
expected life inmounted
the boiler, Parkswiremold
officials have been
issues keeping it running.
e original to the building and in decent condition. Parks officials have a concern on
uilding
a with
firelittlealarm
which
consists
a control panel, detectors in the mec
em is off orhas
very hot
ability to system
regulate between
the two.
Controls haveofbeen
s.

Boiler in mechanical room.

•

Typical radiator with

The building does not have a central cooling system. Air conditioning
units, typically 1-2 per room depending on size. The units all appea
large area has a suspended air handling unit with ductwork that prov
associated condensing unit appears to be approximately 10 years ol
Typical radiator with non original controls (white cylinder

Typical
with non original controls (white cylinder upper left).
upper radiator
left).

tral cooling system. Air conditioning is provided through the use of multiple window
ending on size. The units all appear to be 10+ years old. The multipurpose basement
andling unit with ductwork that provides cooling for that space. The air handler and
ars to be approximately 10 years old.

Typical room with window AC unit.

cal Service.

•

Attic insulation is aged and matted,
appears to be less than 4” over 90% of
attic space reducing insulation efficiency
of the facility.

Typical electrical panel.

Typical beElectrical
Panel.
minimal with a panel per level and then

numerous load centers and panels have
been added over time in the space. The
main panels have been upgraded at some
point and appear to be approximately 20
• Both heating and cooling systems in
years old. It can reasonably be assumed
general are at a stage in their useful lives
t.
at the time of the panel replacement the
that replacement should be considered.
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at exits.
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Attic insulation is aged and matted, appears to be less than 4” over
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the facility.

asium has Metal Halide fixtures.

•

use of surface mounted wiremold
or conduit. has Metal Halide fixtures.
• Gymnasium
The building has a fire alarm system which consists of a control panel, detectors
at exits.

Gymnasium fixture.

•

Emergency lighting is present throughout
the majority of the space, with various
ages of fixtures.

•

Exterior fixtures are incandescent based.

•

Lighting fixtures are in a usable condition
but are starting to show age. As time goes
Electrical service.
on, replacement T12 lamps will become
more scarce and more expensive. Future
• The electrical system is operational as is,
upgrades to T8 or LED fixtures would aid
but components
are starting to age and
Electrical
Service.
Typical Electrical Panel.
in maintenance and reduced energy usage.
maintenance issues will likely become
The use of T5 high bay type fixtures in the
more prevalent. Most likely a system
gym would allow instant on/off and could
upgrade would be needed if a new air
The electrical
system
is
operational
as
is,
but components
arelessstarting
to
provide
a brighter space with
energy
conditioning system was installed.
usage. Exterior
needs upgraded.
more prevalent. Most likely a system upgrade
wouldlighting
be needed
if a new

Gymnasium Fixture.

•

•

Emergency lighting is present through
age an

Lighting
• The majority of the building has upgraded
from the original building lighting. It
appears original lighting was incandescent.

Plumbing

air con

hting
• Water service age is unknown and fixtures
dated. A semi ADA retrofit was
• The majority of the building has upgradedare
from
the original building lighting. It a
completed at some time approximately
• Rooms with lay in ceilings that have been
10-15 years ago. Piping is run exposed in
incandescent.
added have T12 2x4 fluorescent troffers.
instances. There is a relatively new
ceiling
lay in spaces
havehave beenmany
• RoomsOpen
with
layorinnonceilings
that
added
have
T12
fluorescent troffe
gas fired water
heater
in the2x4
mechanical
T12 linear fixtures.
room.
have• T12
linear fixtures.
Storage and mechanical rooms have
• The quantity of plumbing fixtures in the
porcelain
type fixtures with
incan- have porcelain
• Storage
and base
mechanical
rooms
base type fixtures with incandesc
building is inadequate for the size and
descent or compact fluorescent screw in
lamps.lamps.
use of the building. A restroom upgrade
would be beneficial to the users
• Gymnasium
has
Halide
fixtures. project
• Gymnasium
hasMetal
Metal Halide
fixtures.
of the space. Because of the age of the
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become more scarce and more expensive. Future upgrades to T8 or LED fixtures would aid in maintenance and reduced
energy usage. The use of T5 high bay type fixtures in the gym would allow instant on/off and could provide a brighter
space with less energy usage. Exterior lighting needs upgraded.
Plumbing
• Water service age is unknown and fixtures are dated. A semi ADA retrofit was completed at some time approximately
10-15 years ago. Piping is run exposed in many instances. There is a relatively new gas fired water heater in the
mechanical room.

Men’s restroom.

Men’s restroom

Typical toilet.

Typical toilet

facility, the main water line and the main
ceiling tiles that show signs of water
The quantity of plumbing fixtures in the building is inadequate for the size and use of the building. A restroom upgrade
sewer line will most likely need to be
damage in multiple locations. There are
project would be beneficial to the users of the space. Because of the age of the facility, the main water line and the main
monitored
for
any
future
issues.
multiple areas of missing ceiling that has
sewer line will most likely need to be monitored for any future issues.
the structure
above.
• All systems
plumbing
arefunctioning,
currently func• All plumbing
aresystems
currently
however due to ageexposed
of the system
replacement
should be planned for in
the future.tioning, with exception of two significant
• Flooring materials are a mix of vinyl
hot water line leaks in the CH basement
composition tile (VCT), carpet, and sport
Finishes
over the past year and a half. However,
flooring. Several areas of VCT have been
• Existing trim
is
damaged
in
several
areas
and
exposing
original
paint,
paint suspected
asyears
lead containing.
due to age of the system replacement
patched
in over the
with tile that is
• Existing windows
areplanned
a mix offor
aluminum
windows, original wood windows
non framed
glass, all single glazed
should be
in the future.
similar and
but some
discernibly
different.
non-energy efficient.
• The baseboards throughout are generally
• All surfaces are paint on original plaster or gypsum board. Surfaces are in various conditions with several areas of failing
Finishes
the original wood baseboards and are in
plaster.
• Existing trim is damaged in several
poor condition.
• Ceilings are a mix of acoustical tile (old & newer), cementitious wood fiber acoustical ceiling tile, gypsum board, existing
areas
and exposing
paint,
paint
• show
Doorsigns
hardware
is adamage
mix of inold/original
plaster and
exposed
structure.original
There are
several
ceiling tiles that
of water
multiple locations.
suspected
as
lead
containing.
There are multiple areas of missing ceiling that has exposed the structure
above.
and new,
most exterior weather stripping
• Flooring
a mix of
composition
tile (VCT), carpet, and
sport flooring.
Several
areas of VCT have been
• materials
Existing are
windows
arevinyl
a mix
of aluminum
is missing
or in poor
condition.
patched inwindows,
over the years
with
tile
that
is
similar
but
discernibly
different.
original wood windows and
• The roof has been recently replaced,
• The baseboards
throughout
generally
the glazed
original wood baseboards and are in poor condition.
some non
framedare
glass,
all single
within last two years, and is in good
• Door hardware
is a mixefficient.
of old/original and new, most exterior weather stripping is missing or in poor condition.
non-energy
condition.
• The roof has been recently replaced, within last two years, and is in good condition.
• All surfaces are paint on original plaster
• toPaint
are not on
consistent
throughout
• Paint colors are not consistent throughout the building and appear
havecolors
been painted
an “as needed”
basis.
or gypsum board. Surfaces are in various
the
building
and
appear
to
have
beensports flooring
• The gym floor is comprised of plastic sports floor tiles that are showing their age and are not up to current
conditions with several areas of failing
painted on an “as needed” basis.
standards.
plaster.
• Interior stair treads and risers are in need of replacement and vary
the building.
• throughout
The gym floor
is comprised of plastic
•
Ceilings
are
a
mix
of
acoustical
tile
(old
&
• Exposed utilities are common throughout the building. These includesports
sanitary
waste
water
lines, radiant
heating
floor
tileslines,
that are
showing
their age
cementitious
wood
fiber acoustical
lines and newer),
surface mounted
electrical
conduit
as well as exposed ductwork.
and are not up to current sports flooring
ceiling
gypsum
existing
plaster
• The exterior
of thetile,
building
is allboard,
masonry
with the
north and west elevations
standards.maintaining their original appearances and
There
are several
the south and
and exposed
east sidesstructure.
having been
painted.
• Interior stair treads and risers are in need
•

Typical toilet

res in the building is inadequate for the size and use of the building. A restr
the users of the space. Because of the age of the facility, the main water li
d to be monitored for any future issues.
ently functioning, however due to age of the system replacement should be

everal areas and exposing original paint, paint suspected as lead containing.
aluminum windows, original wood windows and some non framed glass, a

nal plaster or gypsum board. Surfaces are in various conditions with severa
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al tile (old & newer), cementitious wood fiber acoustical
ceiling
tile, gypsum
. There are several ceiling tiles that show signs of water damage in multiple

of replacement and vary throughout the
building.
•

•

•

Exposed utilities are common throughout
the building. These include sanitary waste
lines, water lines, radiant heating lines and
surface mounted electrical conduit as well
as exposed ductwork.

Challenges and Opportunities
• Only open when programmed. No
drop-in service or facility offerings.

The exterior of the building is all masonry
with the north and west elevations maintaining their original appearances and the
south and east sides having been painted.

Equipment and Furnishings
• The existing furniture is very basic and
consists of portable tables and stacking/
folding chairs. Tennis balls have been
added to the bottom of the chairs so that
they don’t scratch the flooring.
•

The recreation room has two pool tables
and a foosball table that were donated
along with home-made shelving for other
games.

The pottery room has several pottery
wheels and equipment associated with
that use and it is unknown what condition
they are in or the age of the equipment.

•

Used to be full-time staff at this location.
No full-time staff limits custodial care, etc.

•

No adult basketball. There is not a large
enough space with overrun area or high
enough ceilings.

•

The majority of the spaces being utilized
within the facility have been repurposed
with minimal improvements completed
to enable the current use/program. This
limits the functionality of the spaces and
the overall efficiency of the building.

•

Concrete steps entering facility are in good
condition, however stair nosing damage
may expose edge to deterioration.

Community House
Acres/

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Condition Lighting

Security

-

-

-

-

-

-

Site

Average
3

ADA Access

-

-

-

-

0

-

-

-

-

-

-

0

Parking Condition

-

6

4

6

6

-

-

-

-

-

-

6

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Windows

Roof

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Interior
Walls

Systems
Floors

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Building
Gym

4
3,500

8

0

8

4

4

4

6

2

2

2

4

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Child Care

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Lobby

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Multi-use lower level

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Art Studio

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Theatre Rooms

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Office
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

-

-

-
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S 9th St

Douglass Community Center

S 10th St

Douglass Center, constructed in 1941, was
originally the Black USO in the community.
Current uses include multipurpose gymnasium,
performance stage, community rooms, and a
fitness center.

El Paso Ln

!
Fort Riley Blvd

!

•

#
Gymnasium small and
propor##
!!
#similarly #
#
#
##
#
tioned stage.

•

Current office space was once a weight/
cardio area.
!

•

Two full-time, two part-time staff
#
##
#
members.
that

Scale: 1” = 400’

##

! #!
people

#
##

Legend
!
Park Utility
!
# Park Amenity
!
## Street
#
#
#
! !Trail
! Existing
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

•

Only indoor court
can use as open gym.

•

Small personal training fitness studio off
of the stage area.

•

•

They have a covering that they can put
down over the wood basketball courts for
other uses.

Exterior exits are wood deck construction.
Landings appear well supported though
material could use water seal protection.

•

Significant donations have allowed for
new backboards, sealing the gym floor,
etc.

Exterior exit (weight room) has door
without landing. Approximate drop of
5-6’.

•

Parking improvements are planned for
2015.

•

in !town

El Paso Ln

Douglass
Park

Main Level
• Game room/TV room at front of
building.
! !
#####

!
!
Douglass
#
#
Parking Lot Community
Center #
#
! #
#
#
##
! #
Yuma St
!
#
# #!
# # Douglass
! !
#
!Playground
#
Basketball#
#
# # Annex
#
Court
#
#
#
#
!
!!
!
Pavilion
!
!
!
# !! !
! !
!#

!

Building Code
• An ADA accessible entrance has been
addressed with the addition of a ramp at
the front entry. Ramp was added in 2011.
•

Existing bathrooms are not ADA
compliant and are not sized appropriately
for the potential occupant loads this
building could accommodate.

•

Some door hardware is not ADA
compliant.

Structural
• One story wood structure w/ partial
basement and crawl space, not much of
the structure was visible from the outside,
no visible evidence of movement in the
building. Roof structure at northwest
corner appears to have some deflection in
the deck.
•

Roof above gym consists of double scissor
trusses evenly spaced bearing on columns.
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No access to columns, so do not know
the material. 2x purlins span between
trusses w/ 1x tongue and groove decking.
Roof trusses at north end of gym were
heavily charred due to fire damage, but no
evidence of reduced structural integrity.
•

Roof above stage wood truss on bearing
walls, 2x purlins span between trusses
w/ 1x tongue and groove decking. Fire
damage present on roof trusses, but appear
to be structurally sound.

•

Flat roof at south end of structure: High
roof is wood trusses with 2x purlins and
1x tongue and grove decking. Low roof is
2x joists w/ 1x tongue and groove decking.
Roof structure was in good condition.

•

Partial basement with concrete roof, crawl
space under majority of building with 2x
joists spanning to masonry foundation
walls. The basement structure that was
observed was in good condition.

One of two gym units.
One
of two gym units

Gym

MEP
Mechanical
• Systems have been upgraded from original
which was a boiler with steam heat.
•

•

m units

•

The gymnasium/stage part of the building
is heated by two new suspended furnaces
and air conditioning is installed, but not
connected electrically.
The remainder of the building is conditioned using a ground mounted rooftop
•
unit. Rooftop unit appears to be approximately 5-10 years old.

Electrical
Gas is the heating fuel and DX electric
is
the cooling source.
•

Ground Mounted Rooftop with ductwork entering spac

Mechanical systems are new or relatively new and sh

Gymnasium ductwork
The building has two overhead services entering it, bo
Gymnasium ductwork.

confirmed. Assumption is one service was original an
an additional service was brought in at that time to ha
• Inside the building all electrical appears to be original
Receptacles have been added as required over the ye
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required smoke detectors on ground mounted rooftop
•

Mechanical systems are new or relatively
new and should be able to continue conditioning space for foreseeable future.

Electrical
Electrical
• building
The building
hasoverhead
two overhead
services
entering
it, appear
both appear
be 120/24
• The
has two
services
entering
it, both
to be to
120/240
vol
confirmed.
Assumption
is
one
service
was
original
and
when
the
ground
mo
confirmed. Assumption is one service was original and when the ground mounted
an additional
service
was brought
in attime
that to
time
to handle
that load.
an additional
service
was brought
in at that
handle
that load.
• Inside
the building
all electrical
appears
be original
with various
load cente
• Inside
the building
all electrical
appears
to be to
original
with various
load centers
an
Receptacles
as required
overyears
the years
mainly
surfac
Receptacles
have have
been been
addedadded
as required
over the
usingusing
mainly
surface
mo
One of two gym units required
ductwork
required
smoke
detectors
on ground
mounted
rooftop,
no other
apparent
smoke
detectors
onGymnasium
ground
mounted
rooftop,
but nobut
other
apparent
syste

electrical
panels
and
condition
Ground
Mounted
Rooftop
withTypical
ductwork
entering
space
Typical
electrical
panels
and
Typical
electrical
panels
andcondition
condition.
Ground mounted
rooftop
with ductwork
entering space.

•

•been Condition
of main electrical
panels
isand
verycould
They
have
outlived
use
ofinmain
panels
is very
poor.
They
have
outlived
their their
useful
life
• Air conditioning
has Condition
the electrical
expectancy
danger
to users
Mechanical
systems•are
newadded
or relatively
new and
should
be
ablepoor.
to pose
continue
conditioning
spa
gym in 2015.

and workers
servicing
Any
modifications
required
the system
usersusers
and workers
servicing
them.
Any modifications
required
to thetosystem
woul
andthem.
workers
servicing
them.
Any
modior adjusted.
Installation
of main
new
main
and electrical
addedadded
or adjusted.
Installation
of
new
panels
andsystem
electrical
equipment
shouls
fications
required
topanels
the
would
be equipment

Electrical
difficult if equipment needed to be added
Electrical
• The
building has two overhead services entering it,orboth
appear
to be 120/240
volt but ampera
adjusted.
Installation
of new main
• The building has two overhead services
and electrical
equipment
should be
confirmed. Assumption is one service was original panels
and when
the ground
mounted
rooftop was
entering it, both appear to be 120/240
considered.
an additional
was
brought
volt butservice
amperages
could
not be in at that time to handle that load.
confirmed.
is oneappears
service wasto beLighting
• Inside the
buildingAssumption
all electrical
original with various load centers and modificatio
• Gymnasium has T5 high bay fixtures.
originalhave
and when
groundas
mounted
Receptacles
beentheadded
required over the The
years
usingofmainly
surface
mounted
racewa
majority
the rest of
the spaces
have
rooftop was added for air conditioning, an
requiredadditional
smoke service
detectors
on ground mounted rooftop,
no other
apparent system or devices
T12 but
fluorescent
troffers.
was brought in at that
•

•

time to handle that load.

•

Exterior fixtures are incandescent based.

Inside the building all electrical appears
to be original with various load centers
and modifications added on over time.
Receptacles have been added as required
over the years using mainly surface
mounted raceway. The building has
required smoke detectors on ground
mounted rooftop, but no other apparent
system or devices.

•

T12 fixtures are in a usable condition but
are starting to show age. As time goes
on, replacement T12 lamps will become
more scarce and more expensive. Future
upgrades to T8 or LED fixtures would aid
in maintenance and reduced energy usage.
Exterior lighting needs upgraded.

Condition of main electrical panels is very
poor. They have outlived their useful life

Plumbing
• Water service age is unknown and fixtures
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•Exterior
Gymnasium
has incandescent
T5 high bay fixtures.
fixtures are
based. The majority of the rest of the spaces have T12 fluorescent troffers.
•T12 Exterior
fixtures
are
incandescent
based.
fixtures are in a usable condition but
are starting to show age. As time goes on, replacement T12 lamps will become
•moreT12
fixtures
in aexpensive.
usable condition
are starting
age. Aswould
time goes
replacementand
T12reduced
lamps will
become
scarce
andare
more
Futurebut
upgrades
to T8toorshow
LED fixtures
aid inon,maintenance
energy
moreExterior
scarcelighting
and more
expensive.
Future upgrades to T8 or LED fixtures would aid in maintenance and reduced energy
usage.
needs
upgraded.
usage. Exterior lighting needs upgraded.
Plumbing
Typical restroom fixture condition
Water heate
Plumbing
• Water service age is unknown and fixtures are dated. A semi ADA retrofit was completed at some time approximately
• Thereatis some
new approximately
elecric water heater in the mechanical room.
•10-15
Water
service
is unknown
andare
fixtures
arepvc
dated.
A semi ADAinretrofit
completed
time
years
ago. age
Sections
of piping
copper,
and galvanized
areas was
that were
exposed.a relatively
• The exposed exterior gas pipe serving the ground mounted rooftop has
10-15 years ago. Sections of piping are copper, pvc and galvanized in areas that weresafety.
exposed.

•
•

Typical
restroom
fixture
condition
Typical
restroom
fixture
condition.
Typical restroom fixture condition
•
•

Water
heater ininmechanical
mechanical roomBent gas piping serving ground
Water heater
Water heater
in mechanical room
room.
mounted rooftop unit.

Bent gas piping serving ground mounted rooftop unit

There is a relatively new elecric water heater in the mechanical room.
• The quantity of plumbing fixtures in the building is inadequate for the s
• There is a relatively new elecric water heater in the mechanical room.
The exposed are
exterior
gas pipe
serving the
groundwas
mounted rooftop has
been hitfinishes
and bentare
and
should
replaced
for of the space. Because of the
project
wouldon
be be
beneficial
to the
users
paint
gypsum
board
dated.
semi
retrofit
• The exposed
exterior A
gas
pipeADA
serving
the ground
mounted rooftop• hasWall
been hit and bent
and
be replaced
for for any future issues.
sewer
lineshould
will most likely
need to be monitored
safety.
and
plaster
and
is
generally
in
good
completed
at
some
time
approximately
• In general the mechanical/plumbing systems are operational and shou
safety.

10-15 years ago. Sections of piping are
copper, pvc and galvanized in areas that
were exposed.

condition.

•

Carpet flooring is different in each room
and is patched together in some locations;
most likely this has been a donated
flooring material.

•

There is a relatively new elecric water
heater in the mechanical room.

•

The exposed exterior gas pipe serving the
ground mounted rooftop has been hit and
bent and should be replaced for safety.

•

The exterior windows are all in good
condition and are a dual glazed aluminum
window.

•

The quantity of plumbing fixtures in the
building is inadequate for the size and
use of the building. A restroom upgrade
project would be beneficial to the users
of the space. Because of the age of the
facility, the main water line and the main
sewer line will most likely need to be
monitored for any future issues.

•

Door hardware is outdated and is a mix of
different styles and finishes.

•

Existing acoustical tile ceiling is in good
condition.

•

Existing vinyl composition tile flooring is
showing its age with cracking in several
locations.

• The flat roof portion of the building is
In general the mechanical/plumbing
in need of immediate repair due to roof
systems
areground
operational
and
should
BentBent
gas gas
piping
serving
mounted
rooftop
unithave
piping
serving
ground
mounted
rooftop
unit
leaks.
some life expectancy remaining.
The
pitched
of the Abuilding
isupgrade
inupgrade
need
•The The
quantity
of plumbing
fixtures
in the
building
is inadequate
ofroof
the
building.
A restroom
quantity
of plumbing
fixtures
in the
building
is inadequate
for for
the•the
sizesize
andand
useuse
of the
building.
restroom
Finishes
ofofathe
in
thewater
near
future
due
tomain
project
be beneficial
to the
of
the
space.
Because
of the
ofreplacement
the
facility,
main
water
line
project
would
be beneficial
the
users
of the
space.
Because
of the
ageage
facility,
thethe
main
line
andand
thethe
main
• would
Existing
gym to
floor
has users
been
well
mainthe
condition
of
the
asphalt
shingles.
sewer
will
most
likely
need
to
be
monitored
for
any
future
issues.
sewer
line line
will
most
likely
need
to
be
monitored
for
any
future
issues.
tained and is in exceptional condition for
•In general
In general
the mechanical/plumbing
systems
operational
should
have
some
expectancy
remaining.
theitsmechanical/plumbing
systems
are are
operational
andand
should
some
lifelife
expectancy
remaining.
• have
The
exterior
of
the
building
is “asbestos”
age.
shingle siding and is generally in good
•

•
•
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condition with a few areas that need to
be patched in. Pressure wash, prime and
paint would extend life of siding material.
•

Equipment and Furnishings
• Existing furnishings are donated tables
and chairs that all match and are in
generally good condition; however the
style, color and fabrics are dated.

Various locations with exterior siding
(shingles) missing exposing sheathing,
missing downspout extension.

•

•

Siding patched in with plywood paint is
damaged by sun/weather.

•

Exterior body mostly is in good condition.

•

A new roof and rain gutters are planned
for 2015.

•

Minor interior lobby/meeting space
improvements are ongoing.

The office furniture appears to be a collection of found pieces with no unifying
theme or character.

Challenges and Opportunities
• Cultural and historic significance.
•

Facilities are well maintained, but dated.

Douglass Community Center
Acres/

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Condition Lighting

Security

Access

6

8

-

-

-

-

-

-

5

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Site

Average
5

Parking & ADA Access

2

4

-

-

-

4

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

Windows

Roof

Walls

Floors

7,969

2

8

4

8

6

6

4

4

4

4

5

Gym

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Lobby

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Meeting Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Personal Training

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

MLK Meeting
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

-

-

-

Interior

Systems
Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Building

5
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S 9th St
S 10th St

Douglass Annex
Douglass Annex was built for use as an AfricanAmerican school in 1903. Current uses include
a tutoring program, community rooms, weight
training room and a kitchen.

El Paso Ln

Kitchen.

•

Weight room/cardio room is located in
previous daycare room, approximately
!
1,000 square feet total:
#
#
#
$10/month 60+#
free, open from

4:00-7:00P, Monday-Friday.
! #!
!

•

Carpet for facility was recently donated.

•

Weight equipment added in 2011.

Building Code
• An ADA accessible entrance has been
addressed with the addition of a ramp at
the rear entry of the building.
•

!
Fort Riley Blvd

##

•

ää

El Paso Ln

Douglass
Park

Main Level
• Two meeting rooms are large !and
well
##### !!
furnished.
#
##
!!
#
#
###

!
!
Douglass
#
#
Parking Lot Community
Center #
#
! #
#
#
##
! #
Yuma St
!
#
# #!
# # Douglass
! !
#
!Playground
#
Basketball#
#
# # Annex
#
Court
#
#
#
#
!
!!
!
Pavilion
!
!
!
# !! !
! !
!#

Existing bathrooms are not ADA
compliant and are not sized appropriately for the potential occupant loads
this building could accommodate. The
women’s restroom does have one ADA
compliant toilet stall.

•

Some door hardware is not ADA
compliant.

•

Exterior exit landings are steel structure
and in good condition.

Structural
• One story building w/ basement, no
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##
!

#
##

Legend
!
Park Utility
!
# Park
!
##
#Amenity
#
# Street
! !Trail
! Existing
Park Fence & Wall

Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
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evidence of movement in the building,
and brick veneer was in good condition.
•

Roof structure is wood trusses bearing
on masonry bearing walls, w/ 2x purlins
and 1x tongue and groove decking. Roof
structure observed above the stage area was
in good condition.

•

First floor framing is 2x floor joists bearing
on exterior bearing walls and interior
steel beams. New floor jacks have been
added beneath steel beams to support
addition weight of fitness rooms. Steel
beams supporting the floor appear to be in
good condition with no evidence of major
deterioration from rust. Floor joist are
aged but are in good condition.

MEP
Mechanical
• Original building was heated by steam
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parks an

Typical suspended furnace.

Typical ductwork arrangement.

boiler and radiators. These are still in
place but are not active and connected.

service. Panels appear to be approximately
20 years old.

•

Five suspended furnaces provide condi• Over the years as needed receptacles have
tioning to the space. There is one per
been added mainly in exposed wiremold
Typical
suspended
furnace
Typicalarrangement
ductwork arrangement
quadrant
(room)
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serves
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Lighting
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• The space is lit with T12 fluorescent
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for the
future.
erate for the
foreseeable
future.
current code requirements, which limits
fixtures, troffers and surface mounted.
the food preparation use of this space.
Replacement/upgrade of this system
should be considered.

•

The T12 fixtures are in a usable condition

Electrical
but are starting to show age. As time goes
on, replacement
T12 lampsto
willbe
become
has 120/240
a systems
200 amp,
120/240
volt service.
Panels
appear
approximatel
ilding•has Building
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Over
years
as needed
receptacles
have upgrades
been
added
mainly
inwould
exposed
wirem
tained
and appear
to be operational.
With
to T8 or LED
fixtures
aid
er the•years
as the
needed
receptacles
have
been
added
mainly
in exposed
wiremold
and
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Electrical
• Building has a 200 amp, 120/240 volt

in maintenance and reduced energy usage.

•

Exterior fixtures have been upgraded.

Plumbing
• Water service appears to be very old.
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•

Replacement/upgrade of this system should be considered.
energy usage.
Mechanical systems have been well maintained and appear to be operational.
continued
the systems should
• ExteriorWith
fixtures
have beencare,
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operate for the foreseeable future.

Electrical
Plumbing
• Building has a 200 amp, 120/240 volt service. Panels appear to be approximately
20 appears
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to be very old. Piping is corroding wh
parks
and facilities
• Restrooms
added/updated since
building
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• Over the years as needed receptacles have been added mainly in exposed
wiremoldhave
andbeen
conduit.
•

Typical electrical panel.

Typical lighting.

There is a relatively new gas fired water heater in the mech

Main water service line.

Typical lighting

Piping is corroding where service enters
board and paneling and some cork tile
Typical electrical panel
Main water
service
line walls.
building in basement. • The T12 fixtures are in a usablethat
have but
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areaffixed
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usage.
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to be well
maintained
and
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• Exterior fixtures have been upgraded.
condition.
Lighting
• There is a relatively new gas fired water
• The spaceheater
is lit with
T12
fluorescent
fixtures, troffers and surface
mounted.
in the
mechanical
room
• Existing
ceilings are acoustical tile of
different types. Some areas have newer
• In general, systems arePlumbing
dated but relatively
2x4
andisgrid
and where
some service
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have
• facility.
Water service appears to be very
old.tile
Piping
corroding
enters
building in basement.
well maintained throughout
an older
12x12
concealed
• Restrooms have been added/updated
since
building
was built. attachment tile.
• Plumbing fixtures are reaching
age iswhere
• There
a relatively new gas fired
heater in
in the
mechanical
room.
Tilewater
is failing
some
locations.
replacement should be considered.
• There is some exposed ductwork in the
• Main water service line is corroding and
central hall location due to the lack of a
needs to be replaced/repaired before it
suspended ceiling in that location.
breaks and causes more issues/emergency
• Door hardware is outdated and is a mix of
situation.
different styles and finishes.

•

Finishes
• The exterior windows are all in good
condition and are a dual glazed aluminum
window.
•

•

The majority of the carpet appears to be
relatively new and in good condition;
however there are some rooms that have
older outdated carpeting.
Wall finishes are paint on plaster, gypsum
Main water service line

•

Wood baseboards are showing age and in
some disrepair in various locations.

•

The stone masonry on the exterior of the
building is in good condition and appears
to have been tuck-pointed in the recent
past.

•

Building exterior, gable ends and shingles
are in fair condition. Exterior paint is
beginning to peel/chip. Fascia is peeling.
Body would benefit from pressure wash,

• In general, systems are dated but relatively well maintained throughout facility.
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• Plumbing fixtures are reaching age where replacement should be considered.

prime, paint to extend life of existing
wood trim and siding.
•

portable tables and stacking/folding chairs.

Existing bed molding is missing in various
locations.

Challenges and Opportunities
• Cultural and historic significance.

Equipment and Furnishings
• There is a mix of furniture in the facility.
The furniture in the meeting room is the
same as the furniture in the Douglass
Center. It is in good condition and was
donated but is somewhat dated.
•

The fitness room is outfitted with Trotter
fitness machines and is all in relatively
good condition. This was donated
equipment which means it is somewhat
outdated.

•

The auditorium is furnished with large

•

Kitchen use for cooking is currently
limited due to inadequate ventilation
systems, mainly used for food staging/
warming.

•

Facilities are well maintained, but dated.

•

Existing parking lot is asphalt and in
poor condition. Replacement should be
considered.

Douglass Annex
Acres/

Pavement

Safety/

Quantity Drainage Condition Lighting

Security

Access

6

8

-

-

-

-

-

-

5

Elec

Mech

Lighting

Average

Site

Average
5

Parking & ADA Access

-

4

Square

Exterior

Footage

Walls

2

4

-

Interior
Windows

Roof

Walls

Systems

Floors

Ceilings Structure

Structure(s)
Building

7
6,507

6

8

8

8

8

6

6

8

8

6

7

Kitchen

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Lobby

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Douglass-Tubman Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

King Room

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Cardio Fitness Room
10 = New construction condition; 8 = Has good life for a number of years; 6 = Average condition; 4 = Below average conditions;
2 = Plan for replacement/improvements in next few years; 0 = In need of immediate replacement/improvement

-

-

-
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Public
Engagement
Chapter 5

Public Engagement
Introduction
The Manhattan Parks and Recreation Strategic
Facility Improvement Plan was greatly informed
through input, comments, and engagement
of citizens. While the focus of this Plan is to
identify short, mid, and long-term indoor and
outdoor athletic facilities needs, the input received
through this process will enable MPRD to better
understand from a system-wide perspective what
parks and facilities users value most and what
unmet needs exist in the community today. This
diverse range of user input coupled with the
demographic summary, market review, level of
service analysis, parks and facilities assessment,
and community survey data will enable more
informed decisions impacting MPRD to be made
by city leaders far beyond the scope of this Plan.

Citizens
Manhattan residents were encouraged to
participate in the Plan development process
through a variety of avenues. A Public Open
House was facilitated early in the process to
afford individuals interested in learning more
about the overall sequence of the Plan evolution
to learn more and express their thoughts and
concerns related to existing facilities, unmet
needs, and considerations for future parks and
facilities improvements. Citizens were invited to
several City Commission and Park Board sessions
facilitated during the Plan process for updates and
discussion.

Lastly, the statistically valid community survey
that was administered as part of the Plan
process provides a rich balance of broad citizenbased data related to the delivery of parks and
recreation facilities and services in Manhattan.
See Chapter 6: Community Survey for results and
interpretations of this data.

Focus Groups
As part of the public engagement strategy for
the Plan, listening sessions with over fifteen
focus groups were facilitated to establish a better
understanding of opportunities, challenges, and
unmet needs for parks and facilities in the City
of Manhattan from a diverse range of users.
These sessions combined with citizen input and
other engagement strategies provided insight and
perspective on areas of priority to be addressed
in the community survey. Representatives from
187 different leagues, clubs, institutions, not-forprofits, community service entities, religious
organizations, health and wellness providers, and
arts and humanities were invited to participate
in the focus group sessions. Focus groups were
organized to group similar activities and interests
together and facilitated to enable like-minded
entities to share opportunities, challenges, and
ideas for improvement together. The following is
a summary of discussions with each of the focus
groups part of this Plan process:

In addition to formal meetings and sessions,
citizens were provided with updates, opportunities
to review presentations, announcements, and
other Plan-related information on the project web
page hosted with the MPRD website.
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Focus groups provide a deeper understanding of opportunities, challenges, and unmet needs for parks and facilities in the Manhattan Community.
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MPRD Staff
MPRD Staff
maintain outdoor
and indoor parks
and recreation
facilities
and provide
recreational
programming to the Manhattan community.
For this group the general consensus is that the
City provides an adequate quantity of outdoor
recreation fields and amenities to meet needs in
the community, but the poor quality of these
facilities adversely impacts the ability of MPRD
to maximize services to the community. The
group shares similar concerns related to the poor
quality of indoor recreation spaces provided
by the City to the community, but also is
challenged by the limited quantity of adequate
indoor recreation space provided by the City and
available for MPRD programming.
The majority of outdoor recreation programs
offered by MPRD are accommodated at facilities
within parks owned, maintained, and operated
by the City. The poor quality of many of these
fields, courts, and facilities adversely impacts
MPRD ability to maximize program offerings
to the community and often presents scheduling
challenges to serve current programs. Wet
fields, poor drainage, excessive use, and limited
maintenance resources result in frequent and
extended programming delays, cancellations, and
scheduling challenges due to field conditions.
Improvements to playing field surfaces and field
lighting at the most frequently utilized parks –
Frank Anneberg Park, CiCo Park, and City Park
would greatly enhance MPRD abilities to more
adequately serve current programming needs
and expand program offerings to the Manhattan

community in the future.
MPRD provides community programming in
several City owned, maintained, and operated
facilities. Community House, City (Peace
Memorial) Auditorium, Douglass Community
Center, and the Roundhouse provide indoor
spaces for a variety of community programs.
The size and poor condition of each of these
facilities limits the type and capacity of usage
that can be accommodated in the spaces.
The majority of indoor recreation programs
offered by MPRD are accommodated in USD
383 school gymnasium spaces. The limited size
of elementary school gymnasiums often presents
challenges to maximizing effective delivery of
these programs. Usage of elementary school
gymnasiums by the City for programming is
coordinated directly with Principals, which can
present scheduling conflicts that result in City
program times and/or locations being adjusted –
reflecting poorly on MPRD.
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Sports Tourism
The sports tourism
focus group expressed
enthusiasm and
excitement for
Manhattan’s capacity
to attract sport activities to the community
that net a positive impact on area businesses.
Participation rates in competitive sports and
traveling teams have continued to grow in
Manhattan and across
the state of Kansas.
The group believes
hotel room capacity
exists for large
weekend events and
tournaments to be
hosted in Manhattan.
However several challenges to hosting events in
Manhattan exist – such as scheduling conflicts
with K-State events, conferences, and other
regional activities, lack of quantity and quality of
sports facilities available in Manhattan coupled
with limited access to existing facilities, and
competition from other communities with higher
quality facilities and amenities.
Baseball/Softball
Many different
organizations and
leagues provide
baseball and softball
programming to
the Manhattan
community in
addition to MPRD. This presents Manhattan
residents with a diverse range of options when
selecting a service provider for these activities.
However, challenges exist to delivering these
services due inadequate quality of facilities-

specifically during wet conditions. Practices and
games for recreational leagues are accommodated
at facilities throughout the Manhattan park
system. Manhattan-based competitive teams in
general practice at
facilities or open space
within the Manhattan
park system, but the
majority of games
are played outside
of Manhattan due
to lack of facility
availability. No indoor space is currently available
for softball or baseball training during the
winter months. The baseball and softball group
expressed challenges with hosting recreational
and competitive baseball or softball tournaments
at Manhattan park facilities due to the existing
quality of facilities and limited maintenance staff
support during events.
Basketball/Volleyball
The basketball
and volleyball
organizations
providing services
to the Manhattan
community equally
expressed the most
challenging aspect of their programs is availability
and accessibility to indoor gymnasium space
for practices and games. The majority of these
non-MPRD programs are utilizing USD 383
gymnasium spaces, outside of School District
events and MPRD programming. Several
volleyball teams do have limited access to K-State
gymnasium facilities for practice purposes, but
most games are played outside of Manhattan due
to lack of gymnasium space.
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Additionally, Douglass
Center is the only
indoor facility in
Manhattan accessible
to citizens for drop-in
basketball play and no
indoor facilities in exist in Manhattan accessible
to citizens for drop-in volleyball play.

Riley County
The existing
relationship between
Riley County and
City of Manhattan
to maximize park
resources at CiCo
Park and Fairmont
Park to citizens have been successful in the past
and should be leveraged for future benefits as
well. The County Parks and Recreation capital
improvement budget is limited. The group
indicated an interconnected County-wide trail
study would be helpful to connect communities,
greenways, and other destination points
throughout the region. Additionally, the group
noted establishment of a not-for-profit land
holding entity would be beneficial as Manhattan
continues to grow and expand to acquire and/
or accept land donations and maintain these
holdings until such time the County or City was
prepared to convert the properties into parks,
greenways, trails, or other publicly accessible
spaces.

Disc Golf
The disc golf group
indicated participation
in the sport has been
growing in Manhattan
and throughout the
state of Kansas in
recent years. Warner
Park and Fairmont Park are the official disc golf
facilities within the City. CiCo Park provides an
objects course (no baskets) and University Park
provides an unofficial practice area. Tuttle Creek
State Park, north of Manhattan also provides disc
golf facilities to the region. The group would like
to see the existing 9-hole course at Warner Park
expanded to 18-holes and is prepared to assist
with fund raising and/or construction of these
improvements. Permanent restroom facilities at
Warner Park are desired as well. Expanded disc
golf facilities within the community would greatly
enhance the ability of disc golf groups to host
larger, more frequent tournaments.
Football/Soccer
Football and soccer
programs are offered
to Manhattan citizens
through a variety of
leagues, associations
and clubs. This
presents Manhattan residents with a diverse range
of options when selecting a service provider for
these activities. However, challenges exist to
delivering these services due to the inadequate
quality of facilities – specifically during wet
conditions. Practices and games for recreational
leagues are accommodated at facilities throughout
the Manhattan park system as well as available
open space on other public and private properties.
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The Fairmont Park
fields are heavily
used, but lack of
storage and potable
drinking water at the
Park is a challenge.
Some football
groups currently have access to K-State facilities
for practices and games. Coaching and field
maintenance is typically provided by volunteers,
which can be problematic. No indoor space is
currently available in the community for football
or soccer training during the winter months.
If future improvements to convert natural
turf fields to synthetic turf are pursued by the
City, consideration should be given to having
permanent inlaid markings for soccer and football.
Religious Organizations
Several religious
organizations indicated
usage of City Park
and CiCo Park in
the past for church
events as well as Keats
Park, a Riley County
Park. Availability of restrooms at City Park
beyond the Pavilion is a challenge and the group
expressed the idea of making the Aquatic Center
restrooms available to Park users during events.
Churches that have gymnasium and/or flexible
indoor recreation rooms indicated those spaces
are typically being fully utilized during evening
and weekends and do not have any capacity for
additional programming in these spaces. Several
churches noted their congregations would benefit
greatly from additional indoor multipurpose
spaces being available and accessible within the
community for potlucks, meetings, recreation
activities, and other church events.

Manhattan High School Athletics
The MHS Athletics group included
representatives from baseball, cross country,
tennis, basketball, soccer, and swimming
programs. The group noted the shared-use
facilities agreement between USD 383 and
the City of Manhattan has provided reciprocal
benefits to each entity as well as residents over
time and continuation of this positive relationship
should be embraced and strengthened in the
future to maximize resources available to the
public.
Baseball
In general the field
facilities utilized by
MHS baseball at
Eisenhower Complex
meet the baseball
needs of the program.
The Complex is
owned and largely maintained by the City. The
amount of parking available at the facility is
inadequate and presents several challenges during
games and events. Future consideration should
be given to increasing the amount of parking
available at the Complex as well as converting
the competition field to synthetic turf and
improvements to the backstop system. No indoor
space is currently available in the community for
baseball training during the winter months.
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Cross Country

Basketball

The cross country
program trains
at Warner Park,
Anneberg Park,
Northeast Park
and others areas
throughout the City
of Manhattan. Lack of permanent restrooms
at Warner Park is a challenge – specifically
when MHS hosts meets at the Park. Future
consideration should be given to constructing
permanent restrooms at Warner Park for use
during practices and meets. Cross country
participants train year-round and would greatly
benefit from having access to an indoor running
track.

The MHS basketball
programs are
accommodated
primarily through
usage of USD 383
indoor gymnasium
facilities, although
the gymnasium at City Auditorium is utilized
occasionally for summer camps and clinics.
Offseason training for participants is challenging
due to lack of available and accessible indoor
gymnasium space in the Manhattan community.
MHS basketball programs as well as youth
development programs would greatly benefit from
additional gymnasium space availability within
the community.

Tennis

Soccer

The outdoor facilities
accessible to the
MHS tennis program
at the High School,
City Park, and CiCo
Park are in poor
condition. The poor
condition of existing
courts in the community coupled with the lack of
a single location with a minimum of nine courts
negatively impacts the ability for Manhattan to
host tennis summer camps and tournaments. The
School District is landlocked at the High School
with limited space for expansion of the existing
four courts at that location. The tennis program
would greatly benefit from a nine court complex
with access to permanent restrooms, a central
shaded area and adequate parking for regular
practices, meets, camps, and tournaments.

The majority of
MHS soccer practices
and games are
accommodated on the
synthetic turf field at
Bishop Stadium. The
alternative back-up
facility for MHS
soccer programs is Griffith Park. Participants at
the high school level consistently express concerns
regarding poor quality of soccer fields in the
Manhattan community leading to availability
challenges ultimately resulting in inadequate
youth development within the sport. Winter
conditioning and training for participants is
a major challenge due to lack of available and
accessible indoor space in the community.
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Swimming
The MHS swimming
programs typically
have 40 to 50
participants per
year and utilize the
existing K-State
Natatorium facility.
The Natatorium is programmed extensively and
open swim times beyond scheduled training
sessions are limited. The future uncertainty of the
Natatorium is of concern to USD 383, as there
is currently no other facility in Manhattan that
could accommodate MHS swimming programs if
the K-State facility was closed and not replaced or
unavailable to MHS.

Kansas State University Recreation
Services
The K-State
Recreation Center
consists of 11
basketball courts,
14 racquet ball
courts, two squash
courts, four exercise rooms, one spinning room,
and one personal training room. The facility
averages approximately 3,500 users per day, with
usage typically peaking at over 5,000 per day in
January. The facility is funded through student
and membership fees. Student fees at $120 per
student per semester combined with faculty and
staff memberships at $28 per month and affiliate
memberships at $38 per month help fund $1.2M
for operations and $1.8M to retire debt annually.
The Manhattan community can utilize the
K-State Recreation Center by joining the K-State
Alumni Association, currently $50 per year,
and paying a $56 per month membership fee.
Guests can utilize the facility with a member
for $5 per day. Complete membership details
and eligibility requirements is accessible on the
K-State Recreational Services webpage. Limited
partnerships between K-State and the City
exist for use of University gymnasium spaces.
However, some volleyball camps and programs
are allowed access to these gymnasium spaces.
Ahearn Field House is a shared facility used by
Kinesiology, Athletics, Training, UFM, Cross Fit,
and ROTC amongst other groups.
K-State recreation fields are not actively
monitored and thus do receive some
unprogrammed community usage. K-State
does not allow personal trainers to utilize these
recreation fields. There are approximately 30
different K-State Sports Clubs run by Recreation
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Services. The synthetic turf field at Memorial
Stadium is used for some Club Sports, Marching
Band, a few outside organizations and the
community for some field sports. No formal
system currently exists for community rental,
reservation, or usage of K-State recreation fields.
Swimming
The K-State Natatorium
provides a 25-yard, 8-lane
competition pool, 6-lane
warm-up pool, diving well,
and spectator seating. The
Natatorium is used by the
Marlins Swim Team, MHS
swimming programs,
UFM, and other groups
as well as the community.
Programs offered at the
Natatorium include competitive swimming,
swim lessons, water aerobics, hydro classes, scuba
diving classes, life guard training, party rentals,
and other uses. The facility is rented by multiple
organizations in the community throughout
the entire year and available open swim times
are limited. K-State does not currently have
swim teams and does not have plans to add this
program in the future. Eventually the existing
Natatorium will become too costly to operate
and K-State does not anticipate replacing this
competition pool venue when it is closed. Future
development of a leisure pool, indoor and/or
outdoor, by K-State Recreation Services may be a
possibility, but would likely be many years off due
to funding.

Trail Users
The organized
trail user groups in
Manhattan range
from bicycling groups,
runners, and cross
country clubs. Several
run and walk events
are organized by these and other not-for-profit
groups and held within the parks and along
the trails in Manhattan each year. In addition
to organized groups, the trails in Manhattan
provide citizens with a number of safe and
accessible recreational opportunities, alternative
transportation corridors, and connections between
community destinations. The group identified
several areas of the trails system in Manhattan
that could be improved, including connectivity of
parks, schools, and other destination hubs within
the community through trails, improved and
expanded sidewalk system, incorporation of bike
lanes, and improved trail head amenities such as
drinking fountains, seating and shade provisions,
restrooms, and bike repair stations. Completion
of Linear Park and continued implementation of
recommendations from previous trails and bicycle
master plans was also a recommendation from the
groups.
Private Service Providers
Representatives from
several private sector
recreation and athletic
facility and service
providers participated
in this focus group. Each of these private sector
facility providers are serving specific existing
needs within the community. These facilities
range from indoor spaces for strength training,
physical therapy, gymnastics, tennis, and a
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variety of small space uses. None of the private
sector providers currently offer indoor aquatics of
any kind. Outdoor facilities provided within the
private sector include tennis, golf, driving range,
mini golf, batting cages, and limited flexible open
space. In general private sector providers believe
an underserved population of the Manhattan
community exists when it comes to indoor
recreation facility accessibility due to economic
demographics and affordability of memberships.
However, competition and potential displacement
of for-profit private sector facilities by subsidized
public facilities is of concern should the City
decide to pursue new recreation facilities in
the future. The
program and facility
offerings for a
potential new public
recreation center
or centers should
be strategically
developed to serve
the unmet needs and undeserved demographic in
the Manhattan community, not to compete with
existing for-profit facility providers.
Arts and Humanities
The arts and humanities
group included
representatives from
diverse ethnic dance
groups, theatre
groups, visual arts,
and performing arts
groups. With the exception of the privately
owned Manhattan Art Center – which is limited
to occupancy of 150, these groups With the
exception of the privately owned
Manhattan Art Center – which is
limited to occupancy of 150, these
groups utilize public facilities such

as Community House,
City Auditorium, and
Roundhouse. None
of the these facilities
are ideal for theatre
performances or dancing due to inadequate
HVAC systems, lighting, sound systems
and acoustics, flooring materials, available
space, and occupancy limits. The arts and
humanities groups in Manhattan would
greatly benefit from a performing arts theatre
and large multipurpose space for dancing
and community events that is available and
economically accessible to these groups.
Community Service Organizations
Participation in
programs offered
by UFM and other
community-based
organizations continues
to grow in the
Manhattan community. UFM currently serves in
several capacities, including offering community
recreation and education programming, acting
as a liaison between K-State, Manhattan CVB,
and event organizer/sponsors seeking to utilize
K-State facilities, limited facility offerings, and
other community outreach roles. One major
challenge currently in Manhattan for community
organizations is limited availability of accessible
and affordable indoor meeting spaces – especially
spaces with direct access to kitchen facilities
for cooking classes, community dinners, and
celebrations. In addition to multipurpose rooms
for meetings, classes, and lessons, community
organizations in Manhattan would greatly benefit
from a large indoor multipurpose space such
as a gymnasium with wood flooring that can
be subdivided into separate spaces for smaller
activities.
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Steering Committee
The steering
committee established
to provide input,
review, and guidance
in development of this
Plan consisted of 15
individuals representing a diverse range of interests
and demographics in the Manhattan community.
This committee was engaged several times
throughout the Plan process to provide valuable
insight and informed decision making at strategic
milestones in the process. The implementation
priorities, recommendations, and outcomes of the
Plan have been developed through consensus and
support of the committee.

City Commission and Parks and
Recreation
Advisory Board
The City Commission
and Parks and
Recreation Advisory
Board (PRAB) were
afforded multiple
opportunities throughout the Plan process to
review information and data being researched, ask
questions, and most importantly provide input
and guidance to the process. Participation by
Manhattan elected officials in the Plan process
was an important consideration to ensure policy
makers in the community fully understand
research, information, and data developed to
inform decisions during the Plan process.. This
will hopefully pay tremendous dividends going
forward as the community seeks support from city
leaders to implement the Plan.
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Community
Survey
Chapter 6

Overview and Methodology
ETC Institute conducted a Parks and Recreation
Strategic Facility Improvement Survey to help
determine sports fields, indoor recreation,
and parks facility and service priorities for the
community. The survey was mailed to a random
sample of households in the City of Manhattan.
Once the surveys were mailed, respondent
households who received the survey were
contacted by phone. Those who indicated that
they had not returned the survey by mail were
given the option of completing it by phone or
they could go online.
The goal was to complete a total of 600 surveys;
Leisure Vision/ETC Institute went above and
beyond that goal with a total of 847 households
completing the survey. The results for the sample
of 847 households have a 95% level of confidence
with a precision rate of at least +/- 3.3%. There
were no statistically significant differences in
the results of the survey based on the method of
administration.
Major Findings
Outdoor Parks and Facilities
• Current Usage: Eighty-eight percent
(88%) of respondent households have
used large community parks. Other park
and recreation facilities respondents have
used include: Trails (70%), small neighborhood parks (68%), and picnic areas &
shelters (65%).
•

Most Frequent Usage: Based on the
percentage of respondent households’
top three choices, 62% of respondents
indicated large community parks as the
facility they use most often. Other facilities used most often include: Trails (41%),
small neighborhood parks (34%), and

outdoor swimming pools (31%).
•

Ratings: Based on respondent households
who have used the parks and facilities, 95% of respondents rated outdoor
swimming pools as either “excellent” or
“good.” Other ratings include: Outdoor
splash pad (95%), large community parks
(92%), and playgrounds (91%).

•

Importance: Based on the percentage of
respondent households’ top three choices,
62% of respondents indicated large
community parks as the facility that is
most important for the City of Manhattan
to provide. Other facilities respondents
believe are most important to provide
include: Outdoor swimming pools (42%),
trails (41%), and small neighborhood
parks (37%).

Indoor Sports, Recreation, and Aquatic Facilities
• Current Usage: Seventy-two percent
(72%) of respondent households have
used Kansas State University indoor facilities at least once over the past 12 months.
Other indoor facilities respondent households have used include: Private fitness
clubs (54%), Fort Riley (52%), City park
pavilion/ice rink (49%) and K-12 schools
(47%).
•

Reasons for Sports, Recreation and
Aquatic Facility Usage: Based on
percentage of respondent households who
currently use indoor sports, recreation,
and aquatic facilities, 41% indicated
that walking & running was a primary
reason why they use the facilities. Other
reasons respondents use facilities include:
Cardiovascular equipment/weights (35%),
aerobics/yoga/fitness classes (23%), and
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exercise swimming (17%).
•

Reasons That Prevent Sports, Recreation
and Aquatic Facility Usage: Seventy-three
percent (73%) of respondent households
indicated that we do not have access to
Fort Riley indoor facilities was a barrier
that prevented them from using indoor
sports, recreation, and aquatic facilities
more often. Other potential barriers
include: We do not have access to Kansas
State University indoor facilities (52%),
community lacks indoor programming
spaces important to our household (35%),
and we do not have enough access to K-12
school gyms for games & practices (35%).

Rating of Parks, Trails, Sports, Aquatics, and
Recreation Facilities
• Based on percentage of respondents who
have visited any of the parks, trails, sports,
aquatics, or recreation facilities, 66% rated
the overall physical condition as good.
Other ratings of overall physical condition
include: Fair (19%) and excellent (15%).
Indoor Recreation Programming Spaces
• Based on the percentage of respondent
households, 62% or 12,445 households
indicated that they have a need for
indoor walking & jogging track. Other
programming spaces households have a
need for include: Strength/cardiovascular
equipment (50% or 9,924 households),
swimming (47% or 9,404 households),
and aerobics/fitness/dance class space
(36% or 7,223 households).
•

Based on respondent households’ top
three choices, 54% indicated that indoor
walking & jogging track was an indoor

program feature that they would use
most often if developed. Other program
features respondents would use most often
if developed include: Swimming (41%),
strength/cardiovascular equipment (31%),
and aerobics/fitness/dance class space
(25%).
•

Thirty-six percent (36%) of respondent
households indicated that I could equally
support either developing 2-3 smaller
recreation centers in locations throughout
City or developing 1 larger recreation
center to serve entire City when asked
about preference for developing indoor
sports and recreation activity spaces.
Other preferences include: Develop 1
larger recreation center to serve entire City
(26%), develop 2-3 smaller recreation
centers in locations throughout City
(25%), and neither (14%).

Outdoor Recreation Facilities
Baseball and Softball Facilities
• Based on the percentage of respondent
households, 27% or 5,322 households
indicated that they have a need for
baseball/softball fields Other sports facilities households have a need for include:
Soccer fields (24% or 4,742 households),
tennis courts (18% or 3,581 households),
disc golf courses (18% or 3,561 households) and football fields (13% or 2,501
households).
•

Of the 23% percent of households who
participate in baseball and/or softball,
59% of indicated that Frank Anneberg
Park (Twin Oaks) was the location that
they have participated in baseball and/
or softball games and/or practices. Other
locations respondent households have
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used include: City Park (51%), CiCo
Park (49%), Griffith Park (28%), K-State
facility (27%) and Eisenhower Complex
(26%).
•

Based on respondent households’ top
three choices, 52% indicated that Frank
Anneberg Park was the baseball and/or
softball field used most often. Other fields
used most often include: City Park (44%),
CiCo Park (43%), and K-State facility
(20%).

•

Based on percentage of respondents who
have used outdoor recreation facilities
for baseball and/or softball and indicated
the satisfaction level for the service as
either “very satisfied” or “satisfied,” 68%
of respondents were satisfied with safety
of field playing surface. Other services
respondents were satisfied with include:
Playability of field playing surface (63%)
and number of game fields (58%).

•

Based on respondent households’ top two
choices for baseball and/or softball, 40%
indicated that the service improvements
that are most important are playability of
field playing surface. Other improvements
that are most important include: Safety of
field playing surface (36%), amenities for
spectators (seating, parking, etc.) (24%)
and number of practice fields (17%).

Soccer and Football Facilities
• Of the 21% of households who indicated
they participate in soccer and/or football,
70% indicated that Frank Anneberg Park
was the location that they have participated in soccer and/or football games and/
or practices. Other locations respondent
households have used include: City Park

(34%), CiCo Park (32%), K-State facility
(28%), K-12 school facility (26%), and
Griffith Park (25%).
•

Based on respondent households’ top
three choices, 67% indicated that Frank
Anneberg Park was the soccer and/or
football field used most often. Other fields
used most often include: City Park (29%),
CiCo Park (28%), and K-State facility
(22%).

•

Based on percentage of respondents who
have used outdoor recreation facilities
for soccer and/or football and indicated
the satisfaction level for the service as
either “very satisfied” or “satisfied,” 62%
of respondents were satisfied with safety
of field playing surface. Other services
respondents were satisfied with include:
Playability of field playing surface (56%)
and number of game fields (48%).

•

Based on respondent households’ top two
choices for soccer and/or football, 25%
indicated that the service improvements
that are most important are number of
practice fields. Other improvements that
are most important include: Playability
of field playing surface (24%), safety of
playing field surface (24%) and amenities
for spectators (seating, parking, etc.)
(23%).

Usage of Fields and Team Participation
• Fifty-eight percent (58%) of households
indicated that they do not participate in
practices and games every year. Other
amounts of participation over a year
include: Under 25 days (15%), 26-50 days
(11%), 51-100 days (8%), 101-200 days
(5%), and 201+ days (3%).
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•

Thirty-seven percent (37%) of respondent households indicated that neither
competitive travel teams or City recreation
programs/leagues was a type of sports
program that youth in their household
participate in. Other sports programs
that youth in households participate in
include: City recreation programs/leagues
(36%), both competitive travel teams &
City recreation programs/leagues (16%),
and competitive travel teams (11%).

Development and Improvement
• Thirty-five percent (35%) of respondent
households indicated that indoor sports
courts or gymnasiums for practices and/
or games was a recreation facility that
would be most important for the City of
Manhattan to develop. Other facilities
that would be most important to develop
include: Indoor sports complex for
youth tournaments bringing visitors to
community (31%), outdoor practice fields
for youth/adult sports or drop-in nonstructured play (31%), and outdoor sports
complex for youth tournaments bringing
visitors to community (23%).
•

Thirty-four percent (34%) of respondent
households indicated that sales tax is
the type of funding that they would
most support for improvements to
parks and recreation facilities. Other
types of funding respondents would
support include: Combination of sales
tax & property tax (28%), no sales tax or
property tax (28%), and property taxes
(10%).
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Charts and Graphs
Q1. Type of Park or Facility Respondent Households Have Used
by percentage of respondents

88%

Large community parks

70%
68%
65%
59%
58%
52%

Trails
Small neighborhood parks
Picnic areas & shelters
Outdoor swimming pools
Playgrounds
Outdoor splash park
Baseball/softball fields
Soccer fields
City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium
Outdoor tennis courts
Outdoor basketball courts
Community House
Disc golf courses
Football fields
Outdoor sand volleyball courts
Douglass Community Center
Skate Park

0%

32%
26%
25%
23%
19%
18%
18%
15%
15%
15%
11%
20%

40%

60%

80%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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100%

Q2. Outdoor and Indoor Park and Recreation Facilties
Respondents Use Most Often
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices
Large community parks
Trails
Small neighborhood parks
Outdoor swimming pools
Playgrounds
Outdoor splash park
Picnic areas & shelters
Baseball/softball fields
Soccer fields
Disc golf courses
Outdoor tennis courts
City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium
Football fields
Outdoor sand volleyball courts
Community House
Douglass Community Center
Outdoor basketball courts
Skate Park
None chosen

9%
5%
5%
4%
3%
3%
3%
2%
1%
1%
5%

0%

16%
14%
14%

23%

34%
31%

20%

62%

41%

40%

Most Often

60%

2nd Most Often

80%

3rd Most Often

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q3. Outdoor and Indoor Park and Recreation Facilties
Respondents Feel are Most Important for the City to Provide
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices
Large community parks
Outdoor swimming pools
Trails
Small neighborhood parks
Playgrounds
Picnic areas & shelters
Baseball/softball fields
Outdoor splash park
8%
Soccer fields
8%
Community House
4%
City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium
4%
Douglass Community Center
4%
Outdoor tennis courts
2%
Football fields
2%
Skate Park
2%
Outdoor basketball courts 1%
Outdoor sand volleyball courts 1%
Disc golf courses 1%
None chosen
5%

0%

19%
15%

20%
Most Important

27%

62%

42%
41%
37%

40%
2nd Most Important

60%

80%

3rd Most Important

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q4. Overall Physical Condition of Parks, Trails, Sports, Aquatics
and Recreation Facilties
by percentage of respondents who have visited any of the facilities (excluding not provided)

Excellent
15%
Good
66%

Fair
19%
*Only 0.2 indicated Poor

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q5. How Often Respondents Have Used
Indoor Facilties from the Following Providers
by percentage of respondents

Private fitness clubs 5% 8%
Fort Riley

10% 5%7%
39%

City Park Pavilion/Ice Rink
K-12 Schools

17%

19%

9% 7%
17%

City Auditorium

46%

24%

48%

31%

51%

5%
5%
1%

53%

13%
71%

5%
0%8%

Douglass Community Recreation Center 8%1%
0%12%

78%

8% 3%
1%9%

79%

Community House

91%

Other1%
3%
4%
1%

0%

28%

12%

22%

16%

22%

Kansas State University

20%

40%

1-9 Times
Do Not Have Access

60%
10-49 Times
None

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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80%
50+ Times

100%

Q6. Reasons Respondent Households Currently Use
Indoor Sports, Recreation, and Aquatic Facilities
by percentage of respondents (mutiple selections possible)

Walking & running
Cardiovascular equipment/weights
Aerobics/yoga/fitness classes
Exercise swimming
Performing arts classes/performances
Meetings
Youth basketball team practices
Youth basketball league play
Open gym drop-in basketball
Racquet sports
Youth soccer practices/training
Water safety/training classes
Tumbling/gymnastics/cheer
Basketball tournaments
Painting & drawing classes
Teen activities
Youth baseball practices/training
Senior adult activities
Adult volleyball leagues
Adult basketball leagues
Competitive swimming
Youth football practices/training
Youth volleyball leagues
Wrestling
Other
None

17%
14%
13%
11%
10%
9%
9%
7%
7%
6%
6%
5%
5%
5%
4%
4%
3%
3%
3%
2%
1%
7%

0%

10%

41%

35%

23%

27%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q7. Potential Barriers Respondent Households Do Not Use Indoor
Sports, Recreation, and Aquatic Facilities More Often
by percentage of respondents (mutiple selections possible)

We do not have access to Fort Riley
indoor facilities

73%

We do not have access to Kansas
State University indoor facilities

52%

Community lacks indoor programming
spaces important to our household

35%

We do not have enough access to K-12
school gyms for games & practices

35%

Other
0%

16%
20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q8. Households That Have a Need for Indoor Recreation
Program Spaces
by percentage of respondents

62%

Indoor walking & jogging track

50%

Strength/cardiovascular equipment

47%

Swimming

36%

Aerobics/fitness/dance class space
Bleachers for watching games

23%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball games

23%

Space for indoor sports practices & training

22%
20%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball practice

17%

Multi-purpose classroom space

15%

Teen activity spaces

15%

Turf fields for indoor sports games
Senior adult space for classes, meals, etc.

0%

9%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q8a. Estimated Number of Households for the City of Manhattan
That Have a Need for Indoor Recreation Program Spaces
by number of households based on 20,008 households for the City of Manhattan

12,445

Indoor walking & jogging track
9,924

Strength/cardiovascular equipment

9,404

Swimming
7,223

Aerobics/fitness/dance class space
Bleachers for watching games

4,682

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball games

4,562

Space for indoor sports practices & training

4,422
3,962

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball practice

3,401

Multi-purpose classroom space
Teen activity spaces
Turf fields for indoor sports games
Senior adult space for classes, meals, etc.

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q8b. How Well Indoor Program Spaces for the City
of Manhattan Meet the Needs of Households
by percentage of households that have a need for programs
35%

Strength/cardiovascular equipment

19%

23%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball games

23%

27%

Aerobics/fitness/dance class space

18%

20%

Bleachers for watching games

19%
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24.1

Senior adult space for classes, meals, etc. 9%

Swimming
Indoor walking & jogging track

17%

8%

19%
37%

18%

42%
37%

21%

11%
19%

22%

22%

20%

30%
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0%
24.7 20%
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11%

26%

Turf fields for indoor sports games 7% 7% 7%
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15%

21%

19%

14%
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Teen activity spaces 7% 12%
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20%

17%

11%

27%

31%

11%

Space for indoor sports practices & training 8%

26%

31%

16%

17%

23%

24%

26%

16%

10%

20%

17%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball practice

Multi-purpose classroom space 12%

18%

40%

50% Meets Needs

60%

25% Meets Needs

80%

100%

0% Meets Needs

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q8c. Estimated Number of Households for the City of Manhattan
Whose Needs for Indoor Program Spaces Are Only Being
50% Met or Less
by number of households based on 20,008 households for the City of Manhattan
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q9. Indoor Program Features That Respondents
Would Use the Most if Developed
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices

54%

Indoor walking & jogging track

41%

Swimming

31%

Strength/cardiovascular equipment

25%

Aerobics/fitness/dance class space

14%

Space for indoor sports practices & training

12%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball games

10%

Multi-purpose classroom space

9%

Gymnasiums for basketball/volleyball practice

8%

Turf fields for indoor sports games
Teen activity spaces
Senior adult space for classes, meals, etc.
Bleachers for watching games

6%
5%
4%
21%

None chosen

0%

20%
Use Most

40%
2nd Most

60%

80%

3rd Most

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q10. Respondent Preference for Developing Indoor
Sports and Recreation Activity Spaces
by percentage of respondents

Develop 2-3 smaller recreation
centers in locations throughout City

Develop 1 larger recreation
center to serve entire City

26%

25%

Neither
14%
36%
I could equally support either developing 2-3 smaller
recreation centers in locations throughout City or
developing 1 larger recreation center to serve entire City
Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q11. Households That Have a Need for Sports Facilities
by percentage of respondents

27%

Baseball/softball fields

24%

Soccer fields

Tennis courts
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Disc golf courses
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13%

Football fields
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q11a. Estimated Number of Households for the City of Manhattan
That Have a Need for Sports Facilities
by number of households based on 20,008 households for the City of Manhattan
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Q11b. How Well Sports Facilities for the City of Manhattan
Meet the Needs of Households
by percentage of households that have a need for programs
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q11c. Estimated Number of Households for the City of Manhattan
Whose Needs for Sports Facilities Are Only Being
50% Met or Less
by number of households based on 20,008 households for the City of Manhattan
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3,000

Q12. Does Anyone in Your Household
Participate in Baseball and/or Softball?
by percentage of respondents who have visited any of the facilities (excluding not provided)

Yes
23%

No
77%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q12. Locations Respondent Households Have Participated in
Baseball and/or Softball Games and/or Practices
by percentage of respondents who have participated over the past 12 months
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Other

0%

3%

20%

40%

60%

80%

100%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q13. Baseball and Softball Fields Respondent
Households Use the Most Often
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices
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City Park
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CiCo Park
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q14. Overall Satisfaction With Major Categories
of Sports Field Services
by percentage of respondents who have used the facilities
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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100%

Q15. Sports Field Service Improvement That Are the Most
Important to Respondent Households
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top two choices

40%

Playability of field playing surface

36%

Safety of field playing surface

24%

Amenities for spectators (Seating, parking, etc.)

17%

Number of practice fields

14%

Amenities for players (Dugouts, scoreboards etc.)

12%

Number of game fields

27%

None chosen

0%

10%

20%

Most Important

30%

40%

50%

2nd Most Important

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q16. Does Anyone in Your Household
Participate in Soccer and/or Football?
by percentage of respondents who have visited any of the facilities (excluding not provided)

Yes
21%

No
79%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q16. Locations Respondent Households Have Participated in
Soccer and/or Football Games and/or Practices
by percentage of respondents who have participated over the past 12 months
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q17. Soccer and Football Fields Respondent
Households Use the Most Often
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top three choices
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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80%

Q18. Overall Satisfaction with Major Categories
of Sports Field Services
by percentage of respondents who have used the facilities
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Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q19. Sports Field Services Improvements That Are the
Most Important to Respondents
by percentage of respondents who selected the item as one of their top two choices

Number of practice fields

25%

Playability of field playing surface

24%

Safety of field playing surface

24%
23%

Amenities for spectators (Seating, parking, etc.)

20%

Number of game fields

19%

Amenities for players (Benches, scoreboards, etc.)

29%

None chosen

0%

10%

20%

Most Important

30%

40%

50%

2nd Most Important

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q20. How Many Days Per Year Respondent Households
Participated in Practices and/or Games for Baseball, Softball,
Football, and/or Soccer
by percentage of respondents

201+ days
3% 101-200 days
5%

51-100 days 26-50 days
11%
8%
Under 25 days
15%

None
58%
Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q21. Recreation Facilities Respondents Rated as
Most Important for the City of Manhattan to Develop
by percentage of respondents (up to two selections possible)

Indoor sports courts or gymnasiums for
practices and/or games

35%

Indoor sports complex for youth
tournaments bringing visitors to
community

31%

Outdoor practice fields for youth/adult
sports or drop-in nonstructured play

31%

Outdoor sports complex for youth
tournaments bringing visitors to
community

23%

20%

Outdoor game fields for youth/adult sports

Indoor sports turf areas for practices
and/or games

18%

Other

0%

10%

10%

20%

30%

40%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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50%

Q22. Types of Sports Programs Youth Participate In
by percentage of respondents who have youth in their household

City recreation programs/leagues

36%

11%
Competitive travel teams

16%

Both competitive travel teams & City
recreation programs/leagues

37%
Neither competitive travel teams or City
recreation programs/leagues

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q24. Demographics: Age of Persons in Household
by percentage of respondents

Ages 10-14
Ages 15-19 7%
7%

Ages 5-9
10%

Ages 20-24
10%

Under age 5
10%
Ages 75+
3%

Ages 25-34
17%

Ages 65-74
7%
Ages 35-44
10%

Ages 55-64
7%

Ages 45-54
10%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q25. Demographics: Age of Respondent
by percentage of respondents

Under 35 years
49%

35-44 years
16%

65+ years
13%
45-54 years
15%

55-64 years
7%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q26. Demographics: Gender
by percentage of respondents

Male
48%

Female
52%
Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q27. Any Affilitiation by Respondent or Member of Household
by percentage of respondents (multiple selections possible)

31%

Not affiliated with either Fort Riley or K-State

30%

K-State Alumni Association member

25%

K-State staff/faculty member

Full time K-State student

17%

Fort Riley affiliation

17%

K-State Rec Partnering Organization affiliate

0%

1%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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Q28. Demographics: Number of Years
Lived in the City of Manhattan
by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

5 or less
32%

6 to 10
13%

11 to 15
11%

31+
19%

16 to 20
10%
21 to 30
15%
Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)

Q29. Demographics: Number of Years Planned to
Live in the City of Manhattan
by percentage of respondents (excluding not provided)

5 or less
32%

6 to 10
15%

11 to 15
5%

16 to 20
14%

31+
21%
21 to 30
13%

Source: Leisure Vision/ETC Institute (2015)
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National Benchmarking
Since 1998, Leisure Vision (a division of ETC
Institute) has conducted household surveys for
needs assessments, feasibility studies, customer
satisfaction, fees and charges comparisons, and
other parks and recreation issues in more than 700
communities in over 45 states across the country.
The results of these surveys has provided an
unparalleled data base of information to compare
responses from household residents in client
communities to “National Averages” and therefore
provide a unique tool to “assist organizations in
better decision making.”
Communities within the data base include a
full-range of municipal and county governments
from 20,000 in population through over 1 million
in population. They include communities in
warm weather climates and cold weather climates,
mature communities and some of the fastest
growing cities and counties in the country.
“National Averages” have been developed for
numerous strategically important parks and
recreation planning and management issues
including: customer satisfaction and usage of
parks and programs; methods for receiving
marketing information; reasons that prevent

members of households from using parks and
recreation facilities more often; priority recreation
programs, parks, facilities and trails to improve
or develop; priority programming spaces to
have in planned community centers and aquatic
facilities; potential attendance for planned indoor
community centers and outdoor aquatic centers;
etc.
To keep the benchmarking data base current with
changing trends, Leisure Vision’s benchmarking
data base is updated on an annual basis
and we only use citizen survey results going
back a maximum of five years in our current
benchmarking averages.
Results from household responses for the City
of Manhattan were compared to National
Benchmarks to gain further strategic information.
A summary of all tabular comparisons are shown
on the following page.
Note: The benchmarking data contained in this
report is protected intellectual property. Any
reproduction of the benchmarking information in
this report by persons or organizations not directly
affiliated with the City of Manhattan is not
authorized without written consent from Leisure
Vision/ETC Institute.
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Benchmarking for the City of Manhattan Community Surveys
National
Average

City of Manhattan
2015

Poor

34%
54%
11%
1%

15%
66%
19%
0%

Parks and recreation facilities that respondent
households have a need for
Baseball and softball fields
Indoor running and walking track
Indoor basketball/volleyball courts
Indoor fitness and exercise facilities
Indoor swimming pools
Indoor multi-purpose gymnasium

20%
41%
27%
47%
44%
27%

27%
62%
22%
36%
47%
22%

Multi-purpose classroom space
Outdoor tennis courts
Soccer fields
Tennis courts
Football fields

23%
26%
23%
26%
13%

17%
18%
24%
18%
13%

42%
3%
20%
18%
8%
5%
14%
28%
19%

41%
2%
27%
42%
15%
1%
19%
37%
62%

7%
8%
7%

8%
8%
2%

3%
2%

2%
1%

How would you rate the condition of all the
parks/facilities you've visited?
Excellent
Good
Fair

Most Important Parks and Recreation Facilities to
Respondent Households
Walking and biking trails
Skateboarding parks
Playground equipment
Outdoor swimming pools/water park
Baseball and softball fields
Outdoor basketball courts
Picnic areas and shelters
Small neighborhood parks
Large community parks
Outdoor splash park
Soccer fields
Outdoor tennis courts
Football fields
Outdoor sand volleyball courts
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Avg. of Practice/Games

Importance-Satisfaction Matrix Analysis
Overview
Two of the most important criteria for decision
making are (1) to target resources toward services
of the highest importance to citizens; and (2)
to target resources toward those services where
citizens are the least satisfied.
The Importance-Satisfaction (I-S) rating is a
unique tool that allows public officials to better
understand both of these highly important
decision making criteria for each of the services
they are providing. The Importance-Satisfaction
rating is based on the concept that public agencies
will maximize overall customer satisfaction by
emphasizing improvements in those areas where
the level of satisfaction is relatively low and the
perceived importance of the service is relatively
high. ETC Institute developed an ImportanceSatisfaction Matrix to display the perceived
importance of major services that were assessed on
the survey against the perceived quality of service
delivery. The two axes on the matrix represent
Satisfaction (vertical) and relative Importance
(horizontal).

The I-S (Importance-Satisfaction) matrix should
be interpreted as follows.
•

Continued Emphasis (above average
importance and above average satisfaction). This area shows where the City is
meeting customer expectations. Items
in this area have a significant impact on
the customer’s overall level of satisfaction.
The City should maintain (or slightly
increase) emphasis on items in this area.

•

Exceeding Expectations (below average
importance and above average satisfaction). This area shows where the City
is performing significantly better than
customers expect the City to perform.
Items in this area do not significantly
affect the overall level of satisfaction that
residents have with City services. The
City should maintain (or slightly decrease)
emphasis on items in this area.

•

Opportunities for Improvement (above
average importance and below average
satisfaction). This area shows where the
City is not performing as well as residents
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expect the City to perform. This area
has a significant impact on customer
satisfaction, and the City should definitely
increase emphasis on items in this area.
•

Less Important (below average importance
and below average satisfaction). This area
shows where the City is not performing
well relative to performance in other areas;
however, this area is generally considered

to be less important to residents. This
area does not significantly affect overall
satisfaction with City services because the
items are less important to residents. The
agency should maintain current levels of
emphasis on items in this area.
A Matrix showing the results for the City are
included on these pages.
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Improvement
Scenarios
Chapter 7

Improvement Scenarios
This chapter of the Manhattan Parks and
Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement Plan
provides a series of improvement scenarios to
enhance existing recreation and athletic facilities
and conceptual make up of potential new
facilities. These improvement scenarios have been
developed based on needs identified through
evaluation of the demographic summary and
market review, level of service analysis, parks and
facilities assessment and discussions with City
staff, steering committee, focus groups, citizens
and elected officials throughout the planning
process.
The scenarios are representative of needed
improvements to parks and facilities and not
organized by citizen-supported priorities.
“Chapter 8: Implementation” provides a
prioritization of improvements based on citizen
support identified in “Chapter 6: Community
Survey”.
The improvement scenarios identified for each
park and/or facility and associated capital costs
for these improvements have been developed
based on 2015 dollars in the central United
States construction market. Figures represent

estimated construction costs only. Several factors
will ultimately impact the total cost of any
given improvement effort. For example, if the
community decides warning tracks are to be
included on renovated baseball or softball fields,
this can be achieved within the cost estimates
included in this chapter for irrigated, natural turf
outfields.
Additional factors include scope of work,
volume of work/economy of scale, unforeseen
conditions, contingencies, permitting, contractor
general conditions, design and engineering fees
and other owner related costs to complete the
work. For planning and budgeting purposes, it is
recommended a cost multiplier of 20% to 30%
be applied to each combination or subtotal of
improvement scenarios explored to account for
these factors. Additional budgeting consideration
should be given to account for annual inflation
and other potential market circumstances.
Photos within this chapter are of renovated and/or
newly constructed facilities in the central United
States and have been included to provide a general
visual character of the improvement scenarios
identified.
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CiCo Park

Kimball Ave

# #

•

The open space west
of the gravel parking
lot on the northwest
corner of the County’s
property is used for
overflow parking
during large events
limiting this area
for development of
additional athletic
fields.
The existing topography of the open
space located on the
southeast portion of
the County’s property
limits this area for
development of additional athletic fields.
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Environmental
• A limited amount
space is available at
the Park for development of additional
baseball, softball,
soccer or football
fields due to existing
land uses, topography
and the drainage
channel that runs
through the eastern
side of the City’s
property.
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Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

•

The regional drainage improvement
project to be completed at the Park in
May 2015 will further limit the available
land area needed to develop additional
athletic fields.

Athletic Facility Improvements
With exception of Bishop Stadium, many of
the existing athletic components at CiCo Park
have reached their life expectancy and need to be
replaced. The quality improvement scenarios
Lud Fiser Youth Sports Complex
Red Field

to the athletic facilities below will improve
performance and safety of field surfacing,
enhance user experiences, increase programming
opportunities and allow play to resume
more quickly after inclement weather. It is
recommended that new materials used for infield
aggregates, irrigation systems, lighting and other
components be consistent throughout the City of
Manhattan Parks in order to provide consistent
play and user expectations and maximize
efficiency of replacement and maintenance
requirements.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate,
replace (60’ radius per NFHS
standards) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate,
replace (60’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

Option 1

•

Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system (last
replaced in 2005/06) in existing outfield
turf
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence (last replaced in 2009)
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop (required for synthetic
turf installlation)

$65,000

$115,000

$35,000

$22,000
$85,000

$250,000

$25,000
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Red Field (continued)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$32,000

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Scorers Hut

$95,000

New scorer’s hut in lieu of press box
Lighting
•

$5,000

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$10,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard (last replaced in 2014)

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
Spectator seating

$10,000

Option to provide spectator seating
Shade structure

$15,000

Option to provide shade structure
Red Field Subtotals

$135,000
- $435,000
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$15,000
$67,000$240,000

$117,000

Blue Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius per NFHS standards) with new
aggregate and drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$300,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing outfield turf (last installed in 1984)

•

$160,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence (last replaced in 2007)
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop (required for synthetic
turf installation)
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Scorers Hut
New scorer’s hut in lieu of press box

$100,000
$75,000
$260,000

$790,000

$40,000

$32,000

$95,000
$5,000
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Blue Field (continued)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Lighting
•

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$15,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(replaced in 2011)
Spectator seating

$10,000

Option to provide spectator seating
Shade structure

$15,000

Option to provide shade structure
Blue Field Subtotals

$15,000
$650,000$1,155,000
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$177,000$240,000

$10,000

Green Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(80’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(80’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$155,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing outfield turf (last replaced 2005/06)

•

$95,000

$60,000
$40,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

$145,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence (last replaced in 2007)

$460,000

Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Scorers Hut
New scorer’s hut in lieu of press box

$30,000

$32,000

$95,000
$5,000
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Green Field (continued)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Lighting
•

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$10,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(last replaced in 2014)
Spectator seating

$10,000

Option to provide spectator seating
Shade structure

$15,000

Option to provide shade structure
Green Field Subtotals

$15,000
$165,000$225,000
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$177,000$240,000

$225,000$500,000

Gold Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(80’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(80’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$155,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing outfield turf (last replaced 2005/06)

•

$95,000

$60,000
$40,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

$145,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence (last replaced in 2007)

$460,000

Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Scorers Hut
New scorer’s hut in lieu of press box

$30,000

$32,000

$95,000
$5,000
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Gold Field (continued)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Lighting
•

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$10,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(last replaced 2011)
Spectator seating

$10,000

Option to provide spectator seating
Shade structure

$15,000

Option to provide shade structure
Gold Field Subtotals

$15,000
$165,000$225,000

186 | Parks and Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement Plan

$177,000$240,000

$225,000$500,000

Pluto Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace (60’
radius) with new aggregate and drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

Option 1

•

Install drainage in existing outfield
Irrigation system in existing outfield turf
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence (last replaced in 2009)
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop (required for synthetic
turf installation)
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$45,000

$75,000

$12,000
$6,000
$30,000

$110,000

$15,000

$32,000

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Scorers Hut

$95,000

New scorer’s hut in lieu of press box
Lighting
•

$5,000

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.

$10,000
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Pluto Field (continued)
•

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Option 2

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard

$90,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(last replaced 2011)
Spectator seating

$10,000

Option to provide spectator seating
Shade structure

$15,000

Option to provide shade structure
Pluto Field Subtotals
Commons Spaces and Facilities

$15,000
$118,000$210,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Remove existing restroom/concessions building
and press boxes
Provide new restroom/concessions building
(Concessions was refurbished with new cabinets,
paint, and air conditioning in 2013)
Remove and replace concrete plaza and sidewalk
connections within wagon wheel of softball
diamonds to Pluto Field
Provide (2) new batting cages
Drainage improvements adjacent to fields

$20,000

Common Spaces and Facilities Subtotals

$20,000

$157,000$220,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$10,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$10,000

$750,000

$250,000
$20,000
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$1,030,000

$0

Tennis Courts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace (3) tennis courts
Option 2
Remove (3) tennis courts and replace with
(6) courts

Tennis Courts Subtotals
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$550,000

$1,050,000
$550,000$1,600,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$0
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

•

North Parking Lot
$550,000

•

Renovate existing gravel to new paved
parking lot with new lighting
South Parking Lot

$1,500,000

•

Renovate existing gravel to new paved
parking lot with new lighting
East parking lot
Renovate existing gravel to new paved
parking lot with new lighting
Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.
Typical for all parking lots.

$750,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
CiCo Park

Totals

$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$1,803,000$3,320,000

$0
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$1,785,000$2,210,000

$2,800,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$3,387,000$3,937,000
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Bishop Stadium
• Renovations to Bishop Stadium were
completed in 2011.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
additional improvement scenarios for
Bishop Stadium.

Amenities
• Future consideration could be given for
new/additional water features at CiCo
Park Pool to diversify and renew interest
and patronage.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the County
Fairgrounds, skate park, dog park,
playground or outdoor fitness course
located on the southeast corner of the
park.

•

The Bolton Memorial shelter with shade
sails was installed in 2014.

•

Detention basin, sled hill, and portions of
trails will be reconstructed in 2015.

•

Riley County installed a dog park in 2009,

will renovate Robinson Drive and Avery
Avenue in 2015, and has planned for
ongoing trail development.
•

The playground inside the ball complex
was installed in 2001. Synthetic turf
surfacing is planned for 2015. The
play equipment and turf will need to be
replaced within 15 years.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Trail conditions throughout the Park vary
and improvements need to be planned for
over time to correct pavement failures that
exist.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A signage and wayfinding master plan
should be completed for Manhattan City
Parks and then applied to each individual
park to improve brand consistency and
wayfinding within parks, trails and
throughout the community.
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City Park
Environmental
City Park has a variety of use options
throughout the park that attract park
goers for active and passive recreation
opportunities. The park could have
potential to increase the quantity of
athletic fields if existing fields could be
re-organized and if mature trees were to
be removed. Future master planning
recommendations should guide the
quantity of softball fields, sand volleyball
courts, and basketball courts within the
park.
Paved parking areas are proposed
in lieu of aggregate parking lots to
increase the quality of parking and to
provide clarity in areas to park in order
to maximize the quantity of cars that
are able to be held within the park.
Paved access from parking areas to seating areas
is also needed to provide ADA access. Some
parking lot improvements around City Park
Pool and North Park Road are anticipated to
be completed in 2015. Additional analysis of
existing soil conditions and impacts to stormwater
requirements need to be further investigated if
additional parking is provided.
A master plan for City Park began in 2015. This
Strategic Facility Improvement Plan should be
used to guide recommendations and concepts
as the master planning effort for City Park
continues.
As a part of the current master planning for City
Park, a detailed review of programming and
scheduling should be completed to identify the
most efficient use of existing parking areas and

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Scale: 1” = 400’
Park Boundary (City Own)
Park Boundary (County Own)
City Boundary
School Boundary
Creek/Drainage

potential expansion of parking at the park as
needed.
Athletic Facility Improvements
Quality enhancements are proposed for the three
softball/baseball fields. The existing conditions of
the fields do not allow for play to resume quickly
after rain events while the lack of irrigation
and drainage in the turf areas create difficult to
maintain outfields.
The two sets of three tennis courts are in poor
condition and separated more than desired. There
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is opportunity to provide new courts in closer
proximity. A total of nine courts within the park
would be ideal.
The sand volleyball courts are heavily used, but
the sand does not drain well. It is recommended
Wilson Field

the existing sand be replaced and new drainage tile
be installed.
The condition of the basketball court is poor. It is
recommended this court be replaced.

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$300,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Install irrigation system in existing outfield
turf

•

$150,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop (required for synthetic
turf installation)

$90,000
$50,000
$230,000

$670,000

$30,000
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Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Wilson Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$32,000

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press Box
Remove and replace press box (refurbished
in 2013 with new siding, trim, paint, and
stairs
Lighting
•

$95,000

$15,000

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
$15,000

•

Option 2

Replacement of existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(New scoreboard installed in 2014)
Seating

$10,000

Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating

$15,000
$15,000

Wilson Field Subtotals

$565,000$1,015,000

$77,000$235,000

$10,000
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Miller Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$115,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Install irrigation in existing outfield
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod

•

$65,000

$35,000
$20,000
$85,000

Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop (required for synthetic
turf installation)
Dugouts

$250,000

$25,000

•

Option 1
$32,000

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$95,000

•

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press box
Remove and replace press box (refurbished
in 2013 with new siding, trim, and paint)
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$15,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Miller Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Lighting
•

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$10,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard (last replaced in 2011)

$110,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
Seating

$10,000

Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating
Miller Field Subtotals
Baker Field

$15,000
$15,000
$262,000$485,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$55,000$155,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$10,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

$65,000

$115,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Install irrigation in existing outfield
.Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod

$35,000
$20,000
$85,000
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Baker Field
•

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Option 2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing
around field and provide chain link
backstop
Dugouts

$250,000

$25,000

•

Option 1
$32,000

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$95,000

•

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press box

Remove and replace press box (refurbished
in 2013 with new siding, trim, and paint)
Lighting
•

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$15,000

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2

$10,000

Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system
Scoreboard (last replaced in 2014)

$110,000

•Option to remove and replace scoreboard
Seating

$10,000

Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating
Baker Field Subtotals

$15,000
$15,000
$262,000$485,000
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$55,000$155,000

$10,000

Courts

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Tennis courts
Remove 6 courts and replace with 9 new
courts (patching, crack filling, and resurfacing selected areas occured in 2013 and
2014)
Sand volleyball
Remove and replace sand, install drainage
tile (a second sand volleyball court was
added in 2006)
Basketball court
Remove and replace existing, include
lighting
Courts Subtotals

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Renovate existing Wilson Field gravel
parking lot and drive to new paved parking
lot with new lighting
Renovate existing Miller Field gravel
parking lot and drive to new paved parking
lot with new lighting
Renovate existing Baker Field gravel parking
lot and drive to new paved parking lot with
new lighting

$1,600,000

$30,000

$40,000
$1,670,000

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$0

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$260,000

$190,000

Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.
Typical for all parking lots.

$150,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals

$600,000
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Common Spaces and Facilities

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Provide (3) new batting cages
$30,000
Common Spaces and Facilities Subtotals
$30,000

City Park

Totals

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$2,789,000$3,685,000
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$0

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$787,000$1,145,000

$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$30,000

Amenities
• Future consideration could be given for
water features and/or enclosure of the lap
lane pool to provide indoor, year-round
aquatics at City Park Pool, constructed
in 2010, to diversify and renew interest
and patronage. New shade structures were
installed in 2014 and parking lot paving,
pedestrian and drainage improvements are
planned for 2015.
•

•

ää Clarenburg trail paved around
perimeter of park in 2006 through
2008.
ää Playground equipment and surfacing
improvements in 2008.
ää Raised walls were installed at the
rose garden in 2008, irrigation and
fountain pump in 2012 and refurbishing the fountain in 2015.

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the Jon and
Ruth Ann Wefald Pavilion, constructed
in 2008 (parking constructed in 2010),
and GTM Family Center, Larry Norvell
Band Shell and Arts in the Park Stage,
Rose Garden, Historic City Cabin,
Roundhouse, park shelters, splash park or
playground.

•

New ice rink wall was constructed in
2014.

•

The roundhouse restroom was rebuilt and
dance floor resurfaced in 2014.

•

The park offices are moving to City Hall
in 2015. The future use of the existing
offices are to be determined.

•

Arts and humanities had stage decking
modifications in 2006, tech shack renovations in 2007 and new stage lighting and
seating improvements planned for 2015

Other recent improvements include:

ää The Poyntz Shelter was reroofed in
2009.
ää The splash park, shelter, and
restrooms were added in 2009.
ää Flag plaza was added in 2011.
ää Pedestrian lighting was added in
2012.
ää Benches were added along 11th Street
and in the rose garden in 2013.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Trail conditions throughout the Park vary
and improvements need to be planned for
over time to correct pavement failures that
exist.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Colorado Park
Environmental and Athletic Facility
Improvements

!

!

!

Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

It’s possible a youth softball/baseball field, similar
to the size of Pluto Field at CiCo Park, could fit
within the open green space. However, due to
the proximity of the parking lot to the southeast
and the sidewalk along the park boundary, this
type of use may not be appropriate. Open lawn
with a backstop only could be considered. There
is enough open space to accommodate basketball
courts and or tennis courts. The addition of these
courts could negatively impact the drop-in use
for the open green space that the park currently
experiences.
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Pierre St

#
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S Juliette Ave

The size of Colorado Park restricts potential
athletic field usage. The 1.75 acres of greenspace
located northwest of the Manhattan Municipal
Court is not large enough for a full size football
field or soccer pitch. Smaller soccer pitches
to accommodate youth soccer practices may
!
be practical at this park, but may be
more
#
#
appropriate for drop-in uses. Because# of these
#
reasons, improvements to Colorado Park
for
#!
football and soccer fields are not recommended,
other than general maintenance over!time.

!

!
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S 9th St

Douglass Park
Due to the limited space at Douglass Park,
additional athletic fields are not recommended for
this park. The total amount of available green space
south of the basketball court and west of the parking
lot is approximately 0.86 acres. For reference, a
full size football field with necessary safety overrun
requires 1.7 acres of land. In addition, an overhead
power line runs east-west through
! ! of
##the
###center
!
#
#
Douglass Park, further restricting
## athletic field
!! usage.
##
#
###
A smaller soccer pitch to accommodate
youth soccer
practices may be practical at this park south of the
overhead power line, but may be more appropriate
!
for drop-in uses.

S 10th St

Environmental
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#
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# Basketball court improvements need to be accounted
!
!
# mid-term planning for Manhattan Parks.
# in the
for
## #
#
#
CDBG funds have been used for
! #!
This
scenario
! ! is listed below.
! past improvements
!
!
#
##
Athletic Facility Improvements
#

##

at the park and should be considered in the future.
A project to construct a new recreation center in
Douglass Park potentially using CDBG Section 108
Loans is currently being evaluated. The addition of a
recreation center at Douglass Park would reduce the
amount of flexible open space in the park.

Basketball Court

Amenities
• The scope of this plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the shelter,
playground, storage unit or workshop.
Playground synthetic turf was added in
2012.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Basketball Court
Remove and replace existing court with a
tennis court with striping for basketball. Move
two (2) existing goals and add two (2) additional goals. Lighting was installed in 2011.
Basketball Court Subtotals

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$130,000
$0

$130,000

$0
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Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Renovate existing gravel parking lot and drive to
new paved parking lot with new lighting
Further investigation of parking lot sub-grade
conditions is recommended to determine specific
requirements and costs.
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$40,000
$0

$40,000

$0

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails. Yuma
Street is identified for bike boulevard or bike
lane improvements in 2015.

Douglass Park

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
Totals
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Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$0

$170,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$0

Eisenhower Baseball Complex

Through conversations with users of the site,
the existing 60 parking stalls is not enough. It is
recommended that a traffic study be completed
during peak use of the site, along with on-site
observations and a master planning process
to more accurately determine an appropriate
parking stall quantity based on scheduling and
programmatic parameters. Additional analysis of
existing soil conditions and impacts to stormwater
requirements need to be further investigated if
additional parking is provided.

Environmental
The existing baseball diamonds on the City’s
property at the Eisenhower Baseball Complex
use up the land available for recreation fields.
The three fields are either in close proximity to
the City’s property lines or Marlatt Ditch to the
north.
Additional areas of parking are recommended due
to parking challenges during large events. The
approximate 60 parking stalls are not enough to
accommodate on-site parking. Nearby parking
is not available, or is used for other events at
the middle school during the same time events
are taking place on the baseball fields or the
track. There is no formula or standard that will
provide specific recommendations to the number
of parking stalls needed for
this facility. Depending on
how events are managed will
greatly impact the amount
of needed parking stalls. For
example, one could assume
that every player drives their
Eisenhower Middle School
own car to the park, which
would require approximately
12 stalls per team, plus
coaches, umpires and fans
for each field. This would
require between 50 and 60
parking stalls, assuming that
a track event is not taking
place, or that games with
new teams arriving would
not occur immediately
after other games are complete, or other events
are not being held at the adjacent Eisenhower
Middle School. Consecutive games/events are
often the main problem for traffic congestion.

Athletic Facility Improvements
The three baseball fields were constructed
shortly after the land was donated to the City in
1997. Options of quality enhancements to these
fields are proposed in the scenarios below. It is
recommended that new materials used for infield
aggregates, irrigation systems, lighting and other
Marlatt Ave
Marlatt Ditch
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components be consistent throughout the City of
Manhattan Parks in order to provide consistent
play and user expectations and maximize
efficiency of replacement and maintenance
requirements.
The size of Norvell Field is large enough
to fit a regulation size football field at a
Norvell Field

northwest-southeast orientation. If Norvell Field
were to have synthetic turf installed in place of the
existing, natural turf system, football and soccer
programs could utilize this field in the baseball
offseason. Football and soccer use for Norvell
Field is not recommended if it is to remain a
natural turf system.

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Backstop
•

Option 1

•

Concrete backstop wall with padding and
netting above
Option 2

$20,000

Chain link backstop
Infield (Diamond Pro and Shale installed in
2006 and 2007)

$60,000

Infield option to reduce maintenance:
Remove existing infield aggregate and turf,
replace (95’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield

$300,000

Outfield option to reduce maintenance:
Remove existing outfield turf, replace with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing
Lighting

$880,000
$20,000

Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.

$15,000
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Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Norvell Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Scoreboard
Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(New scoreboard installed in 2014)
Seating

•

$30,000

Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating
Press Box
Remove and replace Norvell Field’s press
box (air conditioning installed in 2006)

Norvell Field Subtotals

$30,000
$30,000

$35,000
$1,270,000

$120,000

$30,000
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Northeast Practice Baseball Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Infield
•

Option 1

•

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with new aggregate, natural
grass and drainage
Option 2

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

•

$150,000

$300,000

Option 1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system

$90,000

in existing outfield turf (installed in 2005)
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

$50,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf (additional stormwater investigations for this field are recommended
as flooding has occurred in the past from
Marlatt Ditch).
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$230,000

$670,000

$30,000

$32,000

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with
CMU block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press Box
Remove and replace press box
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$95,000
$15,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Northeast Practice Baseball Field (continued)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Lighting
Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Scoreboard

$15,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(New scoreboard installed in 2014)
Northeast Practice Baseball Field Subtotals
Southeast Practice Baseball Field

$10,000
$150,000$300,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$462,000$825,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$10,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Infield
•

Option1

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with new aggregate, natural
grass and drainage
Option 2
Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(95’ radius) with synthetic turf
Outfield
•

•

$150,000

$300,000

Option1
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system

$90,000

in existing outfield turf (installed in 2005)
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option 2

$50,000

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop

$230,000

$670,000

$30,000
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Southeast Practice Baseball Field

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

$32,000

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with
CMU block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press Box

$95,000

Remove and replace press box

$15,000

Lighting
Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Scoreboard

$15,000

Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(New scoreboard installed in 2014)
Southeast Practice Baseball Field Subtotals
Common Spaces and Facilities
Remove and replace restroom/concessions
building (new roof in 2009)
Remove and replace concrete plaza and sidewalk
connections around Norvell Field
Provide (2) new batting cages
Common Spaces and Facilities Subtotals

$10,000
$150,000$300,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$462,000$825,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$10,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$340,000

$120,000
$25,000
$25,000
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$120,000

$340,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Renovate existing gravel lot (60 stalls) and drive
to new paved parking lot with new lighting
(parking lot was expanded in 2010)
Add 60 paved parking stalls with access drive to
the northern portion of the site

$200,000

Further investigation of parking lot sub-grade
conditions is recommended to determine specific
requirements and costs. Typical for all parking
lots.

$200,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Eisenhower Baseball Complex

Totals
Eisenhower Middle School Track & Field
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the school
district’s track and field.
Amenities
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the playground
or shelter (installed in 2008) located south
of Norvell Field.

$200,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$1,795,000$2,095,000

$200,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$1,364,000$2,090,000

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$390,000

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Trail improvements need to be planned
for over time to provide additional trail
connections and to correct pavement
failures that will arise.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Fairmont Park
Environmental and Athletic Facility
Improvements
Fairmont Park lies in both the 100 year flood
plain and in the floodway. The two football
fields used by youth leagues and the Catholic
junior high school lie within the Riley County’s
property, both of which lie within the floodway.
The open space available on the property has been
previously planned as a large playground area. A
vacated softball field located in the center of the
park, within the County’s property and within the
mature savanna is rarely used. Because of these
reasons, improvements to the football fields or
providing additional athletic fields to Fairmont
Park by the City are not recommended.
The 2006 soccer complex master plan, which
called for construction of three outdoor and one
indoor soccer pitches, is still of some interest
within the community. Continued discussion
between the City, County, and private clubs are
encouraged for potential development of a soccer
complex on county property.

Efforts should be made to maintain the existing
disc golf course at Fairmont Park as this is heavily
used and popular in Manhattan.
Amenities
• The scope of this plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the dog park or
restrooms.
•

Recent improvements include:
ää Canoe launch constructed in 2006
ää 9-hole disc golf course constructed in
2009, then remodeled and expanded
to 18 holes in 2013.
ää Dog park constructed in 2012.
ää House aquisition and removal for
soccer field development in 2014.
ää Trail developments are ongoing.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Frank Anneberg Park
Legend
!
Park Utility
# Park Amenity
Street
Existing Trail
Park Fence & Wall

Environmental
The southern portion of Frank Anneberg Park
lies within either the 100 year flood plain or
the floodway. Significant improvements, such
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as synthetic turf are not recommended for the
athletic fields that are within these areas due to
the risk the flooding damage would have on the
synthetic turf systems.
Athletic Facility Improvements
The park has maximized its potential for the
quantity of athletic fields that are able to fit within
the park. A variety of improvements have been
made to Anneberg Park over the past ten years
that have been accounted for in the proposed
improvement scenarios. In addition, significant
improvements are proposed to the Twin Oaks
Complex and the Anneberg Soccer Complex that
will be constructed in 2015.

Twin Oaks - Fields 1, 2, 3, and 4
*Improvement cost per field
Infields

As does the 2015 proposed improvements, future
proposed improvements should also consider
quality enhancements to the playing surfaces
at Anneberg Park. The quality improvement
scenarios to the athletic facilities below will
improve performance and safety of field surfacing,
enhance user experiences, increase programming
opportunities and allow play to resume
more quickly after inclement weather. It is
recommended that new materials used for infield
aggregates, irrigation systems, lighting and other
components be consistent throughout the City of
Manhattan Parks in order to provide consistent
play and user expectations and maximize
efficiency of replacement and maintenance
requirements.

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

No new improvements are proposed for
these infields. Synthetic turf infields are to
be installed in 2015.
Outfields
•

Option1

•

Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing outfield turf
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Option2

Remove and replace outfield turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop

$80,000*
$50,000*
$210,000*

$650,000*

$30,000*
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Twin Oaks - Fields 1, 2, 3, and 4
*Improvement cost per field
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press Box

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$32,000*

$95,000*

Remove and replace press box (press boxes
were refurbished in 2013)
Lighting

$15,000*

No new improvements are proposed for
lighting. New lighting to be provided in
2015.
Scoreboard
Option to remove and replace scoreboard
(New LED scoreboards installed in 2008).
Seating
Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating
Restroom/Concessions Building

$15,000*

$15,000*
$15,000*

Remove and replace existing restroom/
concessions building
Concrete concourse
Remove and replace existing concrete
concourse
Provide (2) new batting cages
Twin Oaks - Fields 1, 2, 3, and 4 Subtotals

$750,000

$250,000
$20,000
$1,998,000$3,490,000
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$810,000

$60,000

Colley Complex - Twin Oaks Fields 5 and 6
*Improvement cost per field
Infields

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(75’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage (New Diamond Pro and shale
installed on softball infields in 2006)
Outfields
Install drainage in existing outfield
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing outfield turf
Remove and replace outfield turf with new
sod
Fence

$85,000*
$80,000*
$50,000*
$210,000*

Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop
Dugouts
•

Option 1

•

Remove and replace two (2) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Option 2

Remove and replace (2) dugouts with CMU
block wall and metal roof dugouts
Press Box
Remove and replace press box
Lighting
•

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$30,000*

$32,000*

$95,000*
$15,000*

Option 1
Renovate existing sports lighting system

•

Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Option 2
Remove and replace existing sports lighting
system

$10,000*

$110,000*
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Colley Complex - Twin Oaks Fields 5 and 6
*Improvement cost per field
Scoreboards

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Option to remove and replace scoreboards
(New LED scoreboard installed on Field 5
in 2008)
(New LED scoreboard installed on Field 6
in 2014)
Seating
Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator seating
Restroom/Concessions Building

$10,000*

$15,000*
$15,000*

Remove and replace existing restroom/
concessions building
Concrete concourse
Remove and replace existing concrete
concourse
Colley Complex - Twin Oaks Fields 5 and 6
Subtotals

$750,000

$130,000
$804,000$930,000
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$990,000$1,190,000

$190,000

Anneberg Soccer Complex - Soccer Fields 2, 3,
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
and 4
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
*Improvement cost per field
(Soccer Field 1 will be reconstructed to synthetic turf in 2015. Soccer Field #1 was re-graded and sodded in
2007. Soccer Field #2 was re-graded and sodded in 2008)
Natural turf soccer fields
•

Option 1

•

Install drainage in existing natural turf
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing natural turf
Remove and replace natural turf with new
sod
Option 2

Remove and replace natural turf with
synthetic turf
Lighting

$75,000*
$55,000*
$250,000*

$770,000*

Install sports lighting system (Soccer Fields
1 and 2 will have lighting installed in 2015)
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Restroom/Concessions Building

$110,000*

Remove and replace existing restroom/
concessions building
Seating
Remove and replace existing spectator
seating
Provide shade structure for spectator
seating
Anneberg Soccer Complex - Soccer Fields 2,
3, and 4 Subtotals

$750,000

$75,000
$75,000
$1,360,000$2,530,000

$750,000

$150,000
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Soccer Pitches north and south of Colley
Complex - Soccer Fields 5, 6, 7, and 8
*Improvement cost per field
Natural turf soccer fields
Install drainage in existing natural turf
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing natural turf (Fields south of Colley
Complex do not have irrigation)
Remove and replace natural turf with new
sod
Lighting

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$75,000*

$50,000*
$250,000*

Install sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Soccer Pitches north and south of Colley
Complex - Soccer Fields 5, 6, 7, and 8
Subtotals

Amenities
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the playgrounds, shelters or Jerry Dishman
Lake. Consideration should be given for
removal and replacement of the playground amenity inside Twin Oaks in the
short-term.
•

The lake shelter roofs were installed in
2010.

•

The new dock was installed in 2011.

•

The maintenance shop had a new roof
installed in 2010.

•

A new maintenance yard shed was
installed in 2007.

$110,000*

$1,940,000

$0

$0

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Trail conditions throughout the Park vary
and improvements need to be planned for
over time to correct pavement failures that
exist.
•

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.

Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A signage and wayfinding master plan
should be completed for Manhattan City
Parks and then applied to each individual
park to improve brand consistency and
wayfinding within parks, trails and
throughout the community.
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Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Central parking lot east
Remove and replace existing paved lot to
new paved parking lot with new lighting
(Lot paved in 2007)
Central parking lot west		

$470,000

Renovate existing gravel to new paved
parking lot with new lighting
Add parking

$710,000

Add +/- 60 paved parking stalls at
location(s) to be determined by future
master planning effort. Specific quanitity
of parking stalls to be verified via traffic
study completed during peak use.
Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.
Typical for all parking lots.
Two sections of asphalt road were replaced with
concrete in 2011 and 2014.
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Frank Anneberg Park

Totals

$120,000

$120,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$6,102,000$8,890,000

$710,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$3,380,000$3,580,000

$470,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$870,000
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Girl Scout Park

Anderson - Sunset
Anderson - Sunset East
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Environmental and Athletic
Facility Improvements
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approximately 3.4 acres of
open space organized in an ‘L’
shape to the north and west
Jorgensen Park
of the parking lot that could
Grandview Dr
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Girl Scout Park
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at Girl Scout Park include
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topography and potential
!
!
!
Sunset!Cemetery
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subsurface conditions, such
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as shallow bedrock. The
! !
Scale: 1” = 400’
!
topography begins to fall towards the west as it
Legend
!
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!
#
!
Park
Utility !
Park Boundary (City Own)
gets closer to the drainage area that flows beneath
!
!
!
# Park Amenity
Park Boundary (County Own)
!
Grandview drive. Shallow bedrock could be
Street
City Boundary
Existing Trail
School Boundary
problematic and require substantial earthwork fill
Park Fence & Wall
Creek/Drainage
to be imported to the site and could create issues
with irrigation and drainage installation. Further
geotechnical investigations are recommended
Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
for Girl Scout Park. The cost scenario below
• The scope of this Plan does not include
represents approximate costs to construct a full
improvement scenarios for trails.
size natural turf football field and soccer pitch and
requires further investigation of the site take place
to understand potential earthwork costs.
Overall facility presence and brand recognition
• A signage and wayfinding master plan
If a multi-purpose field were to be constructed at
should be completed for Manhattan City
Girl Scout Park, restrooms are recommended to
Parks and then applied to each individual
be added.
park to improve brand consistency and
wayfinding within parks, trails and
throughout the community.

220 | Parks and Recreation Strategic Facility Improvement Plan

Multi-Purpose Football Field/Soccer Pitch

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Multi-purpose football field/soccer pitch
Install natural turf field with drainage and
irrigation
Earthwork

$500,000

Earthwork needed to create a level playing
surface
Further investigation of sub-grade conditions is recommended to determine specific
requirements and costs.
Lighting

Cost to be
determined

New sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.
Multi-Purpose Football Field/Soccer Pitch
Subtotals

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

$110,000
$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$610,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Renovate existing gravel parking lot and
drive to new paved parking lot with new
lighting
Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Girl Scout Park

Totals

$75,000
$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$75,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0

$685,000

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$0
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The existing layout for the multi-purpose athletic
fields at Griffith Park is an ideal option for
the amount of land available. Another layout
option could be to place one softball diamond
at the northeast corner of the park and one
at the northwest corner of the park, orienting
the outfields toward the middle of the park.
This would allow for continuous open space
throughout the center of Griffith Park. Quality
improvements to the surfacing could be made as
listed in the improvement scenarios below. The
current layout of the west softball infield allows
for one full size football field or soccer pitch in
an east-west orientation. Multiple youth fields
configurations can be utilized in this space.
A concrete pedestrian plaza behind the softball
fencing is recommended along with paved access
from the parking lot to the seating area to allow
for ADA access.
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Griffith Park maximizes its site
for maximum amount of athletic
field and parking use. It is
recommended the aggregate parking
lots are renovated to be paved and
lit to enhance safety and maximize parking
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soil conditions and impacts to stormwater
requirements need to be further investigated if
paved parking is provided.
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Multi-Use Fields
Two (2) Infields
• Option 1
Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with new aggregate and
drainage
• Option 2
Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with synthetic turf
Two (2) Outfields
• Option 1
Install drainage in existing natural turf
Remove and replace irrigation system in
existing natural turf, last renovated in 1995
Remove and replace natural turf with new
sod
Option2
Remove and replace natural turf with
synthetic turf
Fence
Remove and replace chain link fencing and
chain link backstop
Dugouts (renovated in 1995)
Remove and replace four (4) dugouts with
chain link and fabric canopy dugouts
Press Boxes
Remove and replace press boxes (2)

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$130,000

$230,000

$160,000
$120,000
$530,000

•

$1,600,000

$15,000

$64,000
$30,000

Lighting (installed in 2007)
Renovate existing sports lighting system
Further investigation completed by a sports
lighting manufacturer is recommended for
specific requirements and costs.

$25,000

Scoreboards (installed in 2011)
Option to remove and replace scoreboards (2)
Multi-Use Fields Subtotals

$20,000
$995,000$1,845,000

$94,000

$45,000
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Amenities

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Restrooms
Remove and replace restroom building
Amenities Subtotals
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$340,000
$340,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Renovate existing gravel parking lot and
drive to new paved parking lot with new
lighting
Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Pedestrian Access, Trail Circulation, and Safety

$230,000
$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Provide concrete plaza and access to
bleachers from parking lot

Subtotals

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$90,000

Pedestrian Access, Trail Circulation, and
Safety Subtotals
Griffith Park

$230,000

$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$995,000$1,845,000
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$0

$90,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$750,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$45,000

Long’s Park

Amenities
• The scope of this plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the shelter,
playground or restrooms.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Long’s Park is a small passive park that includes a
shelter, playground, restrooms and many mature
trees. The passive play environment for the park
should be maintained. Athletic field uses are not
recommended for Long’s Park.
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Northeast Park
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The large amount of open
space at Northeast Park is
ideal for drop-in use for
non-actively programmed
spaces. It is important to
continue to promote this park
as a passive park due to the
original planning efforts and
comments received from local
neighborhood residents.
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A master plan with athletic field considerations is
recommended for Northeast Park.
Sports field lighting is not proposed for Northeast
Park due to its role as a passive park. A restroom
building near the parking lot and shelters is
recommended, along with parking lot lighting to
increase safety.
Multi-purpose Fields

Recent improvements include a new bridge
connection to linear trail constructed in 2005, east
shelter construction in 2006, and a trail bench
intalled in 2014.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Two Infields
Remove existing infield aggregate, replace
(60’ radius) with new aggregate and drainage
Two outfields
Install drainage in existing natural turf
Install irrigation system in existing natural turf
Fence backstops

$130,000
$120,000
$80,000

Remove and replace chain link backstops at
softball
Natural turf fields north of parking lot (cost
for two full size soccer pitches)
Install drainage in existing natural turf
Install irrigation system in existing natural turf
Natural turf fields south of parking lot (cost
for two full size soccer pitches)

$16,000

$150,000
$100,000

Install drainage in existing natural turf
Install irrigation system in existing natural turf
Multi-purpose Fields Subtotals

$150,000
$100,000
$580,000

$250,000

$16,000
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Amenities

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Restrooms
Provide new restroom building
Amenities Subtotals
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

$250,000
$250,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$0
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Renovate existing asphalt parking lot and drive
with new paved parking lot with lighting
Further investigation of parking lot sub-grade
conditions is recommended to determine specific
requirements and costs.

$200,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Northeast Park

Totals

$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$830,000
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$0
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$250,000

$200,000
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$216,000

Northview Park
and

Athletic

Facility

Due to the limited space, the vacation of the
existing softball field and its components and the
desire for less maintenance, it is recommended
that the existing softball field and its components
be removed from Northview Park. The removal
of these items will create opportunities for other
potential elements, other than athletic fields
that would be more appropriate for the park.
Additional parking for Northview Pool or future
additions to Northview Pool could be considered.
The large open green space east of Northview
Elementary is more likely to be used for outdoor
athletic activities compared to the smaller open
space available at Northview Park.
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Amenities
• Future consideration could be given
for new/additional water features at
Northview Pool to diversify and renew
interest and patronage.
•

The scope of this plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the shelter or
playground.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Optimist Park
Environmental and Athletic Facility
Improvements
Optimist Park has experienced
significant flooding in the past which
can create considerable damage to
W
softball and baseball infield aggregates ildcat Creek
and natural turf or synthetic turf
systems. In addition, the park is not
owned by the City. Because of these
reasons, improvements by the City
are not recommended for Optimist
Park.
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Sojourner Truth Park
Amenities
• The scope of this plan does not include
improvement scenarios for the shelter,
playground or Butterfly Garden.

Environmental
Due to the limited space at Sojourner Truth Park,
additional athletic fields are not recommended
for this park. The north-south width of the park
is approximately 140 feet. In addition, mature
trees exist throughout the park limiting the space
available for athletic fields.

Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• Additional trail connections to the park
connection to residential neighborhoods
should be considered.

Athletic Facility Improvements

•

Basketball court improvements need to be
accounted for in the mid-term planning for
Manhattan Parks. This scenario is listed below.

The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
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Basketball Court

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Basketball Court
Remove and replace existing court, provide
lighting

$40,000

$0

Basketball Court Subtotals
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$40,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Renovate existing gravel parking lot and
drive to new paved parking lot with new
lighting
Further investigation of parking lot
sub-grade conditions is recommended to
determine specific requirements and costs.

$30,000

Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Sojourner Truth Park

Totals

$0
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$30,000
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
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$70,000

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$0
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Athletic Facility Improvements
The athletic uses of the disc golf course and
cross country events work well within the park.
Opportunities are available to enhance these uses,
such as expanding the 9-hole disc golf course to
18 holes. Providing restrooms at various locations
throughout the park will enable Warner Park to
be more appropriately used for large events, such
Disc Golf
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size, topography
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and vegetation
are optimal for
#
its current use as
#
a natural park.
#
Vehicular and
#
#
#
pedestrian access
##
#
to and from
#
#
the park should
be enhanced
to maximize
access and
accommodate
large events.
An updated master plan for Warner Park is
recommended to investigate passive recreation
opportunities, such as an expanded disc golf
course, adventure course or zip lines. It is
recommended Warner Park remain a natural area
as indicated in its existing master plan.
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as cross country meets or weddings. Placing
restrooms adjacent to parking lots or shelters
would be ideal.
The design, costs and installation methods
associated with converting the existing 9-hole
disc golf course into an 18-hole course should be
coordinated with the local disc golfers.
A master plan is recommended for disc golf
improvements.
Pedestrian access, trail circulation, and safety
• The scope of this Plan does not include
improvement scenarios for trails.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Disc-Golf
Add 9-holes to Warner Park for 18 total
(original 9 holes constructed in 2010)
Disc-Golf Subtotals

$15,000
$15,000

$0

$0
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Amenities

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Restrooms
Provide new restroom buildings
Amenities Subtotals
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Add 60 off-street paved and lit parking stalls
(near the entry) and provide space for overflow
parking on turf grass near the southwest lot.
Renovate existing northeast gravel parking lot
to new paved parking lot with lighting
Renovate existing southwest gravel parking lot
to new paved parking lot with lighting
Further investigation of parking lot sub-grade
conditions is recommended to determine specific
requirements and costs. Typical for all parking
lots.
Vehicular Access, Circulation, and Parking
Subtotals
Warner Park
Totals

$250,000
$250,000
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$0
Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0
Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$150,000
$75,000

$75,000
$300,000

$0

$0

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$465,000
$0
$0
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Possible Park on K-18
Environmental and Athletic Facility
Improvements
Currently owned by the Kansas Department of
Transportation, the City could potentially acquire
this land for future parkland. The majority of
the site is located in the 100 year flood plain.
As discussed in the assessment chapter, this site
needs to be further investigated and master

planned to determine the most appropriate uses
for the site. The site could potentially be used as
a natural area. The site could also have enough
space to add athletic fields if future trends change
compared to what is anticipated at this time.

Park site is approximately 90 acres

Hightway 18
Hightway 408
Union Pacific
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City (Peace Memorial)
Overview
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City Hall Grounds
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S 12th St

The City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium appears
to be structurally sound, visually in good
#
#
condition and well maintained. A Theatre #
# #
Assessment Report of the facility was completed
#
by D.L Adams Associates on March 20, 2014. !
This Theatre Assessment Report provides a
detailed assessment of stage, lighting, drapery,
audio, video and seating components of the
facility.

#

!!
!

East High Schoo

Houston St

A detailed list of recommended mechanical,
electrical, plumbing and architectural
improvements to City (Peace Memorial)
Auditorium and associated cost estimates has been
developed in a Improvements Recommendation
Report completed by Bruce McMillan Architects.
Thus, no additional improvement scenarios for
City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium have been
included as part of this Plan.
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East H

Community House
Overview

Building Code
The restrooms need a complete renovation and
there is a need to add additional fixtures to meet
current code requirements. The existing kitchen
uses all residential grade appliances and should be
updated to commercial standards. Replacement
of the majority of the door hardware is required to
meet current accessibility requirements.
There is a mezzanine space of approximately
2,100 SF that is not ADA accessible and in order
to make it accessible would require the addition
of another vertical lift. For the purposes of these
improvement scenarios the existing childcare
program will not be considered as one of the
continued program functions that would remain
at this facility due to costs and/or effects on
Building Code
Replace existing vertical lift
New vertical lift for mezzanine
New ADA compliant restrooms
Replace door hardware throughout
Install commercial kitchen hood
Building Code Subtotals

Humboldt St
Community House
Parking Lot
S 3rd St

N 4th St

The recommended improvements for Community
House in order for it to continue under its
existing range of uses but be comparable to newer
modern facility are significant. Every part of this
building is in need of updating or replacement –
especially mechanical and electrical systems. The
building has had periodic updates over the course
of its life span but these improvements have been
on an as needed basis rather than a wholesale
building renovation.

Poyntz Ave
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other program uses associated with making that
program space fully ADA accessible. If continued
preschool program use at this facility is critical to
the community, replacement of the existing ADA
lift is critical as it constantly requires maintenance
and repairs. However, a much more conducive
approach for the preschool program to continue
operating in the current space would be significant
investment in an elevator system not included as
part of these improvement scenarios.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$12,000
$22,000
$72,000
$8,000
$10,000
$124,000
$0
$0
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Structural
The building is structurally sound and in average
condition. No structural repairs or replacement
Structural

are needed other than standard maintenance and
tuck pointing of existing masonry.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Tuck point existing masonry
Structural Subtotals
Mechanical
Both heating and cooling systems in general are
at a stage in their useful lives that replacement
should be considered. A more permanent type air
Mechanical
Complete replacement of mechanical systems
with addition of central cooling and new
building controls
Mechanical Subtotals
Electrical
Electrical system is adequate for building for the
time being. When HVAC upgrades are completed,
Electrical
Upgrade building electrical system to 400 A for
addition of new air conditioning
Electrical Subtotals
Lighting
Exterior lighting is in need of replacement.
Lighting
Upgrade exterior fixtures
Upgrade interior fixtures from T12
Lighting Subtotals

Mid-Term
Long-Term
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$18,000
$0
$18,000
$0

conditioning system would be the replacement.
Newer equipment and controls would provide
more flexibility in maintaining spaces and greater
energy efficiency. Current boiler has reliability
issues.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

$185,000
$185,000

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$0

$0

it is anticipated the building’s main service size
would need to be upgraded at that time.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$50,000
$50,000

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$0

$0

All interior fixtures should be planned for
replacement in the mid-term.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$2,000
$92,500
$2,000
$92,500
$0
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Plumbing
Restrooms are mainly original and have been semi
upgraded to meet ADA standards. Quantity of
fixtures is very low for building.
Plumbing
Rework of existing restrooms with new fixtures
to meet ADA standards
Plumbing Subtotals

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$20,000
$20,000

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$0

$0

Finishes
All interior surfaces and finishes are in need of
repair or replacement.
Finishes
Repair plaster walls/paint interior
Replace ceiling grid/tile in all areas except
gymnasium
Replace ceiling grid/tile in Gym
Repair wood trim and plaster walls
Replace flooring in all areas except gymnasium
Replace gymnasium sport flooring
New windows throughout
Replace attic insulation
Replace stair treads and risers
Kitchen casework & countertops
Finishes Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
$50,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$15,000
$18,500
$50,000
$15,000
$60,000
$120,000
$18,000
$7,000
$15,000
$308,500

$60,000

$0
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Equipment and Furnishings
The existing kitchen equipment is all residential
in nature and does not meet commercial
food preparation requirements. The existing
assortment of tables and chairs are showing
their age but still have some useful service
Equipment and Furnishings
All new commercial kitchen appliances
All new tables and chairs
Equipment and Furnishings Subtotals

Community House
Totals

life remaining. For the purposes of these
improvement scenarios replacement of items such
as a new pool table, foosball table, and pottery
wheels were not considered.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$40,000
$20,000
$40,000
$20,000
$0

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$729,500
$190,500
$0
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S 9th St

Douglass Center
Overall the Douglass Center is in fairly good
condition with the exception of the electrical
system and accessible restrooms. There was a
localized fire in one area a number of years ago
but it appears not to have adversely affected the
overall structural integrity of the building and
the only visible remains of the fire are in the attic
space above the stage.
### ! !
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The only current program function that is not
ADA accessible is the fitness studio but this can
!
be overcome by the addition of a small vertical
lift or by offering the class on###an as needed basis ## # current occupant
!
load requirements are necessary.
#
!
#
#
## #
in an accessible location within the building.
# hardware is required to fully meet the
#New door
#! !
! and
! !
! meet ADA
!
Renovation of the restrooms to
current
requirements for ADA accessibility.
Building Code
Renovate ADA compliant restrooms
Replace non-compliant door hardware
New landing at exterior door of fitness studio
Building Code Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$48,000
$3,600
$5,000
$56,600
$0
$0

Structural

Mechanical

Building is structurally sound in average condition
with no repairs or replacement needed other than
routine maintenance.

Gymnasium is in process of having air
conditioning installed. Units are new. Rest
of space served from relatively new ground
mounted rooftop units. Long term need would be
replacement of this equipment.

Mechanical
Replacement of HVAC equipment
Mechanical Subtotals

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$50,000
$0
$50,000
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Electrical
Electrical service panels need replaced. Multiple
services come into the building and could
Electrical
Main service clean up and panel replacement
Electrical Subtotals

be simplified during panel upgrade. These
modifications are needed in the short term.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$50,000
$50,000
$0
$0

Lighting
Gymnasium lighting has been upgraded to T5
fixtures. Rest of building has T12 fixtures that are
in need of replacement.
Lighting
Replace T12 fixtures
Lighting Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$10,000
$10,000
$0
$0

Plumbing
Restrooms are mainly original with minor
semi ADA modifications made at some point.
Quantity of fixtures is low for building use.
Plumbing
Renovate plumbing for ADA compliant
restrooms
Plumbing Subtotals

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)
$30,000
$30,000
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Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$0

Finishes
While most of this building’s interior surfaces and
finishes are in good condition there are a few areas
that could be updated to meet modern standards.
Finishes
Replace lobby flooring
Construct lobby soffits replace ceiling
Repaint exterior
Remodel offices
Repaint interior lobby
Replace roof
Finishes Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$8,500
$12,000
$30,000
$10,000
$3,000
$20,000
$50,500
$13,000
$20,000

Equipment and Furnishings
Since most of the furnishings and equipment in
this building has been attained through donations
it should be planned to be replaced at some point
in the future with a coordinated furnishings
Equipment and Furnishings
Replace upholstered furniture
Replace tables/chairs
New office furniture
Equipment and Furnishings Subtotals
Douglass Center
Totals

package. Additional gymnasium and/or fitness
equipment may need to be considered as uses and
needs of this facility change over time.
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
Long-Term
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$7,500
$10,000
$10,000
$0
$27,500
$0

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$197,100
$40,500
$70,000
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S 9th St

For its age the Douglass Annex is in good condition
from a structural standpoint and certain components
of the building have been well maintained. However
multiple deferred maintenance items need to be
addressed in the short-term such as new plumbing
systems, commercial kitchen equipment, exterior
paint and siding repair.
Building Code
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Overview
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Most current program functions
#
### are ADA#

accessible. The only ADA accessibility issue that
needs to be addressed are compliant restrooms and
the number of fixtures that would be required
for
!
Legend
the occupant load of this building. Renovation of # #! Park Utility
Park Amenity
!
#
## current occupant##
the restrooms to meet ADA and
#
!
#
## ## Street
# Trail
load requirements are necessary. In order for# the
# Existing
! !
! ! & Wall
!
!
! Park Fence
kitchen to function as intended a new commercial
hood and makeup air system will be required.
Replacement of the majority of the door
hardware is required to meet current accessibility
requirements.
Building Code
Renovate ADA compliant restrooms
New commercial kitchen hood
Replace door hardware throughout
Building Code Subtotals
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Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$48,000
$15,000
$5,000
$68,000
$0
$0

Structural

Mechanical

Building is structurally sound in above average
condition with no need for repair or replacement
other than routine maintenance.

Systems are relatively new and have been
maintained. In the long term, systems will have to
be replaced.

Mechanical

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Replacement of HVAC equipment
Mechanical Subtotals
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Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$0

$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$70,000
$70,000

Electrical
Electrical system is adequate for building for the
time being. In long-term panels will need to be
replaced.
Electrical
Upgrade panels
Electrical Subtotals

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)
$0

Long-Term
(>15 Years)
$20,000
$0
$20,000

Lighting
Exterior parking lot lighting needs to be
supplemented for safety/security. Interior
lighting uses T12 lamps and will need mid-term
replacement.
Lighting
Upgrade exterior lighting
Upgrade interior fixtures to replace T12 fixtures
Lighting Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$10,000
$32,500
$10,000
$32,500
$0

Plumbing
Restrooms have been upgraded but only one of
the women’s stalls meets current ADA standards.
Main water service is corroded and needs replaced.
Plumbing
Replace main water line
Renovate plumbing for ADA compliant
restrooms
Plumbing Subtotals

Short-Term
Mid-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
$10,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$20,000
$30,000

$0

$0
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Finishes
While most of this building’s interior surfaces and
finishes are in good condition there are a few areas
that could be updated to meet modern standards.
Finishes
Repaint exterior
Replace suspended ceilings
Paint interior
Replace baseboards
Remove non-functional radiant system and
patch finishes
Replace carpet
Replace aluminum storefront entries
Replace roof
Finishes Subtotals

The exterior of the building is primarily stone
however there are some surfaces that are painted
and in need of repair.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
$7,000
$25,000
$15,000
$4,500

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$7,500
$8,000
$15,000
$59,000

$23,000

$20,000
$20,000

Equipment and Furnishings
Since most of the furnishings and equipment
in this building have been attained through
donations, these components should be planned
for replacement in the future with a coordinated
Equipment and Furnishings
New tables and chairs throughout
New commercial kitchen equipment
Equipment and Furnishings Subtotals

Douglass Annex
Totals

furnishings package. For the purposes of this
overview replacement of the fitness equipment is
not considered.
Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$12,000
$40,000
$52,000
$0
$0

Short-Term
Mid-Term
Long-Term
(0-5 Years)
(5-15 Years)
(>15 Years)
$219,000
$55,500
$110,000
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Implementation

Chapter 8

Implementation
Introduction
The Manhattan Parks and Recreation Strategic
Facility Improvement Plan was developed
utilizing a combination of physical infrastructure
assessment and community-based unmet needs
identification and prioritization tools focusing on
the following:
Demographic Summary &
Market Review

A review of basic demographic
characteristics of the primary
and secondary service areas for
the City of Manhattan with
cross-referenced recreation and
leisure participation standards
as produced by the National Sporting Goods
Association and the National Endowment of
the Arts. This data provided a foundational
understanding of current recreation trends and
potential recreational opportunities and/or
unmet needs within the Manhattan community.

Chapter 2

The parks and facilities
included as part of the
assessment for the Plan were
evaluated to establish a baseline
understanding of existing
conditions, identify potential
opportunities and challenges
for future improvements, and develop an order of
magnitude for future improvement considerations
based on past improvements and future life
expectancy of the infrastructure.
Chapter 4

Parks &
Facilities
Assessment

Demographic
Summary
& Market
Review

Level of Service Analysis

The level of service analysis
was completed to determine
how well the existing City
of Manhattan Park and
Recreation system is meeting
the needs of citizens. This
analysis included a description
of parks and recreation facilities trends and
comparisons of parks and facilities available
to Manhattan residents against National
Recreation and Parks Association standards.
This comparative data provided macro-level
benchmarking for the City of Manhattan Park
and Recreation system and identified potential
areas of park and/or facility surplus or deficiency.
Chapter 3

Parks & Facilities Assessment

Level of
Service
Analysis

Public Engagement

The public engagement process
engaged individuals who
frequently utilize Manhattan
parks and recreation facilities
as well as those who do not.
While the main focus of the
Plan was to identify athletic
facility deficiencies and unmet needs, more diverse
user group insight was sought to better understand
community-wide unmet needs. This diverse range
of citizen engagement was a critical component
of the Plan to ensure recommendations and
outcomes align with priorities supported by the
Manhattan community. The public engagement
approaches included 187 different entities being
invited to participate in focus group sessions,
public meetings, City Commission Meetings,
Parks and Recreation Advisory Board (PRAB)
Meetings, steering committee meetings, city staff
interviews and a statistically valid community
survey developed and administered specifically for
the Plan.
Public
Engagement

Chapter 5
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Community Survey

The statistically valid survey
developed and administered for
the Plan was administered by
mail. The target was to receive
600 responses; the final survey
data and analysis exceeded that
target and included a total of
847 households completing the survey with a 95%
level of confidence and precision rate of at ±3.3%.
The findings of this survey greatly informed the
improvement scenarios and implementation
priorities developed for this Plan and will provide
the City of Manhattan with a valuable decisionmaking tool in prioritizing future parks and
recreation improvements not part of this Plan as
well.
Community
Survey

Chapter 6

Improvement Scenarios

The improvement scenarios
developed for the Plan
Improvement
Scenarios
provide a listing of physical
improvements to be considered
for existing parks and facilities
based on needs identified
through evaluation of the
demographic summary and market review, level of
service analysis, parks and facilities assessment and
discussions with City staff, steering committee,
focus groups, citizens and elected officials
throughout the Plan process. These improvement
scenarios were developed based on similar
continued use of the parks and facilities and seek
to increase use capacity, improve field safety and
playability, and enhance the user’s experience.
Chapter 7

Community Priorities
The priorities for future improvements to
Manhattan parks and recreation facilities have
been expressed by citizens through this Plan
effort. While the focus of this Plan was to define
improvements to enhance existing recreation and
athletic facilities and determine the conceptual
make up of potential new indoor and/or
outdoor facilities supported by the community,
participants were afforded the opportunity to
provide input and perspectives related to a widerange of elements regarding the Manhattan Parks
and Recreation system. As such, the four highest
priorities for improvements and/or development
of parks and facilities by the City of Manhattan
appropriately acknowledge the priorities voiced by
the community.
The prioritized recommendations that follow
are intended to be a guideline for future decision
making and may need to be updated, altered,
or otherwise modified to adapt to evolving
circumstances and unmet needs within the
community. Each priority has a series of
considerations that will need to be evaluated in
greater detail prior to implementation – these
considerations are noted within the description of
each priority.

The information and data gathered through this
multifaceted Plan process was carefully reviewed
by the steering committee, PRAB, and City
Commission to prioritize improvements to be
made to the Manhattan Parks and Recreation
system.
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Priority 1: Creation of indoor space
geographically located to meet
unmet needs in the community.
Overview
Information gathered through this study
identified improvements to existing indoor
facilities and creation of new indoor recreation
facilities to address unmet needs in Manhattan as
a high priority for the community.
Of the households responding to the survey,
several factors were identified that impact their
access to indoor facilities including:
• 73% indicated lack of access to Fort Riley
indoor facilities
• 52% indicated lack of access to Kansas State
University indoor facilities
• 35% indicated not having enough access to
USD 383 school gyms for practices and/or
games
• 35% indicated the Manhattan community
lacks indoor facility spaces important to
their household
More specifically, based on the percentage of
responding households several high unmet needs
exist in the community for indoor activity spaces
and facilities, including but not limited to the
following:
• 62% indicated they have a need for indoor
walking and jogging track program spaces
• 50% indicated they have a need for indoor
strength and/or cardiovascular equipment
• 47% indicated they have a need for indoor
swimming facilities
• 36% indicated they have a need for indoor
aerobics, fitness, and/or dance class program
spaces

Existing indoor facilities, including Community
House, City (Peace Memorial) Auditorium,
Douglass Center, and Douglass Annex do provide
important programming to the community,
but lack adequate spaces and capacity to fulfill
the unmet needs for indoor recreation spaces
in Manhattan. While addressing needed
improvements to these existing indoor facilities
in order to safely and efficiently maintain
their current uses should be a high priority for
the community, development of new indoor
recreation spaces to adequately address unmet
facility needs should also be a high priority for the
community.
The most cost-effective approach for the City to
continue delivering the program services currently
offered at the Community House, Douglass
Center, and Douglass Annex is to budget for and
complete the following facility improvements (see
Chapter 7 for detailed descriptions) in the shortterm (0-5 years) to maintain safe, code compliant
facilities:
Community House
Building code, mechanical, electrical,
lighting, plumbing, finishes, and equipment
improvements…….$729,500
Douglass Center
Building code, electrical, lighting, plumbing, and
finishes improvements…….$224,600
Douglass Annex
Building code, lighting, plumbing, finishes, and
equipment improvements…….$219,000
Total Short-Term (0-5 years) Existing Indoor
Facilities Improvements…….$1,173,100
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Ongoing maintenance and additional
improvements to these facilities will be required
over the mid-term (5-15 years) and long-term
(>15 years) in order to continue utilizing the
indoor spaces for community programs. Chapter
7 provides a summary of anticipated mid and
long-term improvements and associated costs for
each facility.
Strategies to Address Unmet Needs for Indoor
Facilities
The City of Manhattan has evaluated alternatives
to meet unmet indoor facilities needs in the
community in the past. This Plan differs in that
it provides citizens and leaders with a series of
community-voiced priorities and strategies for
future development of indoor facilities by the
City of Manhattan. These priorities and strategies
have been identified by the community and are
supported by the majority of citizens based on the
statistically valid survey results.
The highest unmet needs for indoor facility spaces
in the Manhattan community identified through
this Plan process are as follows:
• Large volume multipurpose gymnasium
spaces for:
– Sports practices & training
– Basketball & volleyball practices &
games
– Off-season training for outdoor sports
• Walking-running track
• Cardio and strength training
• Multipurpose rooms, including kitchen
facilities, for:
– Group exercise classes

– Community meals
– Meetings
• Aquatics for (see also Priority 4: Indoor
Aquatics):
– Water therapy
– Swimming lessons
– Leisure swimming
– Competitive swimming (future need,
specifically if/when K-State Natatorium
is closed)
Communities similar in size to Manhattan
typically meet indoor facilities needs of their
citizens through one of two primary delivery
models. The first delivery model is to develop and
operate one large indoor community recreation
center. The second delivery model is to develop
and operate multiple indoor neighborhood
recreation centers. Each delivery model has
social, cultural, and economic advantages and
disadvantages.
One Large Indoor Community Recreation Center
The first delivery model of developing and
operating one large indoor recreation center by
the City of Manhattan would likely present the
following advantages and disadvantages for the
community:
Advantages
• More activity diversity and offerings
• Larger volume spaces provide greater use
flexibility
• Higher capital investment and greater
economies of scale
• More operational efficiencies, resulting in
lower costs
• Higher potential for destination events,
spill-over dollars
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Disadvantages
• Less geographically accessible to citizens
• Less direct connection to neighborhoods
• Decreased ability to reach underserved
population
• Larger site/property required for
development
Multiple Indoor Neighborhood Recreation Centers
The second delivery model of developing
and operating multiple indoor neighborhood
recreation centers by the City of Manhattan
would likely present the following advantages and
disadvantages for the community:
Advantages
• More geographically accessible for citizens
• More direct connection to neighborhoods
• Increased ability to reach underserved
population
• Smaller site/properties required for
development
Disadvantages
• Less activity diversity and offerings at each
location
• Smaller volume spaces provide less use
flexibility
• Lower capital investment and less economies
of scale
• Less operational efficiencies, resulting in
higher costs
• Lower potential for destination events, spillover dollars

The most appropriate delivery model to address
the highest unmet needs for indoor facility spaces
in the Manhattan community was discussed with
citizens, focus groups, community leaders and
evaluated through the statistically valid survey
through this Plan process. The survey results
indicated an overwhelming 87% support for the
City of Manhattan to develop and operate indoor
recreation facilities to address the unmet needs in
the community. Of that 87%, the community
indicated statistically equivalent support for the
delivery model of one large community recreation
center (26%) versus multiple neighborhood
recreation centers (25%) and the remaining 36%
of supporting households equally support both
delivery models.
Community support for indoor recreation center
facilities
The consensus of citizens and community
leaders reached through discussions facilitated in
focus group meetings and public forums is that
the multiple neighborhood recreation centers
is likely the most appropriate service delivery
model for the Manhattan community. The City
of Manhattan will need to carefully evaluate
specific neighborhood demographics and unmet
needs for indoor facilities to enable community
leaders to appropriately develop building
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programs and select site locations to most
effectively meet these unmet needs. While some
programmatic components will be consistent
from one neighborhood recreation center to
another, elements will likely vary based on specific
neighborhood needs.
A critical consideration in developing these
neighborhood recreation centers will be to
establish a comprehensive understanding of
facilities and programs being offered to the
community by other providers. Several private
service providers currently exist in the Manhattan
community and plans for an additional significant
provider to enter the market in the near future are
anticipated. Private for-profit entities providing
indoor recreation facilities are developed to
target to serve a specific demographic within a
community.
It is important for the City of Manhattan to focus
on offering citizens facility and service offerings
that address the unmet needs in the community
and to not duplicate or compete with facilities or
programs being offered by other public or private
entities. This strategy for the City of Manhattan
to focus on addressing unmet needs in the
community will prevent oversaturation of specific
facility or program offerings in the Manhattan
indoor recreation center market. This strategy
will also improve the revenue potential for the
City to achieve the cost-recovery goals established
for each specific neighborhood recreation center.
Based on the unmet needs for indoor
recreation spaces in Manhattan, two to three
new neighborhood recreation centers should
be developed to serve the community. The
conceptual major building spaces to be included
with each of these individual facilities would
include the following:

• Multipurpose gymnasium space with one
to two full-size basketball courts with adequate
overrun areas to accommodate cross-courts to
maximize programming flexibility.
• Elevated walking-running track around
perimeter of gymnasium space.
• Flexible open spaces for cardio and strength
training equipment.
• Multiple multipurpose community meeting
rooms with a shared kitchen space.
The approximate building size for each
neighborhood recreation center would be 25,000
– 40,000 gross square feet depending on the
specific building program for each facility. The
approximate site area required to develop each
neighborhood recreation center would be 5 – 10
acres depending on specific site considerations
such as topography, access, and opportunities
for shared parking with other facility or park
amenities. The estimated construction cost range
for each neighborhood recreation center facility,
not including any potential land acquisition costs,
would be $6,000,000 - $10,000,000.
Moving forward it is recommended the City
complete a neighborhood recreation centers
feasibility study. This study should build
upon the findings of this Plan and seek to
identify unmet indoor facility needs of specific
neighborhoods and develop building programs,
evaluate site locations and explore potential capital
and/or operational partners, establish capital cost
requirements, set facility operational cost recovery
and resulting subsidy targets accordingly, and
develop operational plans for each neighborhood
recreation center.
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For reference purposes, this diagram illustrates
a neighborhood recreation center example that
provides several program components similar
to the major building spaces identified for the
Manhattan neighborhood recreation centers.

Level 1

operational subsidy for each facility should be
included as part of the neighborhood recreation
centers feasibility study recommended in this Plan.
The City of Manhattan has explored the potential
of developing a new neighborhood recreation
center in Douglass Park using Community
Development Block Grant (CDBG) Section
108 Loans. It is recommended this funding
mechanism for a new neighborhood recreation
center at Douglass Park be further pursued. If this
is determined to be a viable funding alternative,
the City should pursue detailed programming for
this facility as part of the neighborhood recreation
centers feasibility study to ensure the building
program aligns with unmet indoor recreation space
needs in the community.

Level 2

Based on the conceptual program identified
through this Plan for the neighborhood recreation
centers and the approximate 25,000 – 40,000
gross square foot size of each facility, it is
anticipated each center will require three to six
full time staff and a variety of part time staff
positions to effectively operate each facility and
meet the needs of the community. A detailed
analysis of revenues, expenditures, fees, attendance
projections, cost-recovery scenarios, and potential
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Priority 1 Improvements Phasing Strategy
Below is the prioritized phasing strategy to implement improvements to Community House, Douglass
Center, and Douglass Annex to maintain safe, code compliant indoor facilities and to pursue development
of new indoor recreation facilities to address unmet needs in the community:
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Existing Indoor
Facilities
Improvements
Community House
Douglass Center
Douglass Annex

$

729,500

$

-

$

$ 1,145,600

$

-

$

$

Subtotals

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$

197,100
219,000

$
$

-

$
$

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

New Indoor
Facilities
Improvements

Cost Ranges
Low
High

$

-

$

Neighborhood Recreation
Center [ B ]

$ 6,000,000 $ 10,000,000

$

Neighborhood Recreation
Center [ A ]
Neighborhood Recreation
Center [ C ]
Subtotals

$

$ 6,000,000 $ 10,000,000

$ 6,000,000 $ 10,000,000

$ 18,060,000 $ 30,000,000

$

$

$

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Priority 1
Totals

Cost Ranges
Low
High

190,500

$

-

40,500

$

-

286,000

$

-

55,000

$

-

$

$

$

$

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Neighborhood Recreation
Center Feasibility Study

60,000

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

$ 19,205,600 $ 30,000,000 $

Cost Ranges
Low
High
$

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

-

$

$

$

-

-

-

$

$

$

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High
286,000

$

-

$

-

70,000

$

-

180,000

$

-

110,000

$

-

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

-

-

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Cost Ranges
Low
High
-

$

-

-

$

-

-

$

-

$

-

$

-

-

-

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

-

$

Cost Ranges
Low
High
180,000

$

-
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Priority 2: Improvement to safety
and playability of existing field
playing surfaces.
Overview
Information gathered through this study
identified improvements to the safety and
playability of existing field playing surfaces as
a high priority for the community. The poor
quality of the existing fields within the Manhattan
Parks and Recreation system combined with
the high demand for practice and game use is
resulting in a lack of adequate, safe, and accessible
field space in the community.
Of the baseball and/or softball participant
households responding to the survey, it is clear the
major area of focus should be on improving the
quality of existing playing fields in the community
versus increasing the quantity of fields:
• 40% indicated improvements to the
playability of field playing surface is the
highest facility improvement priority
• 36% indicated improvements to the safety
of field playing surface is the highest facility
improvement priority
• 24% indicated improvements to amenities
for spectators is the highest facility
improvement priority
• 17% indicated an increase in the number
of practice fields is the highest facility
improvement priority
Of the soccer and/or football participant
households responding to the survey, a statistically
equivalent number believe major areas of focus
should be on improving the quality of existing
playing fields and increasing the quantity of fields
in community:

• 25% indicated an increase in the number
of practice fields is the highest facility
improvement priority
• 24% indicated improvements to the
playability of field playing surface is the
highest facility improvement priority
• 24% indicated improvements to the safety
of field playing surface is the highest facility
improvement priority
• 23% indicated improvements to amenities for
spectators is the highest facility improvement
priority
After further investigation of this equally shared
priority to both increase the quantity of practice
fields available in the community and improve
the quality of existing fields in the community,
it was discovered the primary factor driving the
need for an increased quantity of practice fields is
the frequency of delays and cancellations due to
wet and/or poor field conditions after rain events.
Improved field conditions resulting in greater
programming capacities and fewer practice
and game cancellations will reduce the need for
increasing the quantity of practice fields in the
community.
Strategies to Improve Safety and Playability of
Existing Field Playing Surfaces
Based on the level of service analysis, assessment of
existing parks and facilities, and citizen and focus
group input, the City of Manhattan currently has
an adequate quantity of playing fields to meet
the current and foreseeable future needs of the
community. The most significant need related to
playing fields provided by the City of Manhattan
is to improve the safety and playability of these
surfaces.
Strategies to improve the quality, safety, and
playability of these existing playing fields range
significantly. Chapter 7: Improvement Scenarios
provides a variety of playing field improvement
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improvements of the playing surfaces at these
alternatives the City of Manhattan could
locations are completed, future improvements
pursue to satisfy this priority. To maximize
could be considered for playing surfaces at other
capital resources and benefits to the public,
parks.
improvements to the safety and playability of
playing fields moving forward should focus on the
most frequently used facilities in the community. Playing field improvements identified in Chapter
7: Improvement Scenarios to convert existing
natural turf fields to synthetic turf fields would
Of the baseball and/or softball participant
provide the City of Manhattan with the most
households responding to the survey, facilities
consistent and reliable playing field surfaces
used for practice and/or games included:
regardless of the amount or frequency of rainfall
– greatly reducing practice and game cancellations
• 59% indicated use of facilities at Frank
and maximizing field usage. However, synthetic
Anneberg Park (Twin Oaks)
• 51% indicated use of facilities at City Park turf fields generally require greater initial capital
• 49% indicated use of facilities at CiCo Park investment than natural turf field improvements.
• 28% indicated use of facilities at Griffith
One common misperception is that synthetic turf
Park
fields require less maintenance, less irrigation, and
• 27% indicated use of facilities at K-State
• 26% indicated use of facilities at Eisenhower thereby less ongoing operational capital to sustain
versus natural turf fields. While fewer dollars
Complex
may be required for maintenance of synthetic
turf fields versus natural turf fields, long-term
Of the soccer and/or football participant
capital planning is required for replacement
households responding to the survey, facilities
of synthetic turf systems. The life-span for a
used for practice and/or games included:
typically synthetic turf field is generally 8 to 12
years, depending on frequency, type, and duration
• 70% indicated use of facilities at Frank
of use. The replacement costs for a synthetic turf
Anneberg Park
• 34% indicated use of facilities at City Park system – carpet, fiber, and infill, can easily cost
• 32% indicated use of facilities at CiCo Park ½ to ¾ of the initial investment, so appropriate
planning and budgeting for this expense is critical.
• 28% indicated use of facilities at K-State
The life span for a high performance natural
• 26% indicated use of facilities at K-12
sports turf field can extend well beyond 20 years
schools
with appropriate maintenance practices.
• 25% indicated use of facilities at Griffith
Park
The Chapter 7: Improvement Scenarios provides
Based on high use by the community of playing a variety of playing field improvement alternatives
surfaces at Frank Anneberg Park, City Park, and for each park offering these facilities to the
CiCo Park, the highest priority to improve safety community. Frank Anneberg Park, City Park, and
CiCo Park are the three most often utilized parks
and playability of the playing surfaces at these
locations should be pursued to maximize capital for playing fields in the community. Renovation,
and in some instances complete replacement, of
resources and benefits to the public. Once the
existing natural turf fields versus removal of
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existing natural turf fields and replacement with
synthetic turf fields will need to be carefully
evaluated for each of these parks from several
perspectives:
• Stormwater management capacities.
Synthetic turf fields infiltrate and point
discharge rainwater more quickly and
in greater volumes than natural turf
fields. This can result in additional land
area and/or water management strategies
to accommodate synthetic turf field
conversions. Available land area and/or
water management capacities of each park
needs to be carefully evaluated prior to
synthetic turf improvements being pursued.
•

Floodplain and flood prone areas.
Synthetic turf fields are not recommended
to be placed within the 100-year
floodplain or in flood prone areas due to
the cost of clean-up, repair, and potential
reconstruction of these systems after a flood
event.

• Support facilities. Synthetic turf fields
provide increased programming and
activity use capacity versus natural turf
fields. This increased programming and
use capacity results in an increase number
of users and also requires an increase in
supporting infrastructure. This supporting
infrastructure includes vehicular access
and parking, restrooms, concessions, field
lighting, and other elements specific to each
park.

turf fields, converting existing natural
turf fields to synthetic turf fields, adding
field lighting, and other playing field
improvements will result in increased usage
of the park. This increase in usage needs
to be considered prior to improvements
being pursued to appropriately inform
the respective neighborhoods, and equally
important – plan for any adjacent public
improvements that need to be made to
support the increased use of the park.
In 2015 the City of Manhattan will complete
improvements to multiple fields at Frank
Anneberg Park including the conversion of
existing natural turf fields to synthetic turf and
installation of new lighting systems. These
improvements will increase use capacity of the
park and should be carefully monitored to enable
community leaders to clearly communicate
the programming and cost-effective benefits to
citizens of these improvements. This information
will demonstrate the need and resulting benefits
of future capital expenditures to complete
improvements to the safety and playability of
existing playing fields in Manhattan.
Moving forward it is recommended the City
evaluate the success of the synthetic turf and
field lighting improvements to be completed
at Frank Anneberg Park in 2015, identify any
challenges these improvements may have created
and/or exacerbated, i.e. parking, stormwater
management, light trespass, etc.

• Adjacent land use. Each existing park is
located in a specific area of the Manhattan
community with contextual considerations
to adjacent land uses. Improving natural
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Priority 2: Improvements Phasing Plan
Below is the prioritized phasing strategy to implement safety and playability improvements to playing
surfaces at CiCo Park, City Park, and Frank Anneberg Park in the short (0-5 years), mid (5-15 years),
and long-term (>15 years):
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

CiCo Park
Improvements
Red Field
Blue Field

$

Pluto Field

$

$

Green Field

$

Gold Field

Tennis Courts

$

Subtotals

$

Cost Ranges
Low
High
135,000 $

435,000 $

165,000 $

225,000 $

650,000 $ 1,155,000 $
165,000 $
118,000 $

225,000 $
210,000 $

550,000 $ 1,050,000

$

$ 1,783,000 $ 3,300,000 $
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

City Park
Improvements
Wilson Field
MIller Field

$

Sand Volleyball Court

$

$

Baker Field

Tennis Courts

Basketball Court

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Subtotals

$

565,000 $ 1,015,000
262,000 $
262,000 $

$ 1,600,000

$

30,000
40,000

$

$

485,000 $
485,000 $

$ 1,600,000

$

30,000
40,000

$

$
$

Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Colley Complex - Twin Oaks
$
Fields 5 and 6

$ 3,490,000 $

804,000 $

930,000 $

Anneberg Soccer Complex $ 1,360,000 $ 2,530,000 $
Soccer Fields 2, 3, and 4
Soccer Pitches north and
south of Colley Complex Soccer Fields 5, 6, 7, and 8

Subtotals

$ 1,940,000

$ 1,940,000

Totals

240,000 $

177,000 $

240,000 $

240,000 $

177,000 $

240,000 $

157,000 $
-

220,000 $

$

-

$

755,000 $ 1,180,000 $

Cost Ranges
Low
High
77,000 $

235,000 $

55,000 $

155,000 $

55,000 $
-

-

155,000 $

$

-

$
$

187,000 $

$

-

$

$
$

545,000 $

810,000 $

810,000 $

750,000 $

750,000 $

990,000 $ 1,190,000 $

$

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High

117,000 $

117,000

225,000 $

500,000

10,000

$

10,000

$

225,000 $
-

$

10,000

500,000
10,000
-

587,000 $ 1,137,000

Cost Ranges
Low
High
10,000

$

10,000

$

-

$

225,000 $
-

-

$

$

245,000 $

10,000

10,000

500,000
-

-

520,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High

-

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

-

$

$ 6,102,000 $ 8,890,000 $ 2,550,000 $ 2,750,000 $
Short-Term
(0-5 Years)

Priority 2

67,000 $

177,000 $

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High

$ 1,998,000

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Mid-Term
(5-15 Years)

$ 2,759,000 $ 3,655,000 $

Frank Anneberg Park
Improvements
Twin Oaks - Fields 1, 2, 3,
and 4

Cost Ranges
Low
High

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High
60,000

$

190,000 $

150,000 $
-

$

400,000 $

60,000

190,000

150,000
-

400,000

Long-Term
(>15 Years)

Cost Ranges
Low
High

$ 10,644,000 $ 15,845,000 $ 3,492,000 $ 4,475,000 $ 1,232,000 $ 2,057,000
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Priority 3: Improve availability and
condition of community parks,
trails, and neighborhood parks.
Overview
Information gathered through this process
identified community parks, trails and
neighborhood parks most used by the
community. Enhancing the availability of
amenities and improving the condition of these
existing parks and trails was a high priority voiced
by the community through this Plan process.
Of the households responding to the survey, parks
or facilities used included:
• 88% indicated use of large community
parks
• 70% indicated use of trails
• 68% indicated use of small neighborhood
parks
• 65% indicated use of picnic areas and
shelters
Additionally, the most frequently used parks and
facilities by households responding to the survey
include:
• 62% indicated most frequent use of large
community parks
• 41% indicated most frequent use of trails
• 34% indicated most frequent use of small
neighborhood parks
• 31% indicated most frequent use of
outdoor swimming pools

Strategies to Improve Availability and
Condition of Community Parks, Trails, and
Neighborhood Parks
The majority segment of the Manhattan
community utilizes large community parks, trails
and small neighborhood parks on a regular basis.
To work towards broad-base community support
to seek future funding support, in addition to
new indoor recreation center(s) considerations
and improvements to the safety and playability
of existing outdoor playing fields, future
improvements should be considered for these
parks and trail systems throughout the community
to continue meeting the needs of diverse users and
citizens.
While the scope of this Plan was to define
improvements to improve existing recreation and
athletic facilities and determine the conceptual
make up of potential new indoor and/or outdoor
facilities supported by the community, the City of
Manhattan should further evaluate:
• Future (non-playing field related)
improvements to the following community
parks:
o City Park – master plan currently
underway
o CiCo Park (City, County, USD 383
shared-use park)
o Fairmont Park (City, County
shared-use park)
o Frank Anneberg Park
o Northeast Park
o Warner Park
• Future improvements to the existing
city trail system to improve safety, user
experience, and connectivity.
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• Future improvements to the following
neighborhood parks:
o Colorado Park
o Douglass Park – pending outcome of
CDBG Section 108 Loan application
for neighborhood recreation center
o Girl Scout Park
o Griffith Park
o Long’s Park
o Northview Park
o Sojourner Truth Park
Moving forward it is recommended the City
utilize the outcomes of the current master plan
being developed for City Park as a guide for a
detail listing of improvements to be implemented
at this specific park. A similar master plan process
could be pursued for other community parks
and neighborhood parks as needed in the future.
Continuing to improve existing trail systems
and amenities and connecting destination points
within the community through trails should
be a focus of the City as well. However, it is
recommended the City complete a Parks, Trails
and Open Space Comprehensive Plan in the next
five years to supplement the recently completed
Manhattan Urban Area Comprehensive Plan
Update.

Priority 4: Development of new
indoor aquatic facilities.
Overview
Information gathered through this study
identified development of new indoor aquatic
facilities as a high priority for the community.
Of the households responding to the survey, the
following demonstrate unmet needs for indoor
aquatic facilities in the community:
• 47% or 9,404 households identified a need
for indoor aquatic facilities
• 34% or 6,875 households indicated less
than 50% of their indoor aquatic facility
needs are currently being met
• 37% or 7,402 households indicated 0%
(none) of their indoor aquatic facility needs
are currently being met
• 41% or 8,203 households indicated they
would utilize indoor aquatic facilities
the most of any indoor program space if
developed
The City of Manhattan has invested significantly
to improve the condition and amenity offerings
available to citizens at the outdoor aquatic
centers and pools. These investments are clearly
acknowledged and appreciated by the community
through the survey results. The survey data and
engagement with citizens throughout this plan
process also identified a high unmet need in
the Manhattan community for indoor aquatic
facilities. Development of new indoor aquatic
facilities should be a high priority for the City
to meet current unmet needs and anticipated
future needs for these facilities in the Manhattan
community.
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Strategies to develop new indoor aquatic
facilities
Currently all competitive swimming programs
are being offered through facility shared-use
arrangements at the K-State Natatorium.
Continuation of these competitive swimming
programs will depend greatly on access and
availability of adequate indoor swimming
facilities. While a definitive timeframe has not
been identified, K-State does anticipate closing
the Natatorium in the future when a new leisureoriented indoor aquatic facility is developed. If
continuation of these competitive swimming
programs in Manhattan is a priority for the
community moving forward, planning for a new
indoor aquatic facility in the community will
need to begin soon to avoid a facility service gap
when the K-State Natatorium is closed.
In addition to competitive swimming, a high
unmet need exists in the community for indoor
aquatics to provide facilities for swimming
lessons, leisure swimming, water therapy and
other activities. The challenge when considering
the feasibility of an indoor aquatic facility is to
identify the appropriate balance of amenities
and features compared to revenue potential and
expenditures. Several critical factors will need to
be considered to determine the demographic and
user groups to be served, most appropriate facility
amenities to be offered, operational model,
cost-recovery targets, and potential subsidies for
a new indoor aquatic facility – including, but not
limited to the following:
• Should the facility emphasis be competitive
or recreation/leisure aquatics?
• Is a short-course pool ‘better’ than a longcourse pool?
• What is the right balance of features with
program potential?

• What is the community’s cost-recovery
target for the facility?
• What level of facility operation subsidy, if
any, is the community prepared to commit
to?
One potential strategy that has been conceptually
explored in the past to meet current and
anticipated future unmet needs for indoor
competitive swimming facilities in Manhattan
is to enclose – temporarily or permanently,
the existing lane pool at the City Park Aquatic
Center. The feasibility of this solution has not
been evaluated in detail and could displace facility
elements and/or program elements that are
currently provided at City Park.
If the community determines this conceptual
strategy of enclosing the existing lane pool at
City Park is the most appropriate solution to
meet the indoor aquatic needs in the future, it
is recommended a detailed feasibility study be
completed to determine architectural, structural,
mechanical, plumbing, and electrical requirements
and associated costs. It should be noted this
potential solution, regardless if a temporary or
permanent enclosure is pursued, would likely
only address current and future unmet needs for
competitive swimming – not other existing needs
for indoor swimming lessons, leisure swimming,
water therapy and other activities. Most
exercise classes and swimming lessons cannot be
conducted in a body of water that is primarily
used for competitive swimming, as it will be
deeper and of colder temperature than required
for these activities.
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There are several considerations the City
of Manhattan will need to explore if a new
indoor aquatic facility is to be developed and
operated. Cooperatives and partnerships between
institutions, schools, hospitals, and organizations
have potential benefits and should be considered.
However, it is critical the City’s priorities are
properly established before partnerships are
explored to ensure the City achieves the goals
established by citizens when the facility opens.
A key consideration with indoor aquatic facilities
is operating costs. It is often times much easier
for communities to commit to securing the
initial capital costs to develop a new indoor
aquatic facility than commit to long-term annual
subsidies to operate the facility. Once the
City has established the community priorities
for the facility a cost-recovery model needs to
be identified and agreed upon by community
leaders. This cost-recovery model will establish
acceptable operational subsidies the community
will support and identify opportunities for facility
partnerships, sponsors, and donors. One of the
most critical components of the planning process
for a new indoor aquatic facility will be balancing
expenditures with realistic revenue opportunities
to ensure all participating entities have a clear
understanding of annual operating costs and how
these obligations will be fulfilled, i.e. membership
fees, rentals, endowments, subsidies, etc.
Additional programming suggestions that could
be explored for a new indoor aquatic facility in
Manhattan to diversify and potentially increase
revenue opportunities could include:
• Sports leagues such as water basketball or
water polo
• Scuba lessons
• Advanced swimming lessons

•
•
•
•
•

Canoeing or kayaking classes
Synchronized swimming
Lap swimming
Aqua aerobics
Year-round cross-training (if indoor aquatics
located within larger indoor recreation
center)

Similar to development of new neighborhood
recreation centers identified in Priority 1, it
is important for development of new indoor
aquatic facilities by the City of Manhattan focus
on offering citizens facility and service offerings
that address the unmet needs in the community
and to not duplicate or compete with facilities
or programs being offered by other public or
private entities. Plans for a new for-profit service
provider with indoor aquatic facility offerings
to enter the Manhattan market in the near
future are anticipated. Private for-profit entities
providing indoor aquatic facilities are developed
to target and serve a specific demographic within
a community.
The City of Manhattan will need to focus on
the unmet indoor aquatic facility needs in the
community not being met by other providers.
This strategy for the City of Manhattan to focus
on addressing unmet needs in the community
will prevent oversaturation of specific facility
or program offerings in the Manhattan indoor
aquatic facility market. This strategy will also
improve revenue potential for the City to achieve
the cost-recovery goals established for a new
indoor aquatic facility.
Moving forward it is recommended the City
complete an indoor aquatic facility feasibility
study. This study should build upon the unmet
needs identified in the community for indoor
aquatic facilities through this Plan and develop
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a detailed facility program, explore potential
partnerships, establish capital cost requirements,
set facility operational cost-recovery and resulting
subsidy targets/tax-dollar support, and most
importantly develop short and long-range
operational plans for the facility.

• 28% indicated support of a combination of
sales tax and property tax
• 28% indicated no support of sales tax or
property tax
• 10% indicated support of property taxes

Implementation and Funding
Strategies
Implementation of park improvements and
development of new indoor facilities established
as high priorities by the Manhattan community
through this Plan will require significant capital
investment. The capital improvements identified
in this Plan should be used as a guideline for
future improvements and development with
flexibility to be altered and updated as needed.
Community leaders will need to allocate more
funding to advance implementation of the Plan
priorities. However, accomplishing a majority or
all of the high priority improvements identified
in the Plan will require capital funding from
alternative sources in addition to the annual City
C.I.P. budget.
Several strategies could be considered by
the Manhattan community to fund park
improvements and development of new
indoor facilities. One strategy would be to
generate funds needed to implement these park
improvements and new facilities development
through sales tax or property tax revenues or a
combination of both.

This would indicate the majority of the
Manhattan community (72%) support a tax
initiative of some type – sales, property, or
combination of both, to help fund improvements
to parks and development of new indoor
recreation facilities. If the City pursues an
option to renew existing sales tax mechanisms
or introduce new tax initiatives, property
tax adjustments, or a combination of both –
balancing tax revenues with community-voiced
priorities for parks and recreation improvements
will be critical to ensure broad-base citizen
support for the tax initiatives to generate the
funds.

Of the households responding to the survey, the
following indicated support for some type of tax
revenue to be used for improvement to parks and
recreation facilities in Manhattan:
• 34% indicated support of sales tax
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Several other funding alternatives, in addition
to tax mechanisms, that should be evaluated to
determine if capacity and community support
exist to provide financial resources to implement
improvements to parks and recreation facilities
in Manhattan. While not all of these funding
sources have been utilized for parks and recreation
improvements in the past, the potential exists
for these funds to be considered for such
improvements in the future.
Below is a list of alternative sources that should
be evaluated by the Manhattan community
to determine the feasibility of these sources to
provide funding to implement improvements to
parks and recreation facilities:
•
•
•
•

Economic Development Opportunity 		
Fund
Tourism and Convention Promotion 		
Fund
Parks and Recreation Operating Funds
Community Development Block Grants

Seeking partnerships for capital funding,
operational cooperatives, and ongoing revenue
generation is equally important for the City to
leverage existing relationships with USD 383,
Riley County, and K-State – and to explore new
relationships with other entities in the community
that have the potential to maximize public
benefits.
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Potential partnerships that could be considered for specific park improvements and new indoor facility
development priorities established through this Plan could are identified in the following matrix.

Grant Opportunities

Donor & Sponsorship Opportunities

Private

Health, Wellness & Medical Providers

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

National Park Service Active Trails Program

National

Natural Resources Conservation Service

Kansas Department of Wildlife & Parks

State

Kansas Department of Transportation

Religious Organizations

Arts & Humanities Organizations

Community Service Organizations

Riley County

Manhattan CVB & Area Sports Council

UFM Community Learning Center

County/Region

Kansas State University

Manhattan-Ogden Unified School District 383

Running, Bicycling & Trail Clubs

Swimming Ogranizations

Competitive Sports Organizations

Recreation Sports Organizations

Local

Priority 1:

Creation of indoor
space geographically
located to meet unmet
needs in the
community.

Priority 2:

Improvement to safety
and playability of
existing field playing
surfaces

Priority 3:

x x

x x x x x x x x

x x x

x x

x

x x x

x x x

x x

x x

x x x x x x x x x

x x x x x x

x x x

Improve availability
and condition of
community parks,
trails, and
neighborhood parks

Priority 4:

Development of new
indoor aquatic
facilities

x x x

Partners and Funding Opportunities
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Conclusion
The City of Manhattan and the Manhattan Parks
and Recreation Department will need to continue
to work closely with citizens to further define
the high priority improvement and development
efforts voiced by the community in this Plan.
The improvement scenarios, implementation
recommendations, and supporting information
and data provided in the Plan should be used by
community leaders as a tool to engage the public
and as a guide to inform future decision making to
achieve the priorities voiced by the community.

In the end, the priorities for improvements to
existing parks and development of new indoor
facilities voiced by the community in this Plan will
improve access and availability to these amenities
by citizens and enhance the quality of life for the
entire community. In turn, continued engagement
with citizens as priorities of the Plan are advanced is
critical to maintain broad-base community support.

Action on the high priorities identified in the Plan
for park improvements and development of new
indoor facilities is not intended to overextend the
City financially or operationally. Improvements,
development of new facilities, and ongoing
operations will require funding support from
participant fees and other revenue generating
sources. Long-range support from community
leaders will also be essential, particularly for new
indoor facilities, to ensure appropriate resources
are allocated for operations, staffing, and ongoing
infrastructure maintenance.
Moving forward it is important for citizens to
understand and for community leaders to reinforce
the purpose of this Plan is to determine how to
most effectively address unmet needs for athletic
facilities – including improvements to existing
indoor and outdoor facilities, and potential
development of new indoor athletic and/or
recreation facilities. This Plan does not address
other parks, recreation, trails, natural resources,
or other open spaces needs that may exist in the
Manhattan community. Other existing parks and
facilities and potential needed improvements not
evaluated as part of this Plan should be considered
and appropriately budgeted for by the community
in the future.
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