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1.0 ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This project is partially funded by a grant from the Community Conservation Partnership
Program administered by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
(DCNR) and Bureau of Recreation and Conservation (Bureau). This project has received
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Aspinwall Borough, Blawnox Borough, Borough of Etna, Fox Chapel Borough, Fox
Chapel District Association, Friends of the Riverfront, and Pennsylvania Environmental
Council.
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Council), Darla Cravotta (Allegheny County), Julie Jakubec (Township of O’Hara), John
Stephen (ARTEZ), Susan Crookston (Fox Chapel District Assoc.), Sherry Kordas
(Blawnox Borough), Gary Koehler (Fox Chapel), Jim Seagriff (Freeport Borough),
Edward Warchol & Nancy Simons (Aspinwall Borough), Ronald Borczyk (Sharpsburg
Borough), Donna Diehm & Phil Hans (Springdale Twp.), April Winkelman (Springdale
Borough), Andrew Bock (Cheswick Borough), Annette Dietz (Harmar Twp.), Virginia
Pucci (Millvale Borough), Tim Rogers & Joseph McLaughlin (Shaler), Mary Ramage &
Dave Becki (Etna Borough), Pat Hassett & Steve Patchan (City of Pittsburgh), Bill
Rossey (Tarentum Borough), Bettina Leesoon & Anthony Taliani (East Deer Twp.),
Faith Payne (Harrison Twp.), Denise Tocco (Brackenridge Borough), Bill Godfrey
(Natrona Heights), Pat Walters (Natrona Comes Together), Gayle Fuher, Anita Driscoll,
Brian Shema, Randy Vulakovich, Jeffrey Schaeffer, Jim Burn, Karl King, Patty Brunner,
Trish Klatt, Laura Hawkins, Jeff Mulert, Herman Tomer, Scott Fronkowski, Troy Pritts,
John Haven, Monica Hoffman, Kathy Day, Dan Tabacheck, Curt Shaw, Scott Creveling,
David Cohen, Gene Slevinski, Robin Kamin, Curt Shaw, Jessica Mooney, Bob Steinhaus,
Joseph Warren, Stephanie Flom, and Michael Kenney.

GIS data was provided by the Allegheny and Armstrong County GIS and Mapping
Departments.

This project was also greatly assisted by the many individuals who participated at the
general public and stakeholder meetings.

This project was financed in part by a grant from the Community Conservation
Partnerships Program, Keystone Recreation Park and Conservation Fund, under the

administration of the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources,
Bureau of Recreation and Conservation.

2.0 PROJECT OVERVIEW

Background

The Three Rivers Heritage Trail is a trail system that begins within the City of Pittsburgh
and follows the banks along the Monongahela, Allegheny and Ohio Rivers. The trail
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along the Allegheny River now ends in Millvale Borough and at that point municipalities
have been working to connect to this trail system. Much work has been done to date:

= In 2001 Millvale Borough completed their portion of the Three Rivers Heritage
Trail including the development of several riverfront amenities like a boat access
point, picnic shelter and restrooms.

= In 2005, the Township of O’Hara completed a Trail Feasibility and Planning
Study. Phase I implementation of this study included the completion of the
Squaw Valley Riverfront Trail, which is almost five miles in length.

* In 2006 Sharpsburg Borough began work on a trail and boat ramp as a segment of
the Three Rivers Heritage Trail.

= In 2007 Natrona begins planning for riverfront connections and a park.

= November 2006, Chief Executive Dan Onorato signed into law the creation of a
county wide greenway system. This legislation supports the creation of trails and
greenways along both sides of the rivers within Allegheny County.

= 2010 marked the connection of the City of Pittsburgh and Millvale Borough and
Park with the completion of a boardwalk built by PennDOT.

There are currently gaps in trail development between the Three Rivers Heritage Trail
and the Armstrong Trail, which begins in Schenley, north of Freeport in Armstrong
County. Both the Three Rivers Heritage Trail and the Armstrong Trail are a part of the
Erie to Pittsburgh Greenway and the Pennsylvania Mainline Canal Greenway. Regional
connections to the Pennsylvania Greenway system provide opportunities for economic
and recreational development. In 2009 the Community Trails Feasibility Study was
initiated.

Description

The Community Trails Initiative is a public/private multi-municipal project to complete a
trail feasibility study encompassing 17 municipalities (City of Pittsburgh, Millvale,
Shaler, Etna, Sharpsburg, Aspinwall, Township of O’Hara, Blawnox, Harmar, Cheswick,
Springdale Borough, Springdale Township, Tarentum, Brackenridge and Harrison
Township, Freeport Borough, Allegheny Township) along the North Shore of the
Allegheny River for the purpose of connecting the existing Three Rivers Heritage Trail
with the Armstrong Trail.

The opportunity to complete regional trail connections is one of the most promising
attributes of the Community Trails Initiative. The Southern terminus would link with the
completed Millvale Riverfront Park and Three Rivers Heritage Trail which affords the
opportunity of access the many segments of trail on both sides of the Allegheny, Ohio
and Monongahela Rivers. The Northern trail will connect to Schenley and the Armstrong
Trail in Armstrong County where plans are underway to continue development as part of
the Erie to Pittsburgh Trail Alignment.

What makes the trail unique is that each section of the trail purposefully links to the
municipality allowing for the Community Trails connections.



Purpose

A Preliminary Trail Location Study was conducted to identify engineering and
environmental constraints for'a pedestrian/bicycle trail through the study corridor and
provide recommendations for further studies. A practical and preferred alignment was
developed to evaluate property impacts and constructability issues.

The practical alignment is defined as the alignment that may be most feasible in the
immediate future. This route may be on road more often and away from the river. The
preferred alignment provides close proximately to the riverfront. Both alignments
overlap in areas.

The practical alignment is approximately 29 miles long, passing through 17
municipalities and 3 counties (Allegheny, Armstrong, and Westmoreland). The practical
alignment traverses thru 4.0 miles of active Railroad property, 7.0 miles thru private
property, 15.0 miles thru public rights-of-way and 3 miles on existing trails. Proceeding
from south the practical alignment extends 0.8 miles in Millvale, 1.0 miles in Shaler, 0.7
miles in Etna, 1.8 miles in Sharpsburg, 0.6 miles in Aspinwall, 0.7 miles in City of
Pittsburgh, 2.5 miles in Township of O’Hara, 0.8 miles in Blawnox, 2.2 miles in Harmar,
0.8 miles in Cheswick, 1.9 miles in Springdale Borough, 1.3 miles in Springdale
Township, 2.2 miles in East Deer, 1.5 miles in Tarentum, 0.6 miles in Brackenridge, 4.6
miles in Harrison, 0.5 miles Freeport (Armstrong County) and 2.0 miles in Allegheny
Township, Westmoreland County.

The preferred alignment traverses thru 12 miles of active Railroad property, 12.0 miles
thru private property, 2.0 miles thru public rights-of-way and 3 miles on existing trails.
Proceeding from south the preferred alignment extends 0.8 miles in Millvale, 1.0 miles in
Shaler, 0.7 miles in Etna, 1.3 miles in Sharpsburg, 0.4 miles in Aspinwall, 0.7 miles in
City of Pittsburgh, 3.6 miles in Township of O’Hara, 1.0 miles in Blawnox, 3.0 miles in
Harmar, 0.7 miles in Cheswick, 1.5 miles in Springdale Borough, 1.3 miles in Springdale
Township, 3.1 miles in East Deer, 1.5 miles in Tarentum, 0.6 miles in Brackenridge, 5.6
miles in Harrison, 0.5 miles Freeport (Armstrong County) and 2.0 miles in Allegheny
Township, Westmoreland County.

The Trail Concept Plans showing the preferred and practical alignments are attached in
appendix E.

Regional Trail / Greenways

It is important to understand the role that this project plays in the local, regional and
statewide trail and greenway system. The PA Department of Conservation & Natural
Resources (DCNR) has identified 34 major or mega greenway corridors in Pennsylvania
that are at least 50 miles, pass through two or more counties, and are recognized in an
official planning document. Five of these mega greenways have been targeted by DCNR
for increased funding and staff assistance. Two of the five pass through Allegheny
County: the Great Allegheny Passage and the Pittsburgh to Harrisburg Mainline Canal.
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The Erie to Pittsburgh Trail also has a good change of being included in this group due to
its strategic location and the number of residents and communities it can join together.

Pittsburgh-to-Harrisburg Mainline Canal Greenway™

The Pittsburgh-to-Harrisburg Mainline Canal Greenway™, is a 320-mile long corridor
that follows the path of the historic Pennsylvania Mainline Canal. The section of the
greenway in Allegheny County runs from Pittsburgh to Freeport, along the Allegheny
River. This greenway has been designated Pennsylvania’s Millennium Legacy Trail — one
of 52 state significant trails that link heritage, culture and recreation. The Pittsburgh-to-
Harrisburg Mainline Canal Greenway™ will encompass both land and river trails to
complete the corridor connections.

www.alleghenyridge.org.

Erie to Pittsburgh Mega Greenway

DCNR’s second priority for greenways funding in western Pennsylvania is the Erie to
Pittsburgh Greenway, a recently designated greenway in the PA Greenways Program.
The Erie to Pittsburgh Greenway incorporates trail systems both built and planned along
the Allegheny River, and overlaps the Pittsburgh to Harrisburg Mainline Canal
Greenway™ within Allegheny County’s borders. Trail organizations from Pittsburgh to
Erie are working to connect a number of land trails to it.

The concept for the Erie to Pittsburgh Greenway emerged from local communities and
trail organizations. The success of other community and regional trails built in the
western part of the Commonwealth over the years provided good models for the Erie to
Pittsburgh Greenway. With trails such as the Three Rivers Heritage Trail, Armstrong
Trail, Allegheny River Trail, McClintock Trail, Oil Creek Gorge Trail, Ernst Trail,
Pymatuning Spillway Trail, and many others, the Erie to Pittsburgh Greenway can unify
the Western Pennsylvania Trail Network. This potential mega greenway will enhance the
existing trail system, give it a regional identity, make additional connections, raise the
visibility of individual trail projects in the region and elevate the value of recreational
resources in local communities. Once the Erie to Pittsburgh regional trail system is
completed, it can then connect to The Great Allegheny Passage, linking Erie to
Washington, DC.

www.eriepittsburghtrail.org

Please refer to Appendix B for a map and more information about the regional trail
system.

Preferred / Practical Alignment & Community Connections

For riverfront trail projects the most desirable or preferred location is to be as close to the
river as possible. This reduces the amount of road crossings, provides a very scenic and
enjoyable trail experience and allows public access to our riverfronts. Riverfront
property is also typically at a level grade making the trail accessible to a variety of users.



Due to private property, active railroads or other industrial property it is not always
possible to provide a trail directly on the riverfront and frequently riverfront trails need to
veer away from the riverfront and utilize either roads or property that may be available
for trail development. Thus projects take on a more practical alignment due to specific
circumstances.

In this case we must deal with private property, railroads and industry. The active,
mainline railroad, Norfolk & Southern follows the entire stretch of this alignment and
serves several industries along the Allegheny River. This presents a challenge to
developing a consistent trail along the riverfront. In some areas along this alignment, due
to the railroad tracks and railroad property, there is very little space for a trail let alone
available property to develop the trail right along the river.

In order to be successful, this project must address the realities of private property and
active railroads along the Allegheny River. We have developed both a practical and
preferred alignment for the trail to address these concerns. Following is a description of
these alignments as related to this project.

Preferred Alignment: The goal of this project is to, where possible; develop the trail
along the Allegheny River with strong connections from the river into communities at
key trailheads. This is defined as the preferred alignment and we will strive to achieve
this goal. A good example is the existing trail in Millvale Borough or the trail along the
Riverfront Park in Tarentum. Much of this alignment is right at the top of the slope
directly overlooking the river. A typical preferred alignment is shown below:

(Typial preferred alignment)

Practical Alignment: The practical alignment will take into account private property
along the riverfront, industrial property uses and active railroads. To accommodate all of
these issues, a practical alignment has been identified. This alignment is more likely to
be developed in a shorter timeframe and can be used until other uses along the river
change. The practical alignment will typically veer away from the riverfront and into
communities sometimes using on street facilities (share the road) or other property that
can be acquired for separated trail property. Please refer to the conceptual designs for the
corridor for more information about what potential on street facilities (share the road)
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could look like in (Section 5.0). A typical practical alignment option of a share the road
facility is shown below:

;?31"%

- N PRSP
hare the road facility)

(Photo of typical

Community Connections: One of the benefits of trails is the potential for economic
development in communities that are along the alignment. Benefits come both from
visitors to communities who spent money while they are using the trail and also an
increase in property values as a result of the trail development. The Great Allegheny
Passage, for example, has an estimated 700,000 trips annually. This equates to an
estimated $40 million impact in direct spending and $7.5 million in wages every year
(Source: Trail Town Program ® www.trailtowns.org).

One of the keys to enhancing the economic development potential of trails is to have
strong connections from the trail into communities. This will also make it easier for
residents along the trail alignment to use the trail. We have identified several
connections from the river into the heart of communities along the trail. These
connections are identified on the maps in Appendix E and discussed in the Trail Corridor
Descriptions.

3.0 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT
List of Stakeholders

Members of the Allegheny Valley Trails Community Trail Initiative include: Allegheny
County, Friends of the Riverfront, Pennsylvania Environmental Council, Department of
Conservation & Natural Resources, Allegheny River Towns Enterprise Zone, Township
of O’Hara Parks and Recreation Committee, Fox Chapel District Association, Natrona
Comes Together, Springdale Team of Active Residents(STAR), Alli-Kiski Historical
Society, Boyd Center, Audubon Society of Western PA, Allegheny Ridge Corporation,
Pittsburgh to Harrisburg to Mainline Canal Greenway, Rachel Carson Trail and the City
of Pittsburgh, Millvale Borough, Shaler Township, Borough of Etna, Sharpsburg
Borough, Aspinwall Borough, Fox Chapel Borough, Township of O’Hara, Blawnox



Borough, Harmar Township, Cheswick Borough, Springdale Borough, Springdale
Township, Frazer Township, Tarentum Borough, Brackenridge Borough, Harrison
Township, Freeport Borough, and Allegheny Township.

Public and Project Stakeholder Meetings

An extensive public involvement program was maintained throughout the feasibility
study process that included stakeholder, municipality, and general public meetings. The
involvement extended to meetings and regular correspondence with community leaders.
Local municipalities were grouped and steering committee members and the consultant
met with municipal representatives to gain local knowledge within the study area. This
was a critical step in the feasibility study as it allowed municipal representatives and
volunteer organizations to develop the alignment by showing the best placement of the
trail route.

In all, twelve (12) informational presentations were made before various municipalities
and community leaders as well as (3) advertised public meetings during the study
process.

At each meeting the public was given the opportunity to discuss sections of the proposed
trail that would pass through their municipalities and indicate an alignment. These
alignments were analyzed for right-of-way impacts, physical restraints, flood plain and
environmental impacts and accessibility. The results of the analysis were then presented
to the municipalities and an agreed upon practical alignment was established that is
described in this feasibility study.

The following is a list of the correspondence with community leaders, municipality and
public meetings with participants:

Municipal Meetings & Correspondence with Community Leaders
o March 10, 2009

e Tarentum
e Brackenridge

e East Deer

e Natrona
o April 20, 2009

e FEtna

e Shaler

e Millvale
o May 5, 2009

e Aspinwall
e Fox Chapel
e Freeport
o May 12,2009
e Springdale Twp.



e Cheswick
o May 18, 2009
= Phone interview Harmar.
o May 20, 2009
= Phone interview with Springdale Borough.
o June 10, 2009
e Freeport
o June 23, 2009
e Allegheny Valley Land Trust
June 25, 2009
e Sharpsburg
July 10, 2009
e City of Pittsburgh - Department of Public Works
July 20, 2009

o

o

o}

Blawnox

Public Meetings

March 2, 2010 Millvale Community Center
March 3, 2010 Alle-Kiski Museum, Tarentum
March 6, 2010 Boyd Community Center, O’Hara Township

The Public and Project Stakeholder Meeting Minutes are attached in appendix B.

Property Owners

In the past, traditional trail development normally consisted of dealing with one property
owner: Railroads. Securing and purchasing the rights to abandoned railroad lines would
sometimes provide 10, 20 or 50 miles of a trail alignment.

However, within Allegheny County, the riverfronts are alive and well with activity —
commercial, industrial, residential, railroads and recreational uses. These uses are
located near the riverfront because the area provides easy access to barge transportation
and a flat area for construction.

As recreational use of the riverfronts grow, working with private property owners has
become more critical. This study area presents some challenges and opportunities with
the significant number of private property owners.

Railroad Property
Private property owners and the Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company are important
partners to the Allegheny Valley Community Trails Study.




The study area has identified several miles of railroad property that would be necessary to
traverse in order to develop a trail near the riverfront. This is a challenging proposition
due to safety concerns identified by the railroad. ~ Property owned by the railroad is
used by railroad personnel to monitor and repair track activity and is part of the track
infrastructure. Safety is of paramount concern to the railroad and a distance of eighty
(80) feet from the tracks is necessary for any type of trail development.

Safety is an important part of trail development and this study recommends a continued
relationship with Norfolk & Southern to determine if and when trail development may
occur.

Private Property

Along the Allegheny River there are industrial, commercial and privately owned homes,
condominiums or apartment complexes. Each type of ownership presents opportunities
to work on identifying trail alignments that owners are comfortable with and provide safe
and secure trails for the users.

Public Property

Several municipalities own property along the riverfront. These segments of land
become important connections for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails Initiative.
Developing riverfront parks and trails is a common use of municipal owned property and
there are several communities that have trails and parks in place along the study area.
We work to connect these segments to complete the entire trail.

4.0 DEMAND FOR AND POTENTIAL USE OF TRAIL
Market Analysis

As stated, one of the benefits of trails is the potential for economic development in
communities that are along the alignment. Benefits come both from visitors to
communities who spent money while they are using the trail. An increase in property
values as a result of the trail development and creation of new businesses that cater
specifically to trail users. Over the past 10 years, the Great Allegheny Passage economic
impact has increased as the trail alignment grew and people began to use the trail for day
trips and overnight trips. There is now an estimated 700,000 trips annually. This equates
to an estimated $40 million impact in direct spending and $7.5 million in wages every
year (Source: Trail Town Program ® www.trailtowns.org).

Friends of the Riverfront is currently conducting a Trail usage survey of the existing
segment so the Three Rivers Heritage Trail and plans to provide the data to the public,
municipal leaders and local planning agencies in October of 2011. The information will
also be provided to the Rails to Trails Conservancy which in 2014 plans conduct a
comprehensive economic impact report for the entire system including currently build but
not yet fully connected segments. Once both studies are complete a clear understanding
of usage and economic benefits will be available and utilized for further development of
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the Three Rivers Heritage Trail. Potential demand for the proposed trail will be
estimated once this information is made available.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails
A comprehensive description of the proposed practical and preferred alignments for the

trail and where they connect to existing trails is shown on the Trail Concept Plan
(Appendix E).

Trail Survey and Results

A trail user survey form was developed to help determine any possible economic impact
that the proposed trail would have on the associated local communities. The target group
for the surveys was focused on stakeholders who would use the trail and also adjacent
property owners / businesses that provide products and services for trail users.

The trail survey form was given to every individual who attended the public meetings.
The survey was made available online at the Friends of the Riverfront webpage for
individuals to print, complete and mail the completed survey to the Friends of the
Riverfront. The results of the completed surveys were recorded and compiled.

The completed surveys showed that a predominant number of people that took the survey
were over 46 years of age, without children. The primary use of the trail would be
walking or biking. Users indicated that in the past year they spent money on average of
$100 for trail use which includes purchases of accessories, clothing, bikes or footwear.
Looking at potential needs identified by the survey; ice cream and beverages ranked the
highest in potential purchases of trail users. A total of 146 completed survey forms were
collected as a result of the public meetings. The answers to the completed surveys are
attached in Appendix D.

5.0 CONCEPTUAL DESIGN FOR CORRIDOR

Trail Corridor Typical Sections

The majority of the multi-use trail will follow a newly constructed paved cart path with a
varied width depending on available space. The paved cart path will consist of a 1.5”
asphalt wearing course, 4.5 asphalt base course, 6”” Subbase (No. 2A), and geotextile
fabric. An alternate crushed limestone cart path of consisting of 2” of AASHTO #10
crushed limestone, 2” of AASHTO #2A Modified, and geotextile fabric can be used
where desirable. An easement, right-of-way or agreement must be obtained from all
affected property owners for the trail. Fencing or concrete barrier will be considered in
the final design along any sections of the trail adjacent to an active rail line and will be
determined following discussions with the Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company. In
other areas, it may be necessary to “share the road” with motor vehicles by using
designated and restricted bike lanes or using signs to mark a ‘bike route”. The areas
where the trail will utilize the “share the road” facilities shall be in accordance with the
MUTCD 2009 Edition standards. The proposed trail and amenity development /
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construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities
Act of 1990. The typical sections for the newly constructed paved and crushed limestone

cart paths are shown below:
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Trail Corridor Description
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In the following section, a description of the current land use for the total length of the
proposed Three Rivers Heritage Trail Corridor is described. There are many small
segments that are necessary to complete the entire alignment from Millvale to Schenley.
This section includes specific descriptions of each segment of trail, typically separated by
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municipality. Other aspects of the segment that is important for development like
property ownership, topography, description, preliminary cost estimates, etc. are included
in Appendix G (Physical Inventory and Assessment of the ROW). This information
should be used to pursue development opportunities.

The following are brief descriptions of each segment of the Three Rivers Heritage Trail
corridor:

Millvale Segment = 0.8 miles
The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Millvale exists and it is in use.

The alignment will begin at Millvale Riverfront Park and follow the existing bike trail
that currently extends from the park to the Shaler Twp. boundary line. The Millvale
Riverfront Park currently serves as a trailhead.

Shaler / Etna Segment = 1.7 miles

The proposed preferred and practical alignment through Shaler/Etna will follow along an
existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks. The service road is along
the river side of the railroad tracks and extends to Bridge Street under the 62™ Street
Bridge along the Etna / Sharpsburg borough boundary. This alignment intersects with
private property and property owned by the Borough of Etna. There are limited
opportunities for a trail connection through Shaler that is not along the riverfront due to
the existing railroad tracks, SR 28 and a steep grade. Much of Shaler and other public
roads are at the top of the steep hill. For much of this section of riverfront there are not
other roads that we can take advantage of to make this connection. This presents a major
challenge to completing this section of trail. The proposed trail and amenity development
/ construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American
Disabilities Act of 1990.

Sharpsburg Segment ~ varies from 1.3 to 1.8 miles

The proposed preferred alignment through Sharpsburg will follow the existing railroad
service road that parallels the railroad tracks from Bridge Street under 62™ St. Bridge and
ends just before the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park. The alignment will connect to the
Sharpsburg Riverfront Park and then run along an existing dirt road along the river that
extends from the park to the Sharpsburg water plant and Silky’s Crow’s Nest Restaurant.
The proposed practical alignment in Sharpsburg will take advantage of Main Street and
improving biking connections through the Sharpsburg business district. Access to Main
Street is available as soon as under the 62™ Street Bridge if needed. Trail users will be
able to cross back to the riverfront at 19™ Street to connect to Aspinwall through private
property. It is also recommended that Freeport Road be upgraded for share the road
opportunities. The Sharpsburg Riverfront Park will serve as a proposed trailhead. The
proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the
2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Township of O’Hara Section No. 1 Segment = varies from 0.4 miles to “to be
determined”

The proposed preferred alignment through the Township of O’hara section 1 will begin
along private property along the riverfront and cross under the Highland Park Bridge to
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the Aspinwall Borough boundary. It is recommended that the practical alignment
include improvements to Freeport Road for share the road opportunities. The proposed
trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010
Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Aspinwall Segment = varies from 0.4 miles to ‘““to be determined”
The proposed preferred alignment through Aspinwall will begin along private property

along the riverfront and connect to the Aspinwall Marina. The alignment will then share
the road for the marina entrance to utilize the public railroad crossing to cross the railroad
tracks and connect to the existing railroad service road that parallels Freeport Road. The
Aspinwall Marina will serve as a proposed trailhead. The practical alignment will use
share the road along Freeport Road and utilize neighborhood streets. The Aspinwall
Marina will serve as a proposed trailhead. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities
Act of 1990.

City of Pittsburgh Segment = 0.7 miles

The proposed preferred & practical alignment through the City of Pittsburgh will follow
the existing railroad service road on Norfolk & Southern property adjacent to Freeport
Road and continue to the railroad crossing for the City of Pittsburgh water treatment plant
(PWSA) entrance. This crossing is owned by the City of Pittsburgh. The alignment will
utilize the existing crossing and maintain along the PWSA employee access road to the
Chapel Harbor Development (O’hara Twp. section 2 boundary line). The proposed trail
and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards
of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Township of O’Hara Section No. 2 Segment = 1.4 miles
The proposed preferred alignment through Township of O’hara section 2 will begin along

the PWSA entrance road that parallels the railroad (adjacent to Chapel Harbor) and cross
the Chapel Harbor retirement home property to connect to the existing walking trail
located along Chapel Harbor Drive. The existing trail along Chapel Harbor Drive
consists of an approximately 5 ft wide sidewalk used for pedestrians. The existing
sidewalk will be used for pedestrian use and Chapel Harbor Drive will be a share the road
facility used for bicycles. The alignment will continue along Chapel Harbor Drive and
then along Zaenger Drive to Riverfront Drive. The alignment will then cross Zaenger
Drive and Riverfront Drive and run along Papercraft Park Road, which extends to the
Blawnox Borough boundary line. The trail adjacent to Papercraft Park Road will consist
of an 8 ft wide paved surface. The trail in Township of O’hara Section No. 2 can be
directly accessed along Chapel Harbor Road. An existing connection to the Squaw
Valley Trail is in-place and will connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel Harbor
entrance. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in
accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Blawnox Segment = varies from (.8 miles to 1.0 miles

The proposed practical alignment through Blawnox will begin adjacent to 4™ Street and
continue adjacent to Centre Avenue. The alignment will use the Centre Avenue public
railroad crossing to cross the railroad tracks and follow along the existing railroad service
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road closest to Freeport Road. The Blawnox Borough Community Park will serve as a
proposed trailhead. The alignment will continue along the existing railroad service road
that extends to the Township of O’hara section 3 boundary line. The proposed preferred
alignment will begin along 4™ Street and follow along the municipal boundary to the
riverfront. The alignment will follow along the riverfront through private property to the
Township of O’hara section 3 boundary line. The proposed trail and amenity
development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the
American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Township of O’Hara Section No. 3 Segment = varies from 1.8 miles to “to be
determined”

The proposed preferred alignment through Township of O’hara section 3 will begin along
the riverfront through private property and continue to River Road. The alignment will
continue along River Road to the public railroad crossing just before Freeport Road. The
alignment will then continue along the existing railroad service road that parallels the
railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extends to the Harmar Township boundary line. No
improvements are anticipated for the public railroad crossings. It is suggested for the
practical alignment that improvements to Freeport Road be made for Share the Road
opportunities. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in
accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Harmar Segment = varies from 3.0 miles to “to be determined”
The proposed preferred alignment through Harmar will follow the existing railroad

service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extends to the Cheswick
boundary line. The public boat launch properties owned by the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and the PA Fish and Boat Commission will serve as proposed trailheads.
This trail alignment presents major challenges because of a steep hillside, Route 28,
Freeport Road and the railroad tracks. Options for the alignment are limited. It is
recommended that a practical alignment include biking improvements along Freeport
Road and utilize neighborhood streets. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities
Act of 1990.

Cheswick Segment = varies from 0.7 miles to 0.8 miles
The proposed preferred alignment through Cheswick will follow along the existing

railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks and extends to the Springdale
Township boundary line. The proposed practical alignment through Cheswick will use
the public railroad crossing along Blockdale Street to cross the railroad tracks and onto
private property. The alignment will then continue through various private properties
along the riverfront and extend to the Rachael Carson Park along S. Duquesne Ave. The
Rachael Carson Park along S. Duquesne Ave will serve as a proposed trail head for the
practical & preferred alignments. There is public parking available at the Rachael Carson
Park. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance
with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.
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Springdale Borough Segment = varies from 1.5 miles to 1.9 miles

The proposed practical alignment through Springdale Borough will begin at the public
railroad crossing along S. Duquesne Ave. and become a share the road facility along S.
Duquesne Ave., Freeport Rd., Coalfax St., Railroad St., Keane St., and Butler St to the
Springdale Borough boundary line. The Veterans Memorial Ballfields, Springdale
Township VFW, and the public boat launch owned by Springdale Borough along Colfax
St. will serve as proposed trail heads. An existing connection to the Rachael Carson Trail
is in-place at the Springdale Township VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail head.
The proposed preferred alignment through Springdale Borough will follow along the
existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and
extends to the Springdale Township boundary line. The proposed trail and amenity
development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the
American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Springdale Township Segment = 1.3 miles

The proposed preferred alignment through Springdale Township will follow along the
existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and
extends to the East Deer boundary line. An existing connection to the Rachael Carson
Trail is in-place at the Springdale Township VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail
head for the proposed trail alignment. It is recommended that the practical alignment
include improvements to Freeport Road for share the road opportunities. The proposed
trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010
Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

East Deer Segment = varies from 2.2 miles to 3.1 miles

The proposed practical alignment through East Deer will begin along Freeport Road via a
share the road facility and extend to the public railroad crossing at the East Deer Park.
The alignment will run through the East Deer Park and private property (PPG Industries)
to Ferry Street. The alignment will then continue along Ferry Street and cut through
private property (PPG Industries) adjacent to railroad property to a point where the trail
can cross the private property to make its way back along the riverfront The alignment
will then follow along the riverfront through private property (1000 Treadway Trust &
Holcim Inc.) to the Tarentum Borough boundary line. The proposed preferred alignment
through East Deer will begin along the existing railroad service road that parallels the
railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extend to the Air Products entrance. The alignment
will utilize the entrance to follow along the riverfront through private property and into
the East Deer Park. The alignment will run through the East Deer Park and private
property (PPG Industries) to Ferry Street. The alignment will then continue along Ferry
Street and cut through private property (PPG Industries) adjacent to railroad property to a
point where the trail can cross the private property to make its way back along the
riverfront The alignment will then follow along the riverfront through private property
(1000 Treadway Trust & Holcim Inc.) to the Tarentum Borough boundary line. (1000
Treadway Trust & Holcim Inc.) to the Tarentum Borough boundary line. The proposed
trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010
Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.
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Tarentum Segment = 1.5 miles
The proposed practical alignment through Tarentum will begin along private property

along the riverfront and then become a share the road facility along Grantham Street to
W. 6™ Avenue to 4™ Avenue to 1% Avenue to the Tarentum Riverfront Park. The
alignment will then run through the Tarentum Riverfront Park to the Brackenridge
Memorial Park. The proposed preferred alignment will begin along private property
along the riverfront and extend to 4™ Avenue and then to 1 Avenue to the Tarentum
Riverfront Park. The alignment will then run through the Tarentum Riverfront Park to
the Brackenridge Memorial Park. The Tarentum Public Boat Launch & Riverfront Park
will serve as proposed trailheads. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities
Act of 1990.

Brackenridge Segment < 0.6 miles
The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Brackenridge will begin at the

Brackenridge Memorial Park and follow the existing walking trail that extends through
the park. The alignment will then continue as a share the road facility along 1% Avenue
to Brackenridge Borough line. The Brackenridge Memorial Park will serve as a proposed
trailhead. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in
accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Harrison Township Segment = varies from 4.6 miles to 5.6 miles
The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Harrison Township will be a

share the road facility beginning along River Avenue and continue to Veteran’s Way.
The alignment will then follow Veteran’s Way along the river that extends to the U.S.
Army Corps (USACE) property for the Allegheny River Lock Station. The alignment
may then either continue along U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property back along River
Avenue to Federal Street or stop at the U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property and bear left
through private property. The practical alignment will then continue along Federal Street
to N. Canal Street, where as the preferred alignment will follow the riverfront through
private property and connect the existing railroad service road and extend to the proposed
onramp to the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River. The practical alignment will
then continue along N. Canal Street and onto Karns Road. The practical alignment will
follow Karns Road till the road turns into Oak Manor Drive. The practical alignment will
then cross private property (Mount Airy Cemetery) and may continue on railroad
property along the existing railroad service road to the proposed onramp to the SR 356
Bridge over the Allegheny River. The Harrison Ballpark off of Karns Rd. will serve as a
proposed trailhead. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be
in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Freeport Borough / Allegheny Township Segment = 2.5 miles

The proposed practical alignment will begin along the proposed onramp to the SR 356
Bridge over the Allegheny River. The alignment will run adjacent to the proposed
onramp and across the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River. Bridge reconstruction
includes a bike lane The alignment will use this bike lane to cross the SR 356 Bridge
over the Allegheny River and onto River Landing Drive (share the road facility), which is
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adjacent to the River Forest Golf Club. The alignment will continue along River Landing
Drive and connect to the abandoned railroad bed along the Allegheny River. The
abandoned railroad bed is private property and has recently been sold. The new owners
of the property have publicly discussed working with Allegheny Township to provide a
1.5 mile transfer of the abandoned railroad bed to the Butler/Freeport trail. The proposed
practical alignment will provide a connection to the Butler/Freeport Trail via the old
abandoned railroad bed under the north side of the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny
River and the proposed bike lane across the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River.
The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with
the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Trail Corridor Definitions

The following are definitions for the various items that are described in the trail corridor
descriptions and cost estimates in Appendix F.

Description — Brief description of trail segment and location

Legal Feasibility — Brief description regarding the feasibility of trail segment.

Property Owners — Identify all segment property owners impacted by the trail alignment.
Topography — Is the area flat? Are the any significant obstacles like creeks, dams, etc.

Land Use — Identify and address potential impacts on adjacent land uses (agricultural lands,
industrial properties, school facilities, businesses, residences, etc.)

Erosion/Drainage Problems — noticeable problems with erosion and water

Significant Natural Features — the adjacent or intersecting streams; significant natural
features (lakes, ponds, rock outcroppings, wetlands, floodplains, etc.); and, existing
vegetation and wildlife analysis (identify any species of concern or sensitive habitat areas in
the project area and/or the existence of aggressive, weedy species/major invasive plants)

Structures in Corridor — Provide a general assessment of existing bridges, canals, culverts,
and/or tunnels. Provide a general assessment of existing trail buildings (train stations, etc.).
Identify potential and/or obvious trail encroachments.

Utilities — Identify and map the location of utilities in relationship to trail and alternative trail
locations (water, sanitary sewers, electrical and gas lines, telephone, etc.).

Access the capacity of these utilities to serve trail development.

Determine instances where the physical location of utilities may be an impediment to trail
development.

Property Owner Required Right-of-Way — Identify property owners impacted by the trail
alignment right-of-way.
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Environmental Hazards — Based on preliminary assessments, determine the need for
environmental assessment studies relative to toxic waste disposal or other environmental
hazards.

Intersections and Access Points — Identify and map existing road crossings, active rail
lines, driveways, etc. Inventory access points located within the corridor for possible
vehicular and pedestrian assess to and through the corridor.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — Possible connections to neighboring
developments for both recreational and commuter use by residents and employees; and,
Possible connections with other existing or proposed trails. Possible motorized/non-
motorized public access points to the riverfronts.

User Demand & Market Analysis — Estimate initial usage levels, project future usage levels
and estimate seasonal demand versus year-round demand based on surveying and
information about the location.

ROW Costs — Costs to acquire necessary pieces of property if known.

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate — Cost estimate of what it would cost to
construct this segment of trail based on conceptual designs.

6.0 TRAIL OPERATION, MAINTENANCE, AND
SECURITY

Typically Friends of the Riverfront aids in the development of new sections of the Three
Rivers Heritage Trail. As part of this process there is a high probability that the
municipality will own and maintain the trail and adjacent amenities. If however the
municipality is unable or unwilling to do so Friends of the Riverfront is set up as a land
trust to hold properties or in some cases Allegheny County may assume the role of
ownership. In all instances Friends of the Riverfront will offer aid in maintaining the trail
corridor through a license and maintenance agreement.

7.0 FINANCIAL FEASIBILITY

Cost Estimates

Right-of-way or Easement Acquisition

The proposed practical trail alignment occupies 15 miles of existing public right-of-way
and 3 miles of existing trails which does not need to be acquired. This anticipates that
right-of-way for the remaining 11 miles of proposed trail will need to be acquired. The
proposed preferred trail alignment occupies 2 miles of existing public right-of-way and 3
miles of existing trails which does not need to be acquired. This anticipates that right-of-
way for the remaining 24 miles of proposed trail will need to be acquired.
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The proposed trail template varies due to limited construction opportunities, so a
conservative estimate of the required right-of-way width is 20 feet. This defines a linear
corridor that covers approximately 70 acres for the entire corridor. In addition, 14
trailheads are proposed that will utilize existing facilities.

Right-of-way for the proposed trail can be acquired through a variety of instruments
including fee simple, easement or lease agreement. Purchase of the right-of-way in fee
simple is generally preferred, but may not be feasible along much of the alignment
because it could interfere with the economic interests of the current owners. Fee simple
acquisition of the proposed trail right-of-way across large undivided tracts of land would
require subdivision, which can be costly and time consuming. However, not having a fee
simple interest in the trail right-of-way will make it difficult to secure public funding,
since many government agencies require a fee simple interest, or at least a legal
instrument that is guaranteed for the design life of the improvements.

Easement or lease agreements do not necessarily need to be described in the metes and
bounds, but can simply identify logical termini and reserve corridor improved to set
specifications necessary for the defined use and maintenance of the trail. This provides
the property owners with the flexibility to relocate the trail if they have a compelling
financial interest to do so. Because it does not completely encumber the owner’s future
use of the land, a flexible easement or lease agreement could significantly reduce the cost
of the right-of-way acquisition.

Right-of-way acquisition can cost what the market will bear. A uniform fair appraisal
valuation will be defined using the county property assessments. The range of values for
a 20 foot tract of land is estimated at $20,000 to $100,000 per acre. This results in a total
estimate for right-of-way cost that ranges from $540,000 to $2,700,000 for the practical
alignment and $1,180,000 to $5,900,000 for the preferred alignment. The right-of-way
acquisition cost for each segment of the corridor is listed in Appendix G.

The scope of engineering services varies widely with the legal instrument used for right-
of-way acquisition. If the right-of-way is acquired in fee simple, the need to perform
deed research, survey, subdivide, and monument miles of primary trail right-of-way will
have a significant cost. However, if most of the right-of-way is acquired as a flexible
easement or a lease agreement, most of the boundary surveying and subdivision cost are
eliminated. Conservatively estimating that 20% of the primary trail right-of-way will
require deed research, survey and monumentation puts the minimum cost for design
services for right-of-way acquisition at $50,000 and $150,000.

Design and Environment Clearance

The cost for engineering and environmental services to design and obtain environmental
clearance for construction of the proposed trail will vary greatly due to the diverse land
types along the riverfront. However, it is conceivable that all design and environmental
clearance for the proposed trail could be attained for between $150,000 and $300,000.
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Construction Costs

The proposed practical alignment occupies a variety of existing conditions ranging from
raw undeveloped land to existing state highway. The proposed practical alignment
traverses approximately 18.0 miles of existing paved roadway, and 11.0 miles of off-road
alignment, of which will require asphalt pavement. The proposed preferred alignment
traverses approximately 5.0 miles of existing paved roadway, and 24.0 miles of off-road
alignment, of which will require asphalt pavement. Recent experience with similar trail
projects has shown that contractor bids are so variable and escalating so quickly, that a
detailed breakdown by construction cost items is not likely to yield reliable information.
However, experience has shown that the most reliable ball park estimate for average trail
construction costs remains at approximately $20,000 to $50,000 per mile for trail along
existing roadways and $250,000 to $300,000 for trail requiring new asphalt pavement.
The 14 trailhead facilities are not expected to be very expensive since they are existing
parking areas, parks, etc. and will only require signage. There are no expected structural
items anticipated at this time for construction of the practical alignment.

The total cost for construction of the entire proposed practical alignment is anticipated to
be within the range of $2,880,000 to $3,950,000. The total cost for construction of the
entire proposed preferred alignment is anticipated to be within the range of $6,330,000 to
$7,700,000. The construction cost for each segment of the corridor is listed in Appendix
G.

Maintenance Costs

An excellent overview of operation and maintenance cost is provided by the Rails to
Trails Conservancy Northeast Regional Office in their July 2005 publication Rail-Trail
Maintenance & Operation. This publication compares the maintenance and operation
costs of 100 rail-trails in the Northeast and Mid-west. The maintenance & operation
costs reported ranged from a low of $500 to a high of $800,000 per year; with an average
M & O cost of $50,000. The average trail surveyed was 23 miles long, and reported
maintenance & operation costs of just under $1,500 per mile, regardless of whether it had
a paved or unpaved surface. Much of this cost can be covered by volunteers and trail-
tender groups.

The Importance of Local Support
When preparing and considering an estimate of costs it is very important to consider how

support from within the community can reduce costs enormously. For example, a high
level of support from land owners could reduce estimated right-of-way acquisition costs
significantly. Similarly, if construction is funded locally, state and Federal requirements
and standards can be relaxed and some eliminated altogether. Costs for maintenance of
the trail where it occupies utility right-of-way could be shared between the entity
responsible for maintenance of the trail and the municipal authority. The more the
community takes ownership and is involved in maintenance and operation of the trail, the
less there is likely to be vandalism and incidents of illegal activity along the trail corridor.
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Phased Implementation Plan

The development of the Three Rivers Heritage Trail is a long-term proposition that will
likely be developed in segments. The following sections have the highest potential for
being dedicated as a trail with minimal costs and right-of-way conflicts:

City of Pittsburgh/Township of O’Hara Sec. 2/Blawnox

The trail will begin at the City of Pittsburgh water treatment plant (PWSA) entrance and
maintain along the employee access road. The trail will then cross the Chapel Harbor
retirement home property to connect to the existing walking trail located along Chapel
Harbor Drive. The existing trail along Chapel Harbor Drive consists of an approximately
5 ft wide sidewalk used for pedestrians. The existing sidewalk will be used for pedestrian
use and Chapel Harbor Drive will be a share the road facility used for bicycles. The
alignment will continue along Chapel Harbor Drive and then along Zaenger Drive to
Riverfront Drive. The alignment will then cross Zaenger Drive and Riverfront Drive and
run along Papercraft Park Road and 4™ Street to Centre Avenue. The trail adjacent to
Papercraft Park Road and 4™ Street will consist of an 8 ft wide paved surface. The trail in
can be directly accessed along Chapel Harbor Road. An existing connection to the
Squaw Valley Trail is in-place and will connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel
Harbor entrance.

Trail length — 1.8 miles

Estimated Construction Cost - $145,000 to $200,000

East Deer/Tarentum/Brackenridge
The trail will begin at the East Deer Park located along Freeport Road. The trail will run

through the East Deer Park and private property (PPG Industries) to Ferry Street. The
trail will then continue along Ferry Street and cut through private property (PPG
Industries) adjacent to railroad property to a point where the trail can cross the private
property to make its way back along the riverfront. The trail will then follow along the
riverfront through private property (1000 Treadway Trust & Holcim Inc.) to Grantham
Street. The trail will then follow along Grantham Street, W. 6 Avenue, 4t Avenue, and
1** Avenue sharing the roadway to the Tarentum Riverfront Park. The trail will then run
through the Tarentum Riverfront Park and Brackenridge Memorial Park to East 1%
Avenue.

Trail length — 3.4 miles

Estimated Construction Cost - $666,000 to $820,000

Harrison Township
The trail will begin as a share the road facility along River Avenue and continue to the

intersection with Linden Street. At the intersection, the trail will turn onto and follow
Veteran’s Way along the river that extends to the U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property
for the Allegheny River Lock Station. The alignment may then either continue along
U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property back along River Avenue to Federal Street or stop
at the U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property and bear left through private property. The
alignment will then continue along Federal Street to N. Canal Street. Then alignment
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will then continue along N. Canal Street and onto Karns Road. The alignment will
follow Karns Road to where the road turns into Oak Manor Drive.

Trail length — 3.8 miles

Estimated Construction Cost - $76,000 to $190,000

8.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND
RECOMMENDATIONS

This study reviews the various alignment alternatives available, identifies a practical and
preferred alignments based on feasibility and user demand, identifies and documents the
affected properties and their owners, documents and extensive public involvement
process, and projects the costs associated for implementation of the proposed trail project.

This project has the potential to be a great asset for the 17 municipalities involved along
this corridor. It will provide recreational as well as educational value to the entire region.
It will also connect to major trail systems.

Much work has been done to date:
¢ In 2001, Millvale Borough completed their portion of the Three Rivers Heritage
Trail including the development of several riverfront amenities like a boat access
point, picnic shelter and restrooms.
¢ In 2005, O’Hara Township completed a Trail Feasibility and Planning Study.

Phase I implementation of this study included the completion of the Squaw Valley

Riverfront Trail, which provided a connection from Squaw Valley Park to Chapel

Harbor with spurs north along the river to the Fox Chapel Yaught Club.

In 2006 Sharpsburg Borough began work on a trail and boat ramp as a segment of

the Three Rivers Heritage Trail.

The connection between the City of Pittsburgh and the Borough of Millvale was

completed in the Fall of 2010 creating a safe connection to the Three Rivers

Heritage Trail.

* In 2009 the Community Trails Feasibility Study was initiated encompassing 17
municipalities (City of Pittsburgh, Millvale, Shaler, Etna, Sharpsburg, Aspinwall,
Fox Chapel, O’Hara Township, Blawnox, Harmar, Cheswick, Springdale,
Springdale Township, Frazer, Tarentum, Brackenridge and Harrison).

®,
0.0

/
0.0

L)

Successes of the Community Trails Feasibility Study to date:
¢ 17 municipalities have signed on are supportive including three counties
(Allegheny, Westmoreland & Armstrong). We have support letters and have held
face-to-face meetings with every municipality.
+ In addition to stakeholder meetings we have held one round of public meetings.
Over 70 people attended each one of three meetings along the alignment. There is
strong public interest in this project.
Both the Freeport & Hulton Bridges are undergoing renovation or rebuilding. In
both cases there will be bike/pedestrian accommodations on the new or renovated
structure in part because of the trail efforts in this area.

R/
L 44
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+¢ This trail project is part of two larger mega-greenway projects endorsed and
supported by the Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. The Erie to
Pittsburgh Trail and the Harrisburg to Pittsburgh Mainline Canal Greenway. Both
projects bring interest and momentum to this important segment.

+¢ This trail is viewed as part of the quality of life for the local communities, but
more importantly it is also seen an economic driver.

Challenges:
¢ 13 of the 29 miles needed to complete the trail are within Norfolk & Southern
Railroad property. This is a high speed line and Norfolk & Southern is looking
for expansion opportunities. They are not currently open to negotiations.
¢ Specific communities have limited opportunity for a practical alignment and

community connection (Etna and Township of O’Hara/Harmar are particularly
difficult).

Opportunities
¢ There are several existing riverfront parks that are owned by municipalities that
can be connected as part of the larger trail system (Millvale, Sharpsburg, O’Hara-
trail through private development, Cheswick, Springdale, East Deer, Tarentum,
Brackenridge, and Harrison).
¢ Key riverfront acquisitions will be important to completing this project. There is
currently an opportunity at the Aspinwall Marina and 0.5 acres of riverfront
property in Etna Borough adjacent to the 62™ Street Bridge.
Explore community connections and combination of road and trail connections.
Allegheny County has developed “ActiveAllegheny” which focuses on
connectivity to our existing transportation system using walking, biking and other
modes of transportation. It provides an opportunity to plan and prioritize bike
routes and walking facilities. The goal is to connect people to communities, work
places, schools, transit sites, attractions and residences. ActiveAllegheny looks at
the following components: Bike Allegheny, Walk and Roll Allegheny (ADA
accessibility), Complete Streets, Active Transportation opportunities and Actions.
Each component provides resources, identifies potential opportunities,
deficiencies and system improvements and looks at both successful policies and
programs. This action plan provides municipalities’ opportunities to develop safe
walking routes to schools, on road biking opportunities and ideas to develop safe
and sustainable active transportation.
http://www.activeallegheny.com/

In order to build on successes and to meet the challenges that are we have identified
several pilot projects and next steps. The following are recommendations as a result of
the feasibility study:

e Easement agreements with Norfolk & Southern must be negotiated for use of any
railroad property to allow for construction of the trail. In some instances, the
condition of the service roads along the property right-of-way may provide
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enough property to ensure safety. Additionally, minimal costs would be involved
to provide a surface for walking or biking.

e Request local municipalities to amend their existing zoning ordinances in order to
specify and require a setback from the river edge on all new development. There
is a model riverfront development ordinance in the Improving Local
Development Regulations handbook that would help municipalities amend their
zoning ordinances. Allegheny County has a similar subdivision and land
development ordinance (SALDO) to require a minimum setback for watercourses
of 50 feet. This ordinance would provide an opportunity for a possible location
for the trail along the riverfront within the municipality. The City of Pittsburgh,
Pennsylvania Code has another similar ordinance for riverfront overlay district.
These examples are attached in Appendix H.

e Conduct a title search for all the impacted and adjacent railroad property to clarify
any leasing or easement agreements.

Support from the host municipalities is very important, because it is the local
communities that will most likely be responsible for maintenance and operation of the
trail once it has been constructed. The local communities will also derive the most
economic benefit. The costs associated with right-of-way acquisition, engineering and
environmental services, construction, operation and maintenance may appear formidable,
but accomplished in carefully planned phases this is a very affordable project. Once the
most attractive segments are constructed, revenue realized from heritage and recreational
tourism will provide the compelling force that drives this project through to completion.
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APPENDIX A
LOCATION MAP
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APPENDIX B
REGIONAL TRAIL MAP
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APPENDIX C

PUBLIC AND PROJECT STAKEHOLDER MEETING
MINUTES
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MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Allegheny River Trail Kickoff Meeting
Meeting Date: January 6, 2009 — 1:00 P.M.

Place: Friends of the Riverfront Office
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

* (A) Tom Baxter (FOR) stated that he will supply MKA all studies, reports, and files of any
previous or relevant projects around the city.

* Tom stated that MKA should use the DCNR GIS standards to develop the feasibility study,
since the funding will come through DCNR.

® Ohara Twp. already has an agreement with the Allegheny County GIS department to supply
any necessary GIS information to MKA when requested.

¢ Darla Crarotta (AC) stated that many of the townships within the project limits already have
proposed trail plans and they should be implemented in the feasibility study.

e Tom (ROR) stated that they have developed a Community Trails contact committee for this
project, which consists of the public officials for each municipality involved in this project.

e Darla (AC) stated that a public meeting has already been held with the 17 municipalities
involved with this project to inform them of the trail intentions and receive any comments or
feedback. Darla stated they received positive feedback and support from the municipalities
and that the majority of the municipalities within the project limits seem to be in favor of the
proposed trail.

* Tom (FOR) stated that ideally he would like the trail to stay along the river, but in reality the
alignment will most likely involve being placed along various streets. Trail maintenance will
be an important factor to consider when laying the proposed trail alignment. All railroad
crossings need to be shown on the final basemap.

e Darla (AC) stated that the priority of this study is to show an ideal trail alignment and the
practical trail alignment based on our findings and experience.

Darla (AC) stated that we can get a railroad GIS layer from SPC online if needed.

(A) A municipal (workshop) meeting will be scheduled with the committee to present a
preliminary base map without a proposed trail alignment to receive any comments or possible
trail alignment pinch-points.

* (A) MKA will prepare the preliminary basemap and meet with Tom (ROR) to make sure the
map will be sufficient for the municipal meeting.

e (A) MKA will develop a proposed trail alignment based from the committee meeting
comments and then adjust the alignment in areas where it will be difficult to construct or
obtain ROW based on our experience.

® (A) A second municipal meeting will be scheduled with the committee to present the
proposed trail alignment for any additional comments or suggestions.

e Tom (ROR) stated the City has a formula to determine what trails will need to be paved and
what trails will need to have crushed limestone.

* The proposed trail alignment should try to connect to any existing parks if possible.

(A) Tom stated the Allegheny River Towns Enterprise Zone (ARTEZ) also received a grant
from DCNR for the trail and will need to be billed.



These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,

please notify me in a timely manner.

cc: All Attendees

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

Steven D. Baird, EIT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Allegheny River Trail Meeting
Meeting Date: February 10, 2009 — 10:00 A.M.
Place: Friends of the Riverfront Office
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e MKA presented the GIS base map file of the project and a color plot of the Tarentum test
section for any comments or recommendations. Some of the comments include:
o Show all road names on the basemap and make the text more legible.
Label all the railroads on the basemap with the railroad owners.
Label all municipal parks on the basemap.
Show a transparent shading of all the properties that are owned by each municipality.
Insert the GIS contour file into the basemap for future meetings to reveal areas with
steep slopes along the river. This layer will not be tuned on, but will only be used to
answer questions in future meetings.
o Insert the GIS 100-year floodplain file into the basemap. This layer will not be
turned on, but will only be used to answer questions in future meetings.
e Tom Baxter (FOR) has scheduled a meeting on February 17, 2009 with the Steering
Committee to introduce MKA as the designers for the project. At this meeting, MKA will do
a quick overview of the project by presenting the GIS base map file on an overhead projector
and color plots of the Tarentum test section and test sections of Aspinwall to Blawnox.
® (A) Tom Baxter (FOR) will check with DCNR to determine if funding is available for the
project if the proposed alignment is within the 100-year floodplain.

o000

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

<tz Rl

Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: February 17, 2009 — 6:00 P.M.
Place: Boyd Community Center

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

¢ Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel & Associates as
the consultant who will prepare the feasibility study for the Allegheny River Trail.

e Jack Porter (MKA) gave an overview of project and a summary of how MKA will complete
the legal feasibility study for the project. Jack stated the first step in preparing the feasibility
study is MKA will prepare a preliminary base map without a proposed trail alignment from
resources of the Allegheny County GIS Department and meeting with the local municipalities
to receive local knowledge about development, existing trails, planned trails, etc. Jack stated
that MKA will then develop a preferred and practical trail alignment based from municipality
feedback and MKA construction and design experience.

e Steve Baird (MKA) presented a color plot of the Aspinwall to Blawnox test section and the
preliminary GIS project base map file on an overhead projector to present how the Allegheny
County GIS shape files will be a very effective way to determine the legal feasibility by
identifying parcel boundaries, parcel identification numbers and the name and address of the
owners of all affected tax parcels along a proposed alignment. This same approach will be
used to present the project base map to the local municipalities for possible trail locations.

® (A) The Trail Steering Committee commented that they would like to see the existing schools
and libraries on the preliminary base map that will be presented to the local municipalities.

e Jack (MKA) suggested that MKA meet with the local municipalities in groups. The Trail
Steering Committee liked the idea and identified the following groups for the local municipal
meetings:

1. Tarentum, East Deer, Harrison, Brackenridge

2. Shaler, Etna, Millvale, City of Pittsburgh

3. Fox Chapel, Blawnox, O’hara, Aspinwall, Sharpsburg

4. Harmar, Cheswick, Springdale Borough, Springdale Twp.

® (A) The Trail Steering Committee will identify a chairman for each group as well as
participants for each group.

(A) MKA will prepare a Draft Organizational Chart to be completed by Steering Committee.
(A) Darla (AC) stated that the Trail Steering Committee will assist in providing any
consultant names associated with any ongoing or proposed projects along the river.

e Julie Jakubec (O’hara Township) suggested to the Trail Steering Committee that the
municipalities should keep in mind to suggest providing an easement for the proposed trail to
any proposed projects in the future.

e (A) Tom Baxter (FOR) will schedule a 2™ Steering Committee meeting after MKA has met
with the groups.



Subject:

101195

MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: March 10, 2009 - 10:00 A.M.

Place:

Tarentum Borough Building

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

Carl Magnetta (Tarentum Borough) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel &
Associates as the consultant who will prepare the feasibility study for the Allegheny River
Trail.
Terry McCue (MKA) gave an overview of project and a summary of how MKA will
complete the legal feasibility study for the project. Terry (MKA) stated that MKA will meet
with the 17 municipalities in 4 groups of 4 to 5 municipalities at a time and that this is the
first group meeting. Terry (MKA) explained that MKA has prepared a preliminary base map
of the project site showing aerial images, property lines, roadways, parks, railroads, and
municipal buildings to display during the group meetings to receive local knowledge and
possible trail locations from municipal representatives.
Steve Baird (MKA) presented the base map on an overhead projector and stated MKA is
using resources from the Allegheny County GIS Department to identify affected property
owners when a preferred and practical trail alignment is developed. Steve (MKA) explained
how beneficial using the GIS data is to identifying possible affected property owners is to
completing the feasibility study. Steve (MKA) explained that the proposed alignment will
not only be a proposed trail for biking, but will promote business within the municipalities by
providing access to local business adjacent to the trail.
Steve and Terry (MKA) layed out a color plot of each municipality (East Deer, Tarentum,
Brackenridge, and Harrison) and opened the meeting for a workshop with the municipal
representatives to obtain local knowledge and possible trail locations. The preferred and
practical trail alignments were drawn in on the color plots and comments are listed below:
o East Deer Township
= Preferred Alignment
e Starting from the southern border of East Deer, the preferred
alignment would be along the river through railroad property which
only has (2) active lines.
Then cut through Air Products property to get back along the river.
Maintain along river through sewer authority property.
Maintain through East Deer Park along the river (use existing
pedestrian bridge in the park to cross existing drainage swale and
along the existing walking trail in the park).
* Maintain trail along the river to Tarentum Borough
» Practical Alignment
o Starting from the southern border of East Deer, the practical
alignment would run along Freeport Road. Freeport Road currently
has a 5> wide sidewalk along the western side of the road. (RR will
most likely not allow trail within property)
e  Use Air Products driveway to cross RR tracks.
® Maintain trail along Air Products property to get along the river.



Maintain along river through sewer authority property.

Maintain through East Deer Park along the river (use existing
pedestrian bridge in the park to cross existing drainage swale and
along the existing walking trail in the park).

The trail should then cut up along Ford Street and along RR
property, then back down along property to get back along river (to
bypass property with wall along river)

Maintain trail along the river to Tarentum Borough

o Tarentum Borough

= Notes
L ]

The RR property will most likely not be able to be used because ATI
will not want people using the RR ROW.

= Preferred Alignment

Starting from the northern border of East Deer, the preferred
alignment would be along the river to the existing scrap yard.

The trail will cut up along the scrap yard property and along W. 4®
Ave.

Maintain trail along W. 4™ Ave. over bridge (Bull Creek) and then
cut down along Bull Creek to river.

Maintain trail along the river through Tarentum Park to
Brackenridge.

= Practical Alignment

o Brackenridge
=  Notes
L]

Starting from the northern border of East Deer, the practical
alignment would be start along the river and travel up along Gratham
Street sidewalk to Flomnce Street.

Maintain trail along Flornce Street, Larusse Blvd., and W. 6" Ave.
The trail would then turn right onto Center Street (entrance to scrap
yard) and maintain along W. 4™ Ave. to Corbet Street. (Most
businesses in Tarentum are along W. 4™ Ave.)

The trail would then follow Corbet Street (ex. Sidewalk) and cross 1*
Ave. and travel along river through Tarentum Park. The trail can
either run along 1* Ave. or through the park to Brackenridge.

ATI property will not want the trail through their property and they
have a lot of control of the RR property as well.

s Preferred Alignment

Starting from the northern border of Tarentum, the preferred
alignment would run along 1* Ave. (Ex. Sidewalk) to Harrison Twp.

® Practical Alignment (1)

Starting from the northern border of Tarentum, the practical
alignment would run along 1* Ave. (Ex. Sidewalk) to Harrison Twp.

% Practical Alignment (2)

Starting from the northern border of Tarentum, the practical
alignment would run along 1¥ Ave. and up Cherry Street (along
sidewalk) to 5™ Ave. (along sidewalk).

The trail will then run down 5™ Ave. to Morgan Street.
The trail will then run along Morgan Street to 6™ Ave.

The trail will then follow 6™ Ave. to Argonne Drive to Harrison
Twp.



o Harrison Township
= Notes
e ATIwill be widening River Ave. with a proposed sidewalk.
e The other mill up the river from ATI will be closing in the near
future.
» Preferred Alignment
e Starting from the northemn border of Brackenridge, the preferred
alignment would run along River Ave. / 1¥ Ave (ATI will be
widening this road with a proposed sidewalk, cannot really go along
the river because there is an existing steep bank there).
o The trail would maintain along River Ave. to Federal Street.
At Federal Street, the trail would then cut down along the river
(along the property for the existing mill that is going to shutdown).
There is an existing road along the river here.
e The trail would then connect to the RR property and maintain along
the RR property to the northern border of Harrison Twp.
= Practical Alignment
e Starting from the northern border of Brackenridge, the practical
alignment would run along River Ave. / 1% Ave (ATI will be
widening this road with a proposed sidewalk, cannot really go along
the river because there is an existing steep bank there).
The trail would maintain along River Ave. to Federal Street.
e The trail would then run adjacent to Federal Street to N. Canal
Street.
e The trail would then run along N. Canal Street and onto Karns Rd.
(this road currently is used for walking).
The trail then would follow along Karns Road to Oak Manor Road.
At Oak Manor Road, the trail will maintain straight over the hill
(existing trail now) to along the RR property to the northern border
of Harrison Twp.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

Steven D, Baird, EIT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119

MINUTES OF MEETING
Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: March 24, 2010 — 12:00
Place: Friends of the Riverfront Office
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

¢ Steve Baird (MKA) started off the meeting by stating the (3) public meetings
went very well and as a result of the meetings, there were (3) main changes to the
proposed practical alignment for the trail. The changes are listed below:

o The practical alignment in Sharpsburg was revised. Instead of locating the
trail along Main Street, the alignment will be located to run along 19™
Street to the township baseball fields, which connects directly to an
abandoned railroad line. The alignment will follow the abandoned
railroad line under Freeport Road and the Highland Park Bridge, and then
connect back to the railroad maintenance road located adjacent to Freeport
Road. The alignment change was recommended due to the limited space
for the trail and high vehicle traffic along Main Street.

o The proposed practical alignment will run adjacent to an abandoned
railroad line at the Cheswick / Springdale Borough border. The
abandoned railroad line may serve as a possible connection to the Rachael
Carson Trail in the future.

o The practical alignment in East Deer by the East Deer Recreational
Facility, East Deer Sanitary Authority, and Air Products was revised. The
alignment was originally located along the riverfront, but the East Deer
Sanitary Authority currently outlets directly into the river here. As a
result, there isn’t any room to place the trail in this area, so the alignment
was moved to maintain along the railroad maintenance road located
adjacent to Freeport Road and utilize the public RR crossing for the East
Deer Recreational Facility entrance into the existing park.

¢ (A) MKA will evaluate which sections of the trail alignment will be the easiest to
build.

e (A) MKA will verify if PennDOT has adopted the new version of the MUTCD
(Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices).

e (A) MKA will include a preliminary construction cost estimate in the draft
feasibility study.

e (A) Darla Cravotta (AC) will contact Andy Beachle (Director of Parks) who has a
good relationship with John Foley (Norfolk Southern) to discuss when a meeting
can be held to discuss the proposed trail alignment and status of the feasibility
study.

¢ DCNR stated that the feasibility study should include documentation that an
attempt was made to contact the individual private property owners and make



them aware of the proposed alignment,

* (A) MKA will prepare a list of private property owner contact information by
municipality that will be affected.

* (A) A separate meeting with the affected private property owners will be held to
inform the owners of the proposed alignment.

¢ DCNR will review and comment on the draft feasibility study report before it is
submitted.

* (A) A final public meeting will be held once the draft feasibility study is
submitted to construct the final feasibility study report.
e The game plan for the feasibility study is summarized below:

O

o

o]

o
O

Meet with railroad to discuss project ramifications in regards to railroad
property,

Meeting with affected private property owners to give notice in regards to
the alignment layout.

Submit draft feasibility study report

Final public meeting

Submit final draft feasibility study report

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

s 0

Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: April 20, 2009 — 7:00 P.M.
Place: Millvale Borough Building
Attendees:  See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

¢ Terry McCue (MKA) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel & Associates as
the consultant who will prepare the Feasibility Study for the Community Trails Initiative
extending from Millvale to Armstrong County. Terry (MKA) stated that MKA will meet
with the 17 municipalities in 4 groups of 4 to 5 municipalities at a time and that this is the
second group meeting. Terry (MKA) explained that MKA has prepared a preliminary base
map of the project site showing aerial images, property lines, roadways, parks, railroads, and
municipal buildings to display during the group meetings to receive local knowledge,
possible trail lIocations and trail head locations from municipal representatives.

e Steve Baird (MKA) presented the base map on an overhead projector and stated MKA is
using resources from the Allegheny County GIS Department to identify affected property
owners when a preferred and practical trail alignment is developed. Steve (MKA) explained
how beneficial using the GIS data is to identifying possible affected property owners is to
completing the feasibility study.

¢ Steve and Terry (MKA) layed out a color plot of each municipality (Millvale, Shaler, and
Etna) and opened the meeting for a workshop with the municipal representatives to obtain
local knowledge, possible trail locations, access points, and existing railroad crossings. The
preferred and practical trail alignments were drawn in on the color plots and comments are
listed below:

o Millvale Borough
=  Notes

e Millvale Borough currently has an existing bike trail that extends
from the Millvale Riverview Park to a riverfront property in Shaler
Township adjacent to the Millvale / Shaler boundary (which is
owned by Millvale Borough) along the riverfront. The existing bike
trail is approximately 8 feet wide gravel path. The Millvale
Riverview Park currently offers available parking and serves as a
trail head location to the existing bike trail.

o Shaler Township
s Notes

¢ Tim Rogers (Shaler) stated the Shaler Water Plant currently uses the
Norfolk Southern Railroad service road along the riverfront to access
their wells along the river. The service road currently extends from
the riverfront property in Shaler Township that is owned by Millvale
Borough to the Borough of Etna. Tim (Shaler) stated that the Shaler
Water Plant currently has a right-of-entry permit with the Norfolk
Southern to use the service road. Tim (Shaler) explained that
Norfolk Southern is very difficult to negotiate with and that they
would not like the idea of a bike trail along their service road. It was
stated that one possible way to help with negotiations with Norfolk



Southern is to contact local Congressman Altmire (who is in favor of
the community access trails). Tim (Shaler) stated that he believes
the RR service road runs along the railroad to the Pine Creek
crossing bridge. Tim explained that he doesn’t believe the existing
railroad service road crosses Pine Creek railroad bridge.

There are no possible access points through Shaler Township due to
the close proximity of SR 28 and the Norfolk Southern Railroad.

s Preferred & Practical Alignment

Starting from the existing trail through the riverfront property that is
owned by Millvale Borough, the practical alignment would be run
along the Norfolk Southern access road to the Pine Creek railroad
crossing bridge, which is approximately the Shaler Township and
Borough of Etna boundary.

o Borough of Etna

=  Notes

Dave Becki (Etna) stated he is in favor of the community bike trail
through Etna and would try to help in any which way they can. Dave
explained that Etna has existing water wells located along the
riverfront just north of the Pine Creek crossing and are run by the
Shaler Water Plant. Pete Ramage (Etna) was born and raised in Etna
and has a lot of local knowledge of the area and offered to take MKA
on a field view of Etna if necessary. Pete stated he would like to see
the trail run through their business district, which would involve
finding a way to make the trail cross two railroads and SR 28 onto
Butler Street exit along SR 28. Butler Street has an existing
sidewalk and goes straight through the Etna business district.

The Borough of Etna currently owns two pieces of riverfront
property between the Shaler and Sharpsburg boundaries.

The embankment from the river to the Norfolk Southern RR is very
steep along the riverfront property. _

(A) Steve Baird will email Dave Becki the group discussion points
form to complete and return.

= Preferred Alignment

Starting from the northern border of Shaler Township, the preferred
alignment would involve constructing (3) overhead bridges crossing
the two sets of railroad lines along Pine Creek, and SR 28 connecting
to the Butler Street exit along SR 28.

The trail will then run along Butler Street (Ex. Sidewalk) through a
residential area and into the business district of Etna to Bridge Street.
The trail will then run down along Bridge Street (Ex. Sidewalk)
under the 62™ Street Bridge to a possible connection point to the
Sharpsburg trail section. Bridge Street currently crosses the railroad
under the 62™ Street Bridge. Dave (Etna) stated there is an existing
parking lot under the 62™ Street Bridge that could serve as possible
trail head location for Etna.

* Practical Alignment

Starting from the northern border of Shaler Township, the practical
alignment would follow the Norfolk Southern service road and cross
Pine Creek using the existing railroad bridge.

The trail would then follow along riverfront to what appears to be a
possible service road adjacent to the railroad.

The trail would then run through the two properties owned by Etna
and connect to the Sharpsburg trail section under the 62™ Street
Bridge. There is an existing parking lot under the 62™ Street Bridge



that could serve as a possible trail head location for Etna. An
existing railroad crossing is also located under the 62™ Street Bridge.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
Steven D. Baird, E.IT.

Highway Engineer
MCcTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: May 5, 2009 - 6:00 P.M.

Place: Aspinwall Borough Building
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

® Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel & Associates as
the consultant who will prepare the feasibility study for the Community Trails Initiative
extending from Millvale to Armstrong County and gave an overview of the project.

* Jack Porter (MKA) explained that MKA’s approach to completing the legal feasibility study
for the project is to first meet with the local municipalities to receive any local knowledge of
existing trails, planned trails, proposed development, existing railroad crossings, possible trail
access points, etc. Jack (MKA) explained that MKA will then develop a preferred and
practical trail alignment based from municipality feedback and MKA construction / design
experience.

e Steve Baird (MKA) explained that MKA has prepared a preliminary base map of the project
site showing aerial images, property lines, roadways, parks, railroads, and municipal
buildings to display during the group meetings to receive local knowledge, possible trail
locations and trail head locations from municipal representatives. Steve (MKA) presented the
base map on an overhead projector and stated MKA is using resources from the Allegheny
County GIS Department to identify affected property owners when a preferred and practical
trail alignment is developed. Steve (MKA) explained how beneficial using the GIS data is to
identifying possible affected property owners is to completing the feasibility study.

e Steve and Jack (MKA) layed out a color plot of each municipality (Sharpsburg and
Aspinwall) and opened the meeting for a workshop with the municipal representatives to
obtain local knowledge, possible trail locations, access points, and existing railroad crossings.

The preferred and practical trail alignments were drawn in on the color plots and comments
are listed below:

o Sharpsburg Borough
= Notes
¢ No representatives for Sharpsburg Borough attended the meeting.
Tom Baxter (FOR) will be meeting with the representative from
Sharpsburg to discuss the proposed alignment.
o Sharpsburg curmrently has three (3) railroad crossing locations along

the river.
o The first RR crossing is at Bridge Street under the 62™ Street
Bridge.

o The second RR crossing is at 13™ Street which provides
access to the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park.
o The third RR crossing is at 19" Street which provides access
to Sharpsburg Marina / Silky’s Restaurant.
e Darla Cravotta (AC) currently has a plan that shows the set of tracks
closest to the river from approx. the 62™ Street Bridge to approx. 13"
Street has been removed.



= Preferred & Practical Alignment

e Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Etna,
the preferred and practical alignment through Sharpsburg would
begin under the 62™ Street Bridge where the railroad tracks
apparently has been removed.

e The alignment will continue along the set of removed tracks and
connect to the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park (13™ Street RR crossing).
Sharpsburg Riverfront Park would be a great location for a trail
access point with provided parking and a public boat launch.

e The alignment will then continue along the riverfront through a
property owned by The Deitch Company to the Sharpsburg Marina /
Silky’s Restaurant.

o The alignment will then cross under the railroad tracks along 19%
Street and continue along a set of tracks that were removed.
Aspinwall Borough believes that the set of tracks closest to Main
Street has been removed 10-15 years ago. The alignment would
continue along this set of tracks that have been removed through
Ohara Twp. and into Aspinwall Borough.

o Aspinwall Borough
= Notes

e Aspinwall Borough currently has one (1) railroad crossing located
along River Ave. which provides access to the Aspinwall Marina.
Aspinwall Borough owns River Avenue.
e Aspinwall Borough believes that the set of tracks closest to Freeport
Road has been removed approx.10-15 years ago.
= Preferred & Practical Alignment
o The preferred and practical alignment through Aspinwall Borough
would follow along the set of tracks that were removed (adjacent to
Freeport Road). This will provide direct access to the Aspinwall
business district.
o City of Pittsburgh
* Notes

e No representatives for the City of Pittsburgh attended the meeting.

e The City of Pittsburgh currently has one (1) railroad crossing located

along Freeport Road, which provides access to the Water Authority.
» Preferred & Practical Alignment

¢ The preferred and practical alignment through The City of Pittsburgh
would follow along the set of tracks that were removed (adjacent to

Freeport Road). This will provide direct access to the Waterworks
Mall.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

=

Steven D. Baird, ELT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: May 12, 2009 — 10:00 A.M.

Place: Springdale Township Borough Building
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

* Hannah Hardy (PEC) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel & Associates as
the consultant who will prepare the feasibility study for the Community Trails Initiative
extending from Millvale to Armstrong County and gave an overview of the project.

¢ Jack Porter (MKA) explained that MKA's approach to completing the legal feasibility study
for the project is to first meet with the local municipalities to receive any local knowledge of
existing trails, planned trails, proposed development, existing railroad crossings, possible trail
access points, etc. Jack (MKA) explained that MKA will then develop a preferred and
practical trail alignment based from municipality feedback and MKA construction / design
experience.

¢ Steve Baird (MKA) explained that MKA has prepared a preliminary base map of the project
site showing aerial images, property lines, roadways, parks, railroads, and municipal
buildings to display during the group meetings to receive local knowledge, possible trail
locations and trail head locations from municipal representatives. Steve (MKA) presented the
base map on an overhead projector and stated MKA is using resources from the Allegheny
County GIS Department to identify affected property owners when a preferred and practical
trail alignment is developed. Steve (MKA) demonstrated GIS works and how beneficial
using the GIS data is to identifying possible affected property owners is to completing the
feasibility study.

* Steve and Jack (MKA) layed out a color plot of each municipality (Sharpsburg and
Aspinwall) and opened the meeting for a workshop with the municipal representatives to
obtain local knowledge, possible trail locations, access points, and existing railroad crossings.
The preferred and practical trail alignments were drawn in on the color plots and comments
are listed below:

® George Manning (Springdale Twp.) stated the railroad company originally had two (2) sets of
railroad tracks from Harmar to East Deer Township and that one (1) set of tracks has been

removed. The set of tracks that have been removed is along Freeport Road, not along the
river.

o Harmar
= Notes
e No representatives for Harmar attended the meeting.
¢ Harmar currently has five (5) railroad crossing locations along the
river.
o The first RR crossing is for access to the Sewage Treatment
Plant, just north of the Hulton Bridge.
o The second RR crossing is at Wendzel Drive, which
provides access to the park owned by the PA Fish and Boat
Commission.
0 The third RR crossing is at Warner Camp Road.
o The fourth RR crossing is Denny Estates.



o The fifth RR crossing is for access to the public boat launch

located adjacent to the PA turnpike bridge.
* Harmar has two (2) possible trail head access points.

o The first possible trail head access point is located at the PA
Fish and Boat Commission Park / Boat Launch and has
available public parking.

o The second possible trail head access point is located at the
public boat launch adjacent to the PA Tumnpike Bridge and
has available public parking.

= Preferred & Practical Alignment
o Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Ohara,
the preferred and practical alignment will run through Harmar along
the set of railroad tracks that have been removed (Freeport Road

Side).
o Cheswick
s Notes
® Gayle Godfrey (Cheswick Council) attended the meeting on behalf
of Cheswick.
e Cheswick currently has two (2) railroad crossing locations along the
river.
o The first RR crossing is along Blockdale Street and provides
access to Reed’s Marina.

o The second RR crossing is along S. Duquesne Ave. and

provides access to the Rachael Carson Park
e Cheswick has one (1) possible trail head access point.

o The first possible trail head access point is located at the
Rachael Carson Park, which currently has available public
parking.

= Preferred Alignment
e Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering
Harmar, the preferred alignment will run along the set of railroad
tracks that have been removed (Freeport Road Side) to the railroad
crossing at Blockdale Street (access road to Reed’s Marina).
¢ The preferred alignment will then cross the railroad tracks using the
existing railroad crossing at Blockdale Street and run along the
riverfront property to the Rachael Carson Park.
e Connecting to the Rachael Carson Park, the trail will cross the
railroad tracks using the existing crossing along S. Duquesne Ave.
e The preferred alignment will then run along the set of railroad tracks
that have been removed and continue to Springdale Township.
®  Practical Alignment
e Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering
Harmar, the practical alignment will run through Cheswick to

Springdale Township along the set of railroad tracks that have been
removed.

o Springdale Township
= Notes
* Springdale Township currently has three (3) railroad crossing
locations along the river.
o The first RR crossing is along Coflax Street and provides
access to a public boat launch which is owned by Springdale
Township.
o The second RR crossing is along RI Lampus Ave. and
provides access to RI Lampus.



o The third RR crossing is along Butler Street and provides
access to a number of Industrial businesses along the
riverfront.

¢ Springdale Township has two (2) possible trail head access points.

o The first possible trail head access point is located at the
public boat launch which is owned by Springdale Township.
The boat launch offers public parking.

o The second possible trail head access point is located at the
Springdale Township VFW, which offers public parking and
is a trail head access point to the Rachael Carson Trail.

=  Preferred & Practical Alignment

e Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering
Cheswick, the preferred and practical alignment will run through
Springdale Township along the set of railroad tracks that have been
removed. The preferred alignment will offer a connection point to
the Rachael Carson Trail using the existing railroad crossing along
Butler Street and running along Lincoln Ave. to connect to the
Springdale Township VFW.
o Springdale Borough
= Notes

* Springdale Borough currently does not have any railroad crossing
locations along the river.
= Preferred & Practical Alignment
e Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering
Springdale Township, the preferred and practical alignment will run
through Springdale Borough along the set of railroad tracks that have
been removed (along Freeport Side).

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
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Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



Subject:

10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: June 10, 2009 — 12:00

Place:

Freeport Borough Building

Attendees: Steve Baird (McTish, Kunkel & Associates)

Jack Porter (McTish, Kunkel & Associates)
Tom Baxter (Friends of the Riverfront)
Gayle Furer (Freeport Council)

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

*

Gayle Furer (Freeport Council) provided MKA a CD containing various Armstrong County GIS
shape files. Gayle stated that the Armstrong Co. GIS director (Mark Bletz) would supply MKA
with any necessary GIS files.

Gayle explained that the Butler/Freeport Trail is currently working with PennDOT to extend the
trail along Buffalo Creek and across the SR 356 Bridge across the Allegheny River. Gayle
believes the new bridge will have a widened sidewalk and a lane for bikes, according to the plans
supplied by PennDOT. The plans will also incorporate a parking area adjacent to the bridge to
serve as a trail head access point for Freeport Borough.

Gayle stated we should be able to get a copy of the Construction Plans for the SR 356 Bridge from
PennDOT District 10-0 (Mark Rosik).

Gayle stated she would like the Allegheny River Trail to connect to the Butler/Freeport Trail under
the SR 356 Bridge (adjacent to Buffalo Creek), which would provide access across the Allegheny
River and ultimately connect to Freeport Borough.

Gayle stated that the railroad ROW on the other side of the river has been abandoned and since
been sold to Herb Tomer. Gayle explained that Herb Tomer intends on constructing a bike trail
along the property to be a selling point on the homes he plans to build in the area. The bike trail
would extend from the SR 356 Bridge to the abandoned railroad bridge across the Kiskiminetas
River.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

cC:

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
Steven D. Baird, ELT.

Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

All Attendees



Subject:

10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: June 11, 2009 — 12:00

Place:

Silky’s Restaurante

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

¢

Jack Porter (MKA) started off the meeting by stating MKA has met with municipal representatives
to develop a preferred and practical alignment for the trail. As a result of the municipal meetings,
Jack stated that the majority of the property owners affected from the preferred and practical
alignments will be the railroad. Jack explained that negotiations with the railroad will be a key
factor to the overall success of the project.

MKA has met with municipal representatives for the all the municipalities involved with the
project except for Sharpsburg, City of Pittsburgh, Ohara Township, Harmar, and Blawnox.

Jack (MKA) stated that MKA recently met with Freeport Borough to discuss the construction of
the SR 356 Bridge across the Allegheny River. The construction the bridge is scheduled for 2010.
Steve Baird (MKA) explained that the Butler/Freeport Trail is currently working with PennDOT to
provide a widened sidewalk for pedestrians and a bike lane across the SR 356 Bridge.

Susan Crookston (Fox Chapel) stated she has had discussions with Jim Bonner and he believes
scrap yard along the river in Aspinwall is thinking about relocating along the river somewhere.
John Stephen (ARTEZ) stated he believes that the preferred alignment should designate barriers to
the overall alignment.

John (ARTEZ) stated MKA should identify locations where the trail will provide access to the
bridges across the Allegheny River.

Hanna Hardy (PEC) stated she believes that the overall feasibility study should state that
PennDOT is currently working with local municipalities to provide a bike lane on the construction
of the new bridges across the Allegheny River.

Darla Cravotta (AC) suggested calling a meeting to meet with all the municipal representatives to
discuss the affected property owners affected as a result of the preferred and practical alignments.
(A) MKA will provide a list of affected property owners to the municipal representatives so they
can converse with the property owners to buy-into the project.

(A) MKA will first meet with missing municipalities before having the overall municipal
representative meeting.

(A) John (ARTEZ) stated he will help with providing municipal representative contact info for
Blawnox and Sharpsburg.

Chuck Steinert (Ohara) stated that he has had many discussions with Norfolk Southern is that they
are very difficult to deal with.

Jim Segedy (PEC) stated MKA should try to determine what railroad lines are used for through
traffic and what lines are used for switching traffic. This may help in determining what lines can
or cannot be affected.

Jim (PEC) stated MKA should try to find out of any recent traffic studies done in the area to
determine local traffic across the public railroad crossings. Jim explained that a bargaining tool to
negotiate with the railroad is to try to eliminate some public railroad crossing by grouping existing
railroad crossing together. John (ARTEZ) stated that the railroad will want to remove local RR
crossings and that the municipalities will not be favor of this.



(A) MKA will develop a list of public RR crossings per municipality for the municipal
representative meeting.

Darla (AC) suggested having a meeting with the trail steering committee after the overall
municipal representative meeting to discuss the overall progress of the meetings and the preferred
and practical alignments.

Steve Baird (MKA) presented the project base map on an overhead projector to show the proposed
preferred and practical alignments, possible trail head locations, and public railroad crossings as
result of the municipal meetings.

Chuck (Ohara) briefly described how Ohara Township would like the alignment to run through
Ohara Township and that parts of Ohara Township already has an existing bike trail.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

cC:

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
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Steven D. Baird, EIT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: June 23, 2009 — 10:00 am

Place:

Allegheny Valley Land Trust Office

Attendees:  Steve Baird (McTish, Kunkel & Associates)

Jack Porter (McTish, Kunkel & Associates)
Ron Steffey (Allegheny Valley Land Trust Office)

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

L]

Ron Steffey (AVLT) stated that the Allegheny Valley Land Trust (AVLT) has rail banked
various sections of the Armstrong Trail through a Declaration of Rail-Banking. This
includes the section from Schenley to roughly 550 ft south of crooked creek, which is the
proposed connection point to the Allegheny River Trail. Ron explained that “Rail-
Banking” is a federally-authorized method under the National Trail[s] System Act, 16
U.S.C. §§ 1241-51, to preserve a former rail corridor as an interim trail and thereby avoid
abandonment and the concomitant reversion of property rights; a rail banked right-of-way
remains part of the national rail transportation system and remains subject to the
jurisdiction of the ICC (now the Surface Transportation Board).

Ron explained that the railroad is planning on installing a set of railroad tracks to
accommodate a coal mine in the area. The railroad company is intending on using the
existing railroad bridge to cross the Kiski River and connect to the Norfolk Southern line.
Ron believes the bridge can only be used with permission from the Kiski Junction
Railroad and Norfolk Southern.

Ron stated the condemnation is completed and the railroad does now own the southern
section of the Armstrong Trail. Construction hasn’t started, but he believes the railroad
does have approved E&S Plans from DEP.

Ron stated he feels that there will still be places to put the trail, even though the railroad
company is planning on installing a single set of railroad tracks within railroad right-of-
way, the railroad was at one time a double track with independent tracks for northbound
and southbound trains. Ron explained that the trail could be placed adjacent to the
railroad or along the local road (Railroad Street). Ron doesn’t feel the trail would be a
safety hazard because the trains are not high speed in that area.

Ron stated the existing bridge crossing the Kiski River does not have space for the trail, so
the proposed trail would have to be cantilevered off of the existing bridge. Ron said that
users of the Bakers Trail may be using the Kiski River Bridge, but he is not aware of any
formal agreement to use the bridge.

Ron stated he believes the trains will be traveling at approximately 15-20 mph for a
maximum speed.



+ Ron feels the major goal is to get the Allegheny River Trail to Armstrong County, and
show the support to tie the multiple trails in the area together. Once other begin to take
notice of the opportunities the numerous trails provide, additional funding sources can be

found to complete the connection to the Armstrong Trail and other trails in the immediate
area.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
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Steven D. Baird, E.1.T.
Highway Engineer
MCcTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



Subject:

10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: June 25, 2009 — 10:00 am

Place:

Sharpsburg Borough Building

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

*

Tom Baxter (FOR) kicked off the meeting by giving a brief background of how we have to gotten
to this point in the project.
Hannah Hardy (PEC) explained that numerous trail projects around the state have generated an
economic benefit to the associated municipalities and that this trail could have an economic benefit
to Sharpsburg Borough due to close proximity of the business district and the Sharpsburg
Riverview Park.
Ron Borczyk (Sharpsburg Borough) asked about the Allegheny County Riverfront Park Plan that
was proposed by Councilman Fawcett and Councilman Burn. As part of that Plan, there were
conceptual drawings of a connection from the proposed trail to the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park.
Hannah (PEC) explained that the Community Trails Initiative is an implementation of the vision to
have a riverfront park throughout the County.
(A) Ron (Sharpsburg) will look for any old plans for the conceptual study to connect the trail to
the existing Sharpsburg Riverfront Park area.
Jan Barbus (Sharpsburg Borough) explained a committee has been organized (Connect Congress)
to put all the surrounding 36 municipalities around the City of Pittsburgh together to go after
grants. Luke Ravenstahl was voted the chairman.
Jan (Sharpsburg) stated a “Policy Committee” has been organized and is working with the Port
Authority to improve ways of transportation for the 36 surrounding municipalities to the City of
Pittsburgh. This could be an important topic when negotiating the railroad owners. Ohara
Township is not part of the committee.
Preferred & Practical Alignment
o Notes
»  Larry Stecitano (Sharpsburg Borough) stated that there is an existing access
road along the railroad tracks (river side) from the 62™ Street Bridge to just
about the Sharpsburg Riverview Park.
» Larry (Sharpsburg) stated there is an existing road along the river from the
Sharpsburg Riverview Park to the stream crossing (south of the Sharpsburg
Water Plant). Larry explained that Sharpsburg has permission from ASCON
to use this road. The road is placed below the 100-year floodplain, and is
often flooded. The road narrows down from a road to a somewhat of a
walking trail from the stream crossing to the Sharpsburg Water Plant.
+ ALCOSAN uses an existing road along the river next to the Sharpsburg
Water Plant to access their sanitary sewer manholes.
- The existing sidewalk along Main Street can not be widened due to right-of-
way issues.
- The set of tracks from approximately 23 street north has been removed and
would be a good location for the trail.
= Trains usually travel a low speeds in this area and usually 1-2 times a day.
»  Sharpsburg currently has three (3) railroad crossing locations along the river.



«  The first RR crossing is at Bridge Street under the 62™ Street Bridge.

. The second RR crossing is at 13" Street which provides access to the
Sharpsburg Riverfront Park.

» The third RR crossing is at 19" Street which provides access to
Sharpsburg Marina / Silky’s Restaurant.

o Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Etna, the preferred and
practical alignment through Sharpsburg would begin under the 62 Street Bridge
where the railroad tracks apparently has been removed.

o The alignment will continue along the set of removed tracks and connect to the
Sharpsburg Riverfront Park (13" Street RR crossing). Sharpsburg Riverfront Park
would be a great location for a trail access point with provided parking and a public
boat launch.

o The alignment will then continue along the riverfront through a property owned by
ASCON along the existing road that extends from the Sharpsburg Riverview Park to
the stream crossing just south of the Sharpsburg Water Plant. A bridge will need to
be built to cross the stream. This section of the alignment will be placed below the
100-year floodplain, which experiences excessive flooding during the spring.

o The alignment will then cross the stream and along the river to the Sharpsburg Water
Plant. Sharpsburg owns this property and leases part of it to Silky’s Restaurant.

o The alignment will continue along an access road along the river adjacent to the
Water Plant to Silky’s Restaurant parking lot. ALCOSAN uses this access road for
maintenance to their sanitary sewer line.

o The alignment will cross Siilky’s Restaurant parking lot cross under the railroad
tracks along 19" Street.

o The alignment will then continue along Main Street to the Ohara Township Border
and onto the set of tracks that were removed. The alignment would continue along

this set of tracks that have been removed through Ohara Twp. and into Aspinwall
Borough.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
Steven D. Baird, ELT.
Highway Engineer

McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



Subject:

10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: July 10, 2009 - 10:00 am

Place:

Department of Public Works, Bureau of Transportation and Engineering

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

*

Tom Baxter (FOR) kicked off the meeting by giving a brief background of how we have to gotten
to this point in the project.

Pat Hassett (City of Pittsburgh) stated that Water Treatment Plant is owned by Pittsburgh Sewer
and Water (PWSA) not by the City of Pittsburgh.

(A) Steve Baird (MKA) will contact PWSA to discuss a possible trail alignment through the Water
Treatment Plant property.

Tom (FOR) stated that there is an abandoned tunnel under the railroad and Freeport Road along
the eastern side of the Water Treatment Plant property adjacent to Chapel Harbors that is owned
by the City of Pittsburgh. Tom explained that discussions have been held between Friends of the
Riverfront, Ohara Township & City of Pittsburgh to possibly re-open the abandoned tunnel. The
tunnel would serve as a pedestrian walkway under the railroad and Freeport Road and give access
to the Waterworks Shopping Center from the Riverfront Trail. Pat (City of Pittsburgh) gave MKA
a copy of all emails and plans pertaining to this matter. (This information has been attached)
(A) Steve (MKA) will send a plan showing all property owner information to Steve Patchan (City
of Pittsburgh) for their records.

Steve Baird (MKA) verified that the railroad in this area is owned by CSX.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

cC:

Minutes Prepared and Subm?‘ d by:

Steven D. Baird, ELT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: July 20, 2009 — 1:00 pm
Place: Blawnox Borough Building

Attendees: Steve Baird (McTish, Kunkel & Associates) — 412-824-2910 ~ shaird @ mctish.com
Sherry Kordas (Blawnox Borough) — 412-828-4141 — blawnox @choiceonemail.net
Denny Chuvala (Blawnox Borough) — denny039@comcast.net

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

+ Sherry Kordas (Blawnox) and Denny Chuvala (Blawnox) stated ultimately they would
like the trail to run along the river as close as possible.
» Sherry stated Beckworth (which is located along the river) may be receptive to allowing

the trail cut through their property. Sherry doesn’t believe Beckworth does anything along
the river.

+ Preferred & Practical Alignment Layout
o Notes
+ The Blawnox Borough Municipal Park along Center Avenue can serve as a
trail head. The park currently has approximately 100 public parking
spaces. Blawnox Borough has an easement from Amtech for the parking
lot.
Center Avenue currently has a sidewalk along the road.
Blawnox Borough currently has one (1) public railroad crossing, which is
located along Center Avenue.
o Practical Alignment
Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Ohara, the
practical alignment throu éh Blawnox would begin along Papercraft Park
Rd. and continue along 4 Street
. The trail would then cross 4™ Street and cut through the property owned by
Beckworth and continue along the strip of woods between the river and the
railroad to the Ohara/Blawnox border.
The trail will then connect to the preferred and practical alignment in Ohara
Twp. along River Avenue.
o Preferred Alignment (1)
»  Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Ohara, the
preferred allgnment through Blawnox would begin along Papercraft Park
Rd. and cross 4™ Street at the municipal border with Ohara Twp.
The trail would then continue along the Ohara/Blawnox border (which
currently is a strip of woods) and then along the river through various
private properties to the property owned by Beckworth.
The trail would then continue along the strip of woods between the river
and the railroad to the Ohara/Blawnox border.
The trail will then connect to the preferred and practical alignment in Ohara
Twp. along River Avenue.



o Preferred Alignment (2)

- Starting from the preferred and practical alignment bordering Ohara, the
preferred alignment through Blawnox would begin along Papercraft Park
Rd. and continue along 4™ Street.

- The trail would then cross the Center Avenue public railroad crossing and
continue along the railroad where the set of tracks have been removed.

- The trail would continue along the railroad to the public railroad crossing
in Ohara along River Avenue and then connect to the preferred and
practical alignment in Ohara Twp. along River Avenue.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
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Steven D. Baird, EIT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Meeting Date: November 12, 2009 — 6:00 P.M.
Place: Harmarville Municipal Building
Attendees:  See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

® Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by introducing McTish, Kunkel &
Associates as the consultant who will prepare the feasibility study for the
Allegheny River Trail. Darla explained that the Allegheny River Trail will
provide a missing link to the Pittsburgh to Erie Trail.

e Hannah Hardy (PEC) & Tom Baxter (FOR) discussed the project background and
gave an overview of how we have gotten to this point in the feasibility study.

e This section of trail is also an important part of the Pittsburgh to Harrisburg
Mainline Canal Greenway. Karl King of the Allegheny Ridge Corporation gave
an overview.

® Jack Porter (MKA) discussed how Mctish, Kunkel & Associates have developed a
preferred / practical trail alignment for the feasibility study. Jack stated that MKA
has divided the 17 involved municipalities into four groups and met with or
spoken to municipal representatives from all of the involved municipalities. Jack
explained that MKA has developed a preferred / practical trail alignment based on
feedback from municipalities and MKA construction / design experience.

e Jack stated that the estimated trail length is 27 miles with the estimated affected
property owner lengths of:

o Railroad Property = 16 miles
o Private Property =~ 2 miles

o Public Right-of-Way = 6 miles
o Existing Trails = 3 miles

e Jack explained there is a section in Harrison along Kamns Road =~ 2 miles that
would involve constructing the trail along the existing roadway. MKA feels this
would be a manageable section to build.

o Steve Baird (MKA) presented the project base map on an overhead projector and
walked the group through the preferred / practical trail alignments. Steve pointed
out various property owners, public railroad crossings, community connections,
public parking areas, municipal limits and estimated right-of-way throughout the
trail alignments.

® Jack (MKA) explained that MKA has prepared hard copies of the project plan
map and opened the meeting as a workshop allowing for people come up and
provide further municipality feedback regarding the trail alignments.



These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:
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Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates



Subject:

10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Community Trails Initiative Meeting

Meeting Date: December 3, 2009 — 10:00 am

Place:

The Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority Treatment Plant

Attendees: Steve Baird — Mctish, Kunkel & Assocaites

Jack Porter — Mctish, Kunkel & Assocaites

Tom Baxter — Friends of the Riverfront

Stanley States — The Pittsburgh Water & Sewer Authority
Ed Warchol — Aspinwall Borough

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

Tom Baxter (FOR) kicked off the meeting by giving a brief background of how we have to gotten
to this point in the project.

Steve Baird (MKA) displayed the preliminary preferred and practical trail alignments as a result
from the municipal meetings in relation to the PWSA property.

Stanley States (PWSA) stated that the trail alignment could not go through the open field area
where PWSA’s underground tanks are because they are afraid the tanks may collapse due to the
age and condition of the tanks.

Stanley explained that the railroad crossing used to access the PWSA property is not a public
railroad crossing and that the crossing is not signalized.

Stanley stated that the trail alignment can go through the property, as long as the trail stays outside
the PWSA property fence. Stanley also stated that the access driveway can be used if needed.
Stanley explained that placing the trail within the fence limits will be a major security issue.
Stanley also explained that he can not see any possible way to place a trail around the treatment
ponds by St. Margarett’s, due to the security issues. The trail around the treatment pond would

need to be fenced in completely to restrict access to the ponds and anything associated with the
ponds.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
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Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

=Z..0

Steven D. Baird, ELT.
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10119

MINUTES OF MEETING
Subject: Allegheny River Trail Meeting
Meeting Date:  August 18,2009 - 12:00
Place: Friends of the Riverfront Office
Attendees: Jack Porter — McTish, Kunkel & Associates

Steve Baird — McTish, Kunkel & Associates

Tom Baxter — Friends of the Riverfront

Hanna Hardy — Pennsylvania Environmental Conservation
Darla Cravotta — Allegheny County

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e Steve Baird (MKA) explained that MK A has met or talked with representatives for every municipality
within the project limits and layed out a preferred and practical alignment for the entire project. Steve
presented the GIS base map file on the overhead to review the alignments with everyone. Steve
handed out a preliminary table of affected property owners due to the preferred and practical
alignments and a list of public railroad crossings in each municipality. Steve explained that MKA has
used a 20 ft wide easement / right of way take to construct the list of affected property owners. Steve

opened the meeting for comments or recommendations that can be made to the GIS base map file and
some of the comments included:

o Make right-of-way/easement lines thicker
o Make the linetype for the preferred alignments that specifically go through the business
districts of the municipalities different than the blue dots and designate it as a community
connection.
o  Verify the railroad lines that currently exist and update the GIS railroad file.
o Include photos of various locations throughout the project limits to give a better
understanding of what actually exist due to the clarity of the aerial images.
* Darla Cravotta (AC) suggested that MKA include the affected proposed trail linear footage through
each parcel and estimated right-of-way/easement in acres on the table of affected property owners.
e (A) MKA will investigate the railroad property ownership and current leasing to private parties and
corporations throughout the project limits.
(A) MKA will field verify what parts of Ohara Township has an existing trail that is already built.
(A) Tom Baxter (FOR) will schedule a meeting with Michael McKinny (runs the water plant across
from the Waterworks mall with PWSA) to discuss possible trail alignments through the property
owned by the City of Pittsburgh (Water Plant).
e (A) Tom will schedule a pre-public meeting with the steering committee to give an overview of the

status of the feasibility study. The overall public meetings will held in two segments, at Ohara Twp.
and in Tarentum Borough.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary, please notify
me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates

cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative
Meeting Date: March 26, 2009 — 10:00 A M.
Place: Friends of the Riverfront Office

Attendees: Jack Porter — McTish, Kunkel & Associates
Steve Baird — McTish, Kunkel & Associates
Tom Baxter — Friends of the Riverfront
Hanna Hardy — Pennsylvania Environmental Conservation

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e Jack Porter (MKA) stated that the 1% municipal group meeting (East Deer, Tarentum,
Brackenridge, & Harrison Twp) was held and that the meeting went very well. Steve Baird
(MKA) explained that the representatives for the municipalities were very helpful and were
very familiar with the property owners adjacent to the river. Steve also explained that the
representatives pretty much had a general idea where they envisioned the trail alignment
based on property owners, future development, surrounding parks and schools, and business
areas within their municipality.

o Jack (MKA) stated that a preferred and practical alignment was drawn in on color plots while
sitting down with the municipal representatives and will serve as the starting point for the
proposed trail alignment. These color plots were reviewed. Tom Baxter (FOR) and Hanna
Hardy (PEC) were very pleased with the MKA’s performance and approach to the 1%
municipal group meeting and hope that future meetings are as successful.

e (A) Tom Baxter (FOR), Darla Cravotta (AC), or Hanna Hardy (PEC) will organize and
schedule the three (3) remaining local municipal group meetings.

e Jack (MKA) stated that a municipal group meeting discussion points document was generated
to use at the remaining group meetings to answer a list of general questions at the meetings.
Tom (FOR) requested that MK A should add a discussion point “What are some locations of
libraries and possible access to the proposed trail?” to the document.

e Jack (MKA) stated that feasibility study survey per DCNR’s requirements was generated and
will be handed out during the municipal meetings for survey data. Tom (FOR) requested that
MKA should add “Events” as a response for question #9 on the survey. Tom also requested
that a question should be added to the survey “Do you use any trails nearby and how do you
access the trail’

¢ (A) Jack Porter (MKA) will complete the DCNR Planning Progress Report and send to
DCNR, Friends of the Riverfront, and O’hara Township.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are necessary,
please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

St L. Bl

Steven D. Baird, ELT.

Highway Engineer

McTish, Kunkel & Associates
cc: All Attendees



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Public Meeting Date: March 2, 2010 - 6:00 P.M.

Place: Millvale Community Center
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet

Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by thanking all the people for
attending and stated the purpose of the meeting was to inform the general public
about the purpose and scope of the project and to review project progress. Darla
introduced McTish, Kunkel & Associates as the consultant who was selected to
prepare the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative. Darla explained that the Allegheny Valley Community Trail will
provide a missing link to the Pittsburgh to Erie Trail, Pittsburgh to Harrisburg,
and Mainline Canal Greenway and Three Rivers Heritage Trail.

* Hannah Hardy (PEC) gave a brief overview of the project and provided
information on funding and partners.

e Jack Porter (MKA) discussed the process for developing the feasibility study.
Jack explained that MKA has met or spoken to municipal representatives from all
the 17 involved municipalities to gain local knowledge and develop a trail
alignment. Jack explained that MKA has developed a preferred and practical trail
alignment based on feedback from the municipalities. The preferred alignment
generally follows the riverfront. The practical alignment takes into account
challenges and property ownership and follow parallel alignments in some
communities.

e Jack stated that the estimated trail length is 27 miles with the estimated affected
property owner lengths of:

o Railroad Property =~ 16 miles
o Private Property = 2 miles

o Public Right-of-Way =~ 6 miles
o Existing Trails = 3 miles

* Jack explained that any feedback or suggestions from the public meetings will be
taken into account for community connections and trail alignments when
finalizing the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative.

¢ Steve Baird (MKA) presented the project base map on an overhead projector and
walked the group through the preferred and practical trail alignments. Steve
pointed out various property owners, public railroad crossings, community
connections, public parking areas, municipal limits and estimated right-of-way
throughout the trail alignments. There was discussion and questions from the
audience.

s Public responses are listed below:



o Various individuals expressed an interest in working with the scrap yard
under the Highland Park Bridge in Sharpsburg to see about a trail
alignment through the property.

o Various individuals commented on providing more public parking for
access to the proposed trail and clearly identifying trailheads.

o An individual stated that the set of tracks in Sharpsburg that goes under
the Highland Park Bridge and behind the Sharpsburg business district to
the township baseball fields has been removed and would be a great
location for the alignment of the trail. Instead of locating the alignment
along Main Street, the alignment would run up 19" Street to the township
baseball fields and connect to the old railroad bed. The alignment will
then follow the old railroad bed under Freeport Road and the Highland
Park Bridge and continue onto the existing railroad maintenance road that
parallels Freeport Road.

o It was noted that there is a federal tax credit in effect for business owners
who have employees who use bicycles for transportation to work.

o There was a discussion about rails with trails and what that means. There
was also discussion about what different railroads require in terms of
distance from the railroad tracks.

o Jack (MKA) thanked all attendees for their interest in the project and for their
participation during the meeting. Jack stated that MKA has prepared hard copies

of the project plan map and people can come up and provide further municipality
feedback regarding the trail alignments.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

Steven D. Baird, E.IT.

Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Public Meeting Date: March 3, 2010 — 6:00 P.M.

Place: Alle-Kiski Museum, Tarentum
Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet
Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by thanking all the people for
attending and stated the purpose of the meeting was to inform the general public
about the purpose and scope of the project and to review project progress. Darla
introduced McTish, Kunkel & Associates as the consultant who was selected to
prepare the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative. Darla explained that the Allegheny Valley Community Trail will
provide a missing link to the Pittsburgh to Erie Trail, Pittsburgh to Harrisburg,
and Mainline Canal Greenway and Three Rivers Heritage Trail. Darla gave a
brief overview of the project and provided information on funding for the project.
Darla also introduced the project partners and several other individual / groups
that have provided letters and other support for the project.

e Jack Porter (MKA) discussed the process for developing the feasibility study.
Jack explained that MK A has met or spoken to municipal representatives from all
the 17 involved municipalities to gain local knowledge and develop a trail
alignment. Jack explained that MKA has developed a preferred and practical trail
alignment based on feedback from the municipalities. The preferred alignment
generally follows the riverfront. The practical alignment takes into account
challenges and property ownership and follows parallel alignments in some
communities.

e Jack stated that the estimated trail length is 27 miles with the estimated affected
property owner lengths of:

o Railroad Property = 16 miles
o Private Property = 2 miles

o Public Right-of-Way ~ 6 miles
o Existing Trails = 3 miles

e Jack explained that any feedback or suggestions from the public meetings will be
taken into account for community connections and trail alignments when
finalizing the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative.

e Steve Baird (MKA) presented the project base map on an overhead projector and
walked the group through the preferred and practical trail alignments. Steve
pointed out various property owners, public railroad crossings, community
connections, public parking areas, municipal limits and estimated right-of-way
throughout the trail alignments. There was discussion and questions from the
audience.



e Public responses are listed below:

O

An individual expressed concerns with the trail located along Karns Road
in Harrison Township due to the traffic along Karns Rd. and the limited
roadway width.

PPG Industries Inc. in East Deer was recently sold and now is PGW
(Pittsburgh Glass Works). MKA will investigate the opportunity to put
the trail through the property.

Various individual expressed concerns with the proximity of the trail in
regards to the active railroad.

An individual stated that the riverfront property along Allegheny Ludlum
in Harrison Twp. would be a great place for the trail because it is already a
flat area and is clear. This idea is used for the preferred alignment; the
practical alignment bypasses this area. MKA will investigate the
opportunity to put the trail along the riverfront in this area.

An individual stated the trail alignment through Cheswick should go along
the riverfront (where the preferred alignment is) because of the scenery
and the connection to the Rachael Carson Trail. The individual also stated
that the large commercial business there was recently sold and the new
owners maybe in favor of placing the trail along their riverfront property.
MKA will investigate the opportunity to put the trail along the riverfront
in this area.

An individual questioned whether owners will be allowed to walk their
pets along the trail.

An individual questioned whether restrooms will be provided along the
trail.

An individual stated that in Springdale Borough along the Cheswick
border, there is an abandoned railroad line that can be used to provide a
direct connection to the Rachael Carson Trail.

An individual expressed concern that the current alignment in East Deer
by the East Deer Recreational Facility is proposed to go through the East
Deer Sanitary Authority property along the riverfront. The individual
stated that in this area, the sanitary authority outlets directly into the river
and there is no room and security issues will prevent the trail to be placed
in this area.

e Jack (MKA) thanked all attendees for their interest in the project and for their
participation during the meeting. Jack stated that MKA has prepared hard copies
of the project plan map and people can come up and provide further municipality
feedback regarding the trail alignments.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

Steven D. Baird, E.I.T.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates



10119
MINUTES OF MEETING

Subject: Community Trails Initiative Meeting
Public Meeting Date: March 6, 2010 - 1:00 P.M.

Place: Boyd Community Center

Attendees: See Attached Sign-In Sheet
Discussion - Action Items are shown as (A)

e Darla Cravotta (AC) started off the meeting by thanking all the people for
attending and stated the purpose of the meeting was to inform the general public
about the purpose and scope of the project and to review project progress. Darla
introduced McTish, Kunkel & Associates as the consultant who was selected to
prepare the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative. Darla explained that the Allegheny Valley Community Trail will
provide a missing link to the Pittsburgh to Erie Trail, Pittsburgh to Harrisburg,
and Mainline Canal Greenway and Three Rivers Heritage Trail. Darla also
introduced the project partners and several other individual / groups that have
provided letters and other support for the project.

e Hannah Hardy (PEC) gave a brief overview of the project and provided
information on funding and partners.

e Jack Porter (MKA) discussed the process for developing the feasibility study.
Jack explained that MKA has met or spoken to municipal representatives from all
the 17 involved municipalities to gain local knowledge and develop a trail
alignment. Jack explained that MKA has developed a preferred and practical trail
alignment based on feedback from the municipalities. The preferred alignment
generally follows the riverfront. The practical alignment takes into account
challenges and property ownership and follows parallel alignments in some
communities.

e Jack stated that the estimated trail length is 27 miles with the estimated affected
property owner lengths of:

o Railroad Property = 16 miles
o Private Property = 2 miles

o Public Right-of-Way =~ 6 miles
o Existing Trails = 3 miles

e Jack explained that any feedback or suggestions from the public meetings will be
taken into account for community connections and trail alignments when
finalizing the feasibility study for the Allegheny Valley Community Trails
Initiative.

e Steve Baird (MKA) presented the project base map on an overhead projector and
walked the group through the preferred and practical trail alignments. Steve
pointed out various property owners, public railroad crossings, community
connections, public parking areas, municipal limits and estimated right-of-way
throughout the trail alignments. There was discussion and questions from the



audience.
e Public responses are listed below:

(o]

O

(o]

An individual stated there is an existing dirt road that runs through the
scrap yard under the Highland Park Bridge in Sharpsburg that could be
used for the alignment through the property.

An individual was concerned about the available room adjacent to the
roadway through Chapel Harbors. The trail may need to be along the road
and the road may need to be shared with bicycle traffic. The road has low
volume traffic.

An individual was concerned with placing the trail along Papercraft Road
and 4™ Street in Ohara / Blawnox due to the high volume of truck traffic
along the roadway and limited roadway width. The individual suggested
using 3" Street instead of 4" Street.

Various individuals expressed concerns with the proximity of the trail in
regards to the active railroad.

An individual suggested for the alignment of the trail to maintain along
railroad property for the entire length instead of going through private
property.

Various individuals stated they currently use the railroad maintenance
road as a walking trail.

An individual was concerned with how many times the trail uses a public
railroad crossing to cross the railroad tracks.

e Jack (MKA) thanked all attendees for their interest in the project and for their
participation during the meeting. Jack stated that MKA has prepared hard copies
of the project plan map and people can come up and provide further municipality
feedback regarding the trail alignments.

These minutes have been prepared as accurately as possible. If any revisions or additions are
necessary, please notify me in a timely manner.

Minutes Prepared and Submitted by:

s=i_ L

Steven D. Baird, E.LT.
Highway Engineer
McTish, Kunkel & Associates
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McTish, Kunkel & Associates

Engineers  Planners  Surveyors
—J Alfentown - Montoursville - Pittsburgh
Multl-municlpal Trails and Greenways Development Partnership’s Community Trails Initiative

Feasibility Study Survey
In order to gain a better understanding of how the community views this proposed trail, as well as the type and number
of various trail users that should be anticipated (ex: pedestrians, bicyclists and/or equestrians) we request your
cooperation by completing the following survey. Your cooperation is greatly appreciated. One survey form per person

1. What is your Zip Code? :‘

2. How often, on average, do you think you would consider using the trail? (Please circle one response)

Daily 1-2 times a week Once a week A Couple times a month
Never 3-5 times a week Once a month A few times a year

3. Please identify your age group. (circle one response)

15 and under 26 to 35 46 to 55 66 or older

16 to 25 36to 45 56 to 65

4. Would any children under the age of 15 use this trail with you? Yes No
5. What is your gender? Male Female

6. What would be your primary activity on the trail? (circle all that apply)

Walking/Hiking Biking Jogging/Running XC skiing Other,
7. Generally, when would you use the trail? (circle one response)

‘Weekdays Weekends Both Never

8. How much time would you generally spend on the trail each visit? (circle one response)
l].ess than 30 minutes 30 minutes to 1 hour 1 to 2 hours More than 2 hours None
9. What would you consider your primary use of the trail to be for? (circle one response)
Recreation  Health/Exercise ~ Commuting  Fitness Training Events Nothing Other,

10. During a trail visit what secondary activities would you enjoy? (circle all that apply)
Tour local history sites ~ Watch wildlife =~ Observe plants/flowers ~ Observe geology N/A  Other

11. Would having the trail available for your use influence your purchase of: (circle all that apply)
Bicycles/supplies Camera gear  Outdoor accessories ~ Footwear Clothing Equestrian gear  Other,

12. Approx. how much money did you spend on the items above in the past year for trail use?

13. In conjunction with a trip to the trail, would you purchase any of the following items? (circle all that apply)
Beverages Candy/Snack Foods  Sandwiches Ice Cream  Meals at arestaurant None  Other

14. Approx. how much money would you spend, per person, on the items above when using the trail

15. What segment of the proposed trail would you use most often? (circle all that apply)
City of Pittsburgh Millvale Shaler Etna Sharpsburg Aspinwall Fox Chapel

fO'Hara Twp. Blawnox Harmar Cheswick Springdale Borough Springdale Township
Frazer Tarentum Brackenridge Harrison

16. Do you use any trails nearby and how do you access the trail?




McTish, Kunkel & Associates

Engineers « Planners . Surveyors

Allentown - Montoursville - Pittsburgh
Multi-municipal Trails and Greenways Development Partnership's Community Trails Initiative
Feasibility Study Survey Results

The results of the 146 completed survey questions are shown in red

1. What is your Zip Code? See attached chart

2. How often, on average, do you think you would consider using the trail? (Please circle one response)

Daily 5% 1-2 times a week  21% Once a 20% A 8%
Never 1% 3-5 times a week  26% Once a 8% Afewtimesa 11%
3. Please identify your age group. (circle one response)

15and under 0% 26t035 6% 46to0  23% 66 or 15%

16 to 25 1% 36tc45 9% 56to 46%

4. Would any children under the age of 15 use this trail with you? Yes 32% No 68%
S. What is your gender? Male 65% Female 35%
6. What would be your primary activity on the trail? (circle all that apply)

‘Walking/Hiking 30% Biking 56% Jogging/Running 49%  XC skiing 10% Other
7. Generally, when would you use the trail? (circle one response)
Weekdays 10% Weekends 36% Both 54% Never 0%
8. How much time would you generally spend on the trail each visit? (circle one response)
Less than 30 minutes 30 minutes to 1 1 to 2 hours More than 2 None
1% 20% 49% 30% 0%
9. What would you consider your primary use of the trail to be for? (circle one response)
Recreation  Health/Exercise ~ Commuting  Fitness Training Events Nothing Other
40% 46% 9% 3% 2% 0%

10. During a trail visit what secondary activities would you enjoy? (circle all that apply)
Tour local history sites ~ Watch wildlife ~ Observe plants/flowers  Observe geology N/A  Other
10% 35% 40% 15% 1%

11. Would having the trail available for your use influence your purchase of: (circle all that apply)

Bicycles/supplies Camera gear  Outdoor accessories  Footwear Clothing  Equestrian gear  Other
22% 6% 17% 28% 27% 0%

12. Approx. how much money did you spend on the items above in the past year for trail use? = $100

13. In conjunction with a trip to the trail, would you purchase any of the following items? (circle all that apply)
Beverages Candy/Snack Foods  Sandwiches Ice Cream  Meals at a restaurant None  Other
30% 10% 20% 25% 15% 0%

14. Approx. how much money would you spend, per person, on the items above when using the trail:~ $10

15. What segment of the proposed trail would you use most often? (circle all that apply)
City of Pittsburgh 11% Millvale 14% Shaler 7% Etna 6% Sharpsburg 7% Aspinwall 4% Fox Chapel 4%

OHara Twp. 6% Blawnox 5% Harmar 4% Cheswick 2% Springdale Borough 3% Springdale Township 3%
Frazer 3% Tarentum 9%  Brackenridge 7% Harrison 8%

16. Do you use any trails nearby and how do you access the trail?

Completed surveys provided a variety of answers




Results to Trail Survey Question #1

"What is your Zip Code"
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View along 4th Street

View along Chapel Harbor Road View along Papercraft Road SHEET 5 OF 25

View of Chapel Harbors Property Locking looking upstream of the Allegheny River looking east of intersection of Waterfront Dr.
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View along Center Ave. railroad crossing
looking east at rallroad maintenance road
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looking north at railroad maintenance road

;View on Wenzel Drive railroad crossing

|

looking north along railroad maintenance road

;View on railroad bridge over river inlet
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View on Hulton Bridge
looking south at railroad maintenance road
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View on Denny Estates railroad crossing
looking south at railroad maintenance road
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View on public railroad crossing
looking north along railroad maintenance road

View on S. Dugquesne Ave. public railroad crossing
fooking north along railroad maintenance road
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View on New Kensington Bridge
looking north along railroad
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Looking Upstream along the Allegheny River
On the Beach at the End of Grantham Street
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View on E. 1st Ave.
looking east

View along 1st Ave. looking downstream
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View along 1st Ave. looking upstream
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- Township of
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View along River Ave. looking upstream

View along 1st Ave. looking upstream

View along 1st Ave. looking downstream
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APPENDIX F
LEGAL FEASIBILITY
LIST OF AFFECTED PROPERTIES




Practical Alignment Affected Property Owners

PROPERTY OWNER PROPERTY OWNER ADDRESS PROPERTY AREA (ACRES) Map Block Lot No. MARKET VALUE AFFECTED LENGTH (LF) AFFECTED AREA (SF)
Millvale Borough N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.89 167-R-325 $517,400 250 5000
Shaler Township BOROUGH OF MILLVALE 501 _LINCOLN AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15209-0000 0.92 79-M-60 $1,200 820 16400
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 19.01 80-A-395 $507,300 4645 92900
BORO OF ETNA 437 BUTLER ST ETNA, PA 15223-0000 0.55 167-R-225-0-1 $2,400 164 3280
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.89 167-R-325 $517,400 2403 48060
Etna Borough DAVIDSON SAND & GRAVEL CO 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 0.15 167-R-215 $13,500 150 3000
DAVISON SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 1.01 167-R-220 $12,900 82 1640
DAVISON SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 0.04 167-R-216 $3,100 24 480
BORO OF ETNA 437 BUTLER ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15223-0000 217 120-B-50 $219,200 640 12800
Shapsburg Borough N/A N/A N/A A N/A N/A N/A N/A
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 1 N/A N/A N/A A NA N/A N/A N/A
Aspinwall Borough N/A N/A N/A A_ N/A N/A N/A N/A
City of Pittsburgh CITY OF PITTSBURGH 414 GRANT ST RM 215 PITTSBURGH, PA 15219-2476 73.36 171-B-1-0-2 $7,944,900 1657 33140
CHAPEL HARBORS ALF 709 RUSSELLTON RD CHESWICK, PA 15024- 5.19 171-L-155 $9,644,500 701 14020
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 2 YACHT CLUB COMMUNITES 375 N. FRONT ST COLUMBUS, OH 43215- 13.1 228-G-50 $16,737,200 678 13560
YACHT CLUB COMMUNITESILLC 375 N FRONT ST STE 200 COLUMBUS, OH 43215- 9.91 228-F-120 $1,508,100 496 9920
Blawnox Borough NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 0 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 5.93 293-A-385-9 $247,400 3567 71340
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 3 NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 0 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 5.28 292-1.-200-9 $98,000 367 7340
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 0 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 17.72 361-8-397-9 $93,100 100 2000
REHAK FAMILY ASSOCIATES L 309 GUYS RUN RD CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 6.21 441-G-335 $685,000 374 7480
Harmar Township HARBOR VIEW MARINA INC PO BOX 34 CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 0.94 442-C-50 $40,000 240 4800
LINCOLN WAREHOUSES INC PO BOX 34 CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 13.85 442-A-300 $1,000,000 2664 53280
REHAK FAMILY ASSOCIATES LP 323 A GUYS RUN RD CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 12.16 441-H-125 5143_86 000 1830 36600
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 7.24 530-R-398 $550,500 534 10680
WATERCREST REAL ESTATE LLC 109 N HIGHLAND AVE CHESWICK, PA 15024- 2.41 530-R-60 $259,200 113 2260
Cheswick Borough REID RICHARD E & VICTORIA L {W) 109 N HIGHLAND AVE CHESWICK, PA 15024- 9.3 5§31-D-260 $472,200 1512 30240
BUNTING PHILIP S & PAMM 212 S HIGHLAND AVE CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 2.03 628-A-278 $100,000 438 8760
GARDNER JAMES B 305 HILL AVE CHESWICK, PA 15024-0000 1.67 628-A-295 $28,200 550 11000
THE BOROUGH OF CHESWICK 220 S ATLANTIC AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15204-0000 3.76 628-F-30 $18,000 936 18720
Springdate Borough NA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Springdale Township N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A NA
PPG INDUSTRIES INC 1_PPG PLACE PITTSBURGH, PA 15272- 41.41 1087-M-150 $2,225,000 3526 70520
1000 TREADWAY TRUST P O BOX 428 TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 .04 1087-M-275 $1,150,000 1539 30780
HOLCIM (US) INC 201 _JONES RD WALTHAM, MA 02451- .76 1088-E-6 657,900 137 2740
PPG INDUSTRIES INC 1_PPG PLACE PITTSBURGH, PA 15272- .83 960-G-50 246,100 670 13400
East Deer T ip E T BLUE GRASS CLEARING LLC 2500 CLYDE AVE N VERSAILLES, PA 15137-0000 4.45 960-K-280 21,800 574 11480
TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 0.52 960-P-120 $81,400 250 5000
THE TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 .78 960-P-77 $230.300 206 4120
TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030- .85 960-K-300 $313,500 1318 26360
THE TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 .57 960-P-65 $84,200 180 3600
HOLCIM (US) INC 201 _JONES RD WALTHAM, MA 02451- 5.76 1088-E-6 $657,900 160 3200
Tarentum Borough TARENTUM BOROUGH 304 LOCK ST TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 1.36 1223-R-325 $271,300 535 10700
TARENTUM BOROUGH 304 LOCK ST TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 13.12 1223-8-270 $647,200 3224 64480
Brackenridge Borough N/A — N/A N/A N/A N/A NA N/A N/A
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 1001 _LIBERTY AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15222-0000 1.77 1368-H-51 $338,800 123 2460
Harrison T NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 83 1224-D-395-0-1 $9,400 10167 203340
v MOUNT AIRY CEMETERY 2800 OLD FREEPORT RD NATRONA HEIGHTS, PA 15065-0000 3.15 1847-F-115 $98,800 254 5080
TOWNSHIP OF HARRISON PO BOX 376 NATRONA HEIGHTS, PA 15065-0000 3.05 1225-C-75 $229,800 1681 33620
Allegheny Township ALLEGHENY TOWNSHIP OF WESTMORELAND COUNTY 136 COMMUNITY BUILDING ROAD LEECHBURG, PA 15656 40.04 42-04389-00000 $300,000 8097 161940




Preferred Alignment Affected Property Owners

PROPERTY OWNER PROPERTY OWNER ADDRESS PROPERTY AREA (ACRES) Map Block Lot No. MARKET VALUE AFFECTED LENGTH (LF) AFFECTED AREA (SF)
Millvate Borough NA N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.89 167-R-325 $517,400 250 5000
Shaler T p BOROUGH OF MILLVALE 501 _LINCOLN AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15209-0000 0.92 79-M-60 $1,200 820 16400
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 19.01 80-A-395 $507,300 4645 92900
BORO OF ETNA 437 BUTLERST ETNA, PA 15223-0000 0.55 167-R-225-0-1 $2,400 164 3280
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.89 167-R-325 $517,400 2403 48060
Etna Borough DAVIDSON SAND & GRAVEL CO 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 0.15 167-R-215 $13,500 150 3000
DAVISON SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 1.01 167-R-220 $12,900 82 1640
DAVISON SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 0.04 167-R-216 $3,100 24 480
BORO OF ETNA 437 BUTLER ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15223-0000 2.17 120-B-50 $219,200 640 12800
DAVISON SAND & GRAVEL COMPANY 13155 NOEL RD DALLAS, TX 75240- 1.01 167-R-220 $12,900 263 5260
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 5.31 0 1308 26160
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 20.4 167-R-200 $218,300 1067 21340
Shapsburg Borough DEITCH COMPANY (THE) PO BOX 7818 PITTSBURGH, PA 15215-0000 0.35 168-P-200 $74,800 310 6200
DEITCH COMPANY (THE) PO BOX 7818 PITTSBURGH, PA 15215-0000 3.23 168-P-250 $86,100 2053 41060
BORO OF SHARPSBURGH 1021 N CANAL ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15215-0000 3.58 168-S-100-0-2 $731,000 853 17060
LAMPENFELD AL & LOIS A (W) 1024 WINDER_MERE DR PITTSBURGH, PA 15218- 3.6 168-S-150 $158,000 1120 22400
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 1 DEITCH COMPANY (T@ PO BOX 7818 PITTSBURGH, PA 1215-0000 12.51 168-P-250-1 $86,100 2068 41360
DEITCH COMPANY (THE) PO BOX 7818 PITTSBURGH, PA 15215-0000 5.98 168-P-250-2 461,400 742 14840
Aspi i B gh NGAIN LLC 285 RIVER AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 165215- 7.65 122-H-115 274,000 955 19100
BOROUGH OF ASPINWALL 235 COMMERICAL AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15215-0000 1.3 122-H-125 430,300 86 1720
City of Pittsburgh NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 8.58 171-1-200-9 $201,700 2368 47360
CITY OF PITTSBURGH 414 GRANT ST RM 215 PITTSBURGH, PA 15219-2476 73.36 171-B-1-0-2 $7,944,900 1657 33140
CHAPEL HARBORS ALF 709 RUSSELLTON RD CHESWICK, PA 15024- 5.19 171-L-155 $9,644,500 701 14020
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 2 YACHT CLUB COMMUNITES 375 N. FRONT ST COLUMBUS, OH 43215- 13.1 228-G-50 $16,737,200 678 13560
YACHT CLUB COMMUNITESHHLLC 375 N FRONT ST STE 200 COLUMBUS, OH 43215- 9.9 _228-F-120 $1,508,100 496 9920
ROYSTON LABORATORIES INC 128 1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 1.4 29 97 $457,500 250 5000
ROYSTON LABORATORIES INC 128 1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 0.1 293-E-208 55,600 38 760
ROYSTON LABORATORIES INC 128 1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 0. 293-E-210 72,000 38 760
ROYSTON LABORATORIES INC 128 _1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 293-E-212 87,700 50 1000
ROYSTON LABORATORIES INC 128 _1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 0. 293-E-215 $244,900 75 1500
FIRST STREET PROPERTIES LLC 37 _HUSTON RD OAKMONT, PA 15139- 0.20 293-E-220 $180,700 50 1000
ALBRIGHT PEGGY & CHARLES H (H) 140 FIRST ST BLAWNOX, PA 15238-0000 0.18 293-E-223 $94,000 50 1000
HAUGH LAURIE A 146 1ST ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 0.14 3-E-226 $77,000 40 800
SEBASTIAN LOUIS J & BARBARA J (W) 101 _WILMAR DR PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 0.21 28 $101,400 60 1200
DELTONDO JOSEPH A & ELIZABETH B (W) 154 1STST PGH, PA 15238-0000 0.18 1 $87,800 45 900
GARDNER MARY N 318 W. HUTCHINSON AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15218-0000 0.38 4 $246,600 110 2200
Blawnox Borough RINEHART JANICE L 206 FIRST ST PGH, PA 15238- 0.10 -E-238 $48,800 25 500
JWEST CORP 222 OXFORD BLVD ALLISON PARK, PA 15101-0000 1.70 -L-325 $0 615 12300
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 5. 293-A-385-9 $247.400 705 14100
STUDIO WILD WILD WEST LLC 222 OXFORD BLVD ALLISON PARK, PA 15101- 2. 292-P-300 $10,000 1105 22100
CLARK SCREW MACHINE PRODUCTS INC 320 4THST PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 1. 293-B-105 $614,500 333 660
MCDUFF COMPANY 1_MARKET ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15222- 1.0 293-B-100 $90,200 125 500
CLARK SCREW MACHINE PRODUCTS CO 320 4THST PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 4.02 293-B-75 $1,326,200 482 640
VUKELA ROBERT J & ROSEMARY (W) 228 1STST PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 0.21 293-E-248 $50,200 40 800
ALLEGHENY LAND TRUST 409 BROAD ST STE 206-A SEWICKLEY, PA 15143-0000 0.52 292-R-10 $214,000 25 2500
MCDUFF COMPANY 1 _MARKET ST PITTSBURGH, PA 15222- 0.42 293-F-25 0,200 25 2500
VUKELA ROBERT J & ROSEMARY (W) 228 1STST PITTSBURGH, PA 15238-0000 0.48 293-E-242 65,700 25 2500
BANKER REVOCABLE TRUST (THE)_ 12 CREST DR PITTSBURGH, PA 15215- 0.10 293-E-240 74,000 25 500
O'Hara Twp. Section No. 3 NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.2 292-1-200 $575,000 5710 114200
) JWEST CORP 222 OXFORD BLVD ALLISON PARK, PA 15101-0000 2.11 292-M-10 _SlO 532 10640
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.2 292-L-200 $575,000 130 2600
Harmar T p NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 13.42 361-S-397-0-3 $108,200 6022 120440
ORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 17.72 361-5-397-9 $93,100 10362 207240
Cheswick Borough IORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 7.24 530-R-398 $550,500 3601 72020
IORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 3.45 628-B-396-9 $66,600 1837 36740
Spring L] NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 1.73 628-8-396-0-2 $48,200 1277 25540
IORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 8.63 628-B-396 $0 4917 98340
Springdale Township NORFOLK QUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 10 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 14.36 732-M-398-0-1 $56,500 7055 141100
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 10 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 39.02 730-1-398-0-1 $18,500 5217 104340
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICAL INC 7201 HAMILTON BLVD ALLENTOWN, PA 18195-0000 17.16 841-K-220 $1,375,600 1943 38860
UPPER ALLEGHENY JOINT SANITARY AUTHORITY MUNICIPAL BLD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 2.45 960-P-25 $81,700 291 5820
TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 0.15 960-P-160 $48,200 16 320
UPPER ALLEGHENY JOINT SANITARY AUTHORITY MUNICIPAL BLDG CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 3.04 960-P-170 $2,079,200 461 9220
PPG INDUSTRIES INC 1 _PPG PLACE PITTSBURGH, PA 15272- 41.41 1087-M-150 $2,225,000 3526 70520
East Deer T p 1000 TREADWAY TRUST P OBOX 428 TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 9.04 1087-M-275 $1,150,000 1539 30780
HOLCIM (US) INC 201 JONES RD WALTHAM, MA 02451- 5.76 1088-E-6 657,900 137 2740
PPG INDUSTRIES INC 1_PPG PLACE PITTSBURGH, PA 15272- 7.83 960-G-50 246,100 670 13400
E T BLUE GRASS CLEARING LLC 2500 CLYDE AVE N VERSAILLES, PA 15137-0000 4.45 960-K-280 321,800 574 11480
TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 0.52 960-P-120 $81,400 250 5000
THE TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030-0000 3.78 960-P-77 $230,300 282 5640
TOWNSHIP OF EAST DEER 927 FREEPORT RD CREIGHTON, PA 15030- 5.85 960-K-300 $313,500 1318 26360
HOLCIM (US) INC 201 JONES RD WALTHAM, MA 02451- 5.76 1088-E-6 $657,900 160 3200
TARENTUM BOROQUGH 304 LOCKST TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 1.36 1223-R-325 $271,300 535 10700
TARENTUM BORO 304 LOCKST TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 13.12 1223-8-270 $647,200 3224 64480
T GRECO REALTY P O BOX 228 TARENTUM, PA 15084~ 0.98 1088-B-20 $21,800 142 2840
e WULFRATH REFRACTORIES INC P.0. BOX 28 TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 18.26 1088-A-290 $1,413,900 1369 27380
GRECO JOSEPH R JR PO BOX 349 TARENTUM, PA 15084-0349 2 1088-E-50 $289,700 366 7320
GRECO REALTY P O BOX 229 TARENTUM, PA 15084- 0.97 1223-P-355 $254,000 234 4680
WELESKI PARTNERS LP PO BOX 428 TARENTUM, PA 15084-0000 6.93 1223-P-340 $285,700 200 4000
Brackenridge Borough N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 1001 _LIBERTY AVE PITTSBURGH, PA 15222-0000 1.77 1368-H-51 $338,800 123 2460
NORFOLK & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY 110 FRANKLIN RD SE ROANOKE, VA 24042 83 1224-D-395-0-1 9,400 17087 136600
Harrison T P TOWNSHIP OF HARRISON PO BOX 376 NATRONA HEIGHTS, PA 15065-0000 3.05 1225-C-75 $229,800 1681 33620
ALLEGHENY LUDLUM STEEL CORPORATION 6 PPG PL_STE 1000 PITTSBURGH, PA 15222- 58.55 1368-C-32-0-1 $2,800 2459 49180
ALLEGHENY LUDLUM STEEL CORPORATION 6 PPG PL STE 1000 PITTSBURGH, PA 15222- 30.95 1520-N-250 $14,700 4068 81360
Allegheny Township ALLEGHENY TOWNSHIP OF WESTMORELAND COUNTY 136 COMMUNITY BUILDING ROAD LEECHBURG, PA 15656 40.04 42-04389-00000 $300,000 8097 161940




APPENDIX G
PHYSICAL INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT OF THE
ROW - TRAIL CORRIDOR DESCRIPTIONS




Millvale Trail

0.8 Miles

Description - The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Millvale exists and it is in
use. The alignment will begin at Millvale Riverfront Park and follow the existing bike trail that
currently extends from the park to the Shaler Twp. boundary line. The Millvale Riverfront Park
currently serves as a trailhead. The propdsed trail and amenity development / construction

Photo of Millvale/City of Pittsburgh boundary
in Millvale Riverfront Park.

shall be in accordance wit he 201 Stndards of

the American Disabilities Act of 1990.
~ ? § SN i 5

Photo of Millvale/Shaler boundary looking
north from existing trail.

Legal Feasibility - This portion of the trail is
an existing trail through the Millvale Riverview
Park. Millvale Borough supports the
Community Trail Initiative

Property Owners - Millvale Borough

Topography — The existing trail is flat.

Land Use - Surrounding property is a
riverfont park with recreational uses.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — N/A

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Inventory Resources - Millvale Riverfront
Park

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points — Connects to Millvale at the northern end of the Riverfront
Park under underpass to Grant Avenue and connecting to the main business district.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails - Connects to the South to Three Rivers

Heritage Trail.

User Demand & Market Analysis — Millvale Riverfront Park and Trail is a highly visible and
highly used facility. Current conditions include a marina, skate park, bait shop, motorized boat
launch, and a large shelter for canoe/pontoon/bike rental through the municipality along with

the Three Rivers Boathouse.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — N/A, already acquired.
Preferred Alignment — N/A, already acquired.

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — N/A, already built

Preferred Alignment — N/A, already built




Shaler/Etna Segment

1.7 miles

Description - The proposed preferred and practical alignment through Shaler/Etna will follow
along an existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks. The service road is along
the river side of the railroad tracks and extends to Bridge Street under the 62" Street Bridge

along the Etna / Sharpsburg borough boundary.

This alignment intersects with private property

and property owned by the Borough of Etna. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of

Photo of Millvale/City of Pittsburgh boundary
in Millvale Riverfront Park
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Photo of Shaler/Etna boundary looking south

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property. Easement
agreements with private property owners
must be negotiated.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,
Borough of Millvale, Borough of Etna, Davison
Sand & Gravel

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,
Borough of Millvale, Borough of Etna, Davison
Sand & Gravel

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Shaler / Etna is flat and

utilizes an existing railroad service road

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Shaler / Etna is Commercial.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for

the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor - The alignment will
utilize the existing railroad bridge that crosses
over Pine Creek. The existing service road also
utilizes the existing bridge.

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List — Norfolk
Southern Railroad Company, Davidson Sand &
Gravel

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List — Norfolk
Southern Railroad Company, Davidson Sand &
Gravel

Environmental Hazards — N/A




Intersections and Access Points — The proposed trail in Etna can be accessed at the Etna /
Sharpsburg boundary at the1® Street public railroad crossing under the 62™ Street Bridge.

There is a public parking lot adjacent to 1** Street, which can be used for parking. The trail in
Shaler can be accessed by the Millvale Riverfront Park Trail where public parking is provided.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails - Millvale Riverfront Park

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban centers of Shaler and Etna
which are suburban areas with a population of approximately 37,700. Many community groups
will use this section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking
and bike riding.

ROW Costs — Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $85,000 to $422,000 Practical Alignment — $425,000 to $510,000
Preferred Alignment — $85,000 to $422,000 Preferred Alignment — $425,000 to $510,000




Sharpsburg Segment

Varies from 1.3 miles to 1.8 miles

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Sharpsburg will follow the existing
railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks from Bridge Street under 62™ St. Bridge
and ends just before the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park. The alignment will connect to the
Sharpsburg Riverfront Park and then run along an existing dirt road along the river that extends

from the park to the Sharpsburg water plant and Silky’s Crow’s Nest Restaurant.

The

Sharpsburg Riverfront Park will serve as a proposed trailhead.

The proposed practical alignment in Sharpsburg will take advantage of Main Street and
improving biking connections through the Sharpsburg business district. Access to Main Street is
available as soon as under the 62™ Street Bridge if needed. Trail users will be able to cross back
to the riverfront at 19" Street to connect to Aspinwall through private property. It is also
recommended that Freeport Road be upgraded for share the road opportunities.

The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the
2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Etna/Sharpsburg boundary looking
north.

A

Photo of Sharpsburg Water Treatment Plant
looking west at possible location for the
alignment.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property. Easement

agreements and permissions must be obtained

for use of any private property. As on going
negotiations occur with Norfolk & Southern
Railroad, it is recommended that negotiations
begin with the other property owners so that a
trails segment can be designed and
constructed from Sharpsburg Riverfront Park
to the Township of Ohara as described above
for a trail distance of 1.0 miles.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

Sharpsburg Borough, Davidson Sand & Gravel
Co., Norfolk & Southern Railroad Co., The
Deitch Co., Al & Lois Lampenfeld

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Sharpsburg Borough, Davidson Sand & Gravel
Co.

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Sharpsburg is relatively flat
and utilizes an existing railroad service road,
an existing gravel road, and riverfront
property.

Land Use — The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Sharpsburg is primarily
commercial.

Erosion/Drainage Problems - N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for

the Allegheny River except for a section




between the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park and
the Sharpsburg Water Treatment Plant that is
within the floodplain.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Davidson Sand & Gravel Co., Norfolk &
Southern Railroad Co., The Deitch Co., Al &
Lois Lampenfeld

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

N/A

Environmental Hazards - N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail in Sharpsburg can be accessed at the Etna /
Sharpsburg boundary at the1* Street public railroad crossing under the 62" Street Bridge. The
trail can also be accessed at the Sharpsburg Riverfront Park.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Sharpsburg which
is suburban areas with a population of approximately 3,600. Many community groups will use
this section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike

riding.

ROW Costs -
Practical Alignment — N/A
Preferred Alignment — $64,000 to $320,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -

Practical Alignment — $59,000 to $115,000
Preferred Alignment — $279,000 to $340,000




Township of O’hara (Sec. 1)
Segment

Varies from 0.4 miles to “to be
determined”

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through the Township of O’hara section 1 will
begin along private property along the riverfront and cross under the Highland Park Bridge to

the Aspinwall Borough boundary.

It is recommended that the practical alignment include

improvements to Freeport Road for share the road opportunities. The proposed trail and
amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the

American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements and
permissions must be obtained for use of any
private property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners -
The Deitch Co.

Practical Alignment Property Owners -
N/A

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through the Township of O’hara
Section No. 1 is flat.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in the Township of O’hara Section
No. 1 is commercial.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features - The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for
the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List -

The Deitch Co.

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

N/A

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - There are no direct access points for the trail in the

Township of O’hara Section No. 1.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Sharpsburg and
Aspinwall which is suburban areas with a population of approximately 8,856. Many community
groups will use this section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking,

walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs -
Practical Alignment — N/A
Preferred Alignment — $19,000 to $95,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment —to be determined
Preferred Alignment — $100,000 to $120,000




Aspinwall Segment

Varies from 0.4 miles to “to be
determined”

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Aspinwall will begin along private
property along the riverfront and connect to the Aspinwall Marina. The alignment will then
share the road for the marina entrance to utilize the public railroad crossing to cross the railroad
tracks and connect to the existing railroad service road that parallels Freeport Road. The
Aspinwall Marina will serve as a proposed trailhead. The practical alignment will use share the
road along Freeport Road and utilize neighborhood streets. The proposed trail and amenity
development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American

Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Aspinwall/City of Pittsburgh
boundary looking south along existing railroad
service road.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property. Easement
agreements and permissions must be obtained
for use of any private property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
The Deitch Co., NGain LLC, Borough of
Aspinwall, Aspinwall Marina Inc.

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Borough of Aspinwall

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Aspinwall is flat and utilizes
riverfront private property and an existing
railroad service road that is used for railroad
maintenance.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Aspinwall is commercial and
residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for
the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor - There is an overhead
railroad bridge that is used to cross the
Allegheny River. The structure is show on the
picture above.

Utilities ~ To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Environmental Hazards — N/A




The Deitch Co., NGain LLC, Aspinwall Marina
Inc.

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-

way Property Owner List —
N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail in Aspinwall can be accessed at the Aspinwall

Marina, which provides public parking.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Aspinwall which is
suburban areas with a population of approximately 3,000. Many community groups will use this
section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — N/A
Preferred Alignment — $17,000 to $82,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $20,000 to $50,000
Preferred Alignment — $100,000 to $120,000




City of Pittsburgh Segment

0.7 miles

Description - The proposed preferred & practical alignment through the City of Pittsburgh will
follow the existing railroad service road on Norfolk & Southern property adjacent to Freeport
Road and continue to the railroad crossing for the City of Pittsburgh water treatment plant
(PWSA) entrance. This crossing is owned by the City of Pittsburgh. The alignment will utilize the
existing crossing and maintain along the PWSA employee access road to the Chapel Harbor
Development (O’hara Twp. section 2 boundary line). The proposed trail and amenity
development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American

Disabilitis Act of 1990.

Photo of Aspinall/lty of Pitsburgh
boundary looking north along railroad service
road.

_ i =
e

Photo of City of Pittsburgh Water Treatment
Facility entrance driveway.

Legal Feasibility - The trail will be located on
Norfolk & Southern right of way to the City of
Pittsburgh’s railroad crossing. Easement
agreements with Norfolk Southern must be
negotiated for use of any railroad property.
The trail will then traverse City of Pittsburgh
property along their employee access road.
The Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority
have tentatively agreed to allow the share the
road trail along this road.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Co., Pittsburgh
Water and Sewer Authority

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority, City of
Pittsburgh

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through the City of Pittsburgh is flat

and utilizes the existing railroad service road
and the City of Pittsburgh Water Treatment
Facility entrance driveway.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in the City of Pittsburgh is
commercial.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for

the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor - N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-

way Property Owner List -
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Co., Pittsburgh

Water and Sewer Authority
Practical Alignment Required Right-of-

Environmental Hazards — N/A




way Property Owner List -
Pittsburgh Water and Sewer Authority

Intersections and Access Points - The trail will utilize the City of Pittsburgh Water Treatment
Facility entrance railroad crossing to cross the railroad tracks. The trail in the City of Pittsburgh
can be accessed at the public parking lot used for the Aspinwall Marina.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the Waterworks Mall and UPMC St.
Margaret hospital. Many community groups and employees in the Waterworks Mall will use
this section of the trail for educational, exercise, as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking

and bike riding.

ROW Costs -
Practical Alignment — $15,000 to $76,000
Preferred Alignment — $37,000 to $185,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -

Practical Alignment — $14,000 to $35,000
Preferred Alignment — $106,000 to $135,000




Township of O’hara (Sec. 2)
Segment

1.4 miles

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Township of O’hara section 2 will
begin along the PWSA entrance road that parallels the railroad (adjacent to Chapel Harbor) and
cross the Chapel Harbor retirement home property to connect to the existing walking trail
located along Chapel Harbor Drive. The existing trail along Chapel Harbor Drive consists of an
approximately 5 ft wide sidewalk used for pedestrians. The existing sidewalk will be used for
pedestrian use and Chapel Harbor Drive will be a share the road facility used for bicycles. The
alignment will continue along Chapel Harbor Drive and then along Zaenger Drive to Riverfront
Drive. The alignment will then cross Zaenger Drive and Riverfront Drive and run along
Papercraft Park Road, which extends to the Blawnox Borough boundary line. The trail adjacent
to Papercraft Park Road will consist of an 8 ft wide paved surface. The trail in Township of
O’hara Section No. 2 can be directly accessed along Chapel Harbor Road. An existing connection
to the Squaw Valley Trail is in-place and will connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel
Harbor entrance. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in

accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

N

Photo of City of Plttsurownshi of O’hara
Sec. 2 boundary looking at Chapel Harbors.

Photo of Township of O’hara Sec. 2/Blawnox
boundary along 4" Street.

Legal Feasibility — Easement agreements and
permissions must be obtained for use of any
private property. The trail will be located on
the rights of way of Chapel Harbor Retirement
Home, Chapel Harbors at the Water
Association, Yacht Club Communities. The
portion of the trail along Chapel Harbors Drive
and Papercraft Park Road will be within the
road right-of-way. Zaenger Drive is owned by
Yacht Club Communities. An easement from
Chapel Harbors will be required to connect the
alignment from the City Pittsburgh section and
the existing trail along Chapel Harbors Drive.
An easement from Yacht Club Communities
will be required to allow the trail to be
constructed adjacent to Zaenger Drive. ltis
recommended that negotiations for the
easements from Chapel Harbors and Yacht
Club Communities become a priority.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Chapel Harbor ALF, Yacht Club Co.

Practical Alignment Property Owners -

Chapel Harbor ALF, Yacht Club Co.




Topography - The topography of the
alignment through the Township of O’hara

Section No. 2 is flat and will utilize the existing
roadway and 5 ft wide sidewalk.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Township of O’hara Section No. 2
is commercial and residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for
the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List -

Chapel Harbor ALF, Yacht Club Co.
Practical Alighment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Chapel Harbor ALF, Yacht Club Co.

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - — The trail will run through the Chapel Harbor housing

development.

The trail in Township of O’hara Section No. 2 can be directly accessed along

Chapel Harbor Road. An existing connection to the Squaw Valley Trail is in-place and will
connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel Harbor entrance.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — An existing connection to the Squaw Valley
Trail is in-place and will connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel Harbor entrance.

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the Waterworks Mall and newly
developed riverfront property (Chapel Harbor) in Township of O’hara, population of
approximately 8,856. Many community groups and employees in the Waterworks Mall will use
this section of the trail for educational, exercise, as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking
and bike riding. The existing trail along Chapel Harbors Drive is already established and used by
the Chapel Harbor at Water Community and the Yacht Club Community. An existing connection
to the Squaw Valley Trail is in-place and will connect to the proposed alignment at the Chapel

Harbor entrance.

ROW Costs -
Practical Alignment — $17,000 to $86,000
Preferred Alignment — $17,000 to $86,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $120,000 to $170,000

Preferred Alignment — $350,000 to $420,000




Blawnox Segment Varies from 0.8 miles to 1.0 miles

Description - The proposed practical alignment through Blawnox will begin adjacent to 4"
Street and continue adjacent to Centre Avenue. The alignment will use the Centre Avenue
public railroad crossing to cross the railroad tracks and follow along the existing railroad service
road closest to Freeport Road. The Blawnox Borough Community Park will serve as a proposed
trailhead. The alignment will continue along the existing railroad service road that extends to
the Township of O’hara section 3 boundary line.

The proposed preferred alignment will begin along 4™ Street and follow along the municipal
boundary to the riverfront. The alignment will follow along the riverfront through private
property to the Township of O’hara section 3 boundary line.

The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the
2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Township of O’hara. Sec. 2/Blawnox Photo of Blawnox/Township of O’ha. Sec.

boundary along 4™ Street. boundary looking north along railroad service
road.

Legal Feasibility - The trail along 4™ Street Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

will be a share the road facility. Easement Blawnox Borough, Royston Laboratories Inc.,

agreements with Norfolk Southern must be First Street Properties, Peggy & Charles

negotiated for use of any railroad property. Albright, Laurie Haugh, Louis & Barbara

Sebastian, Joseph Deltondo, Mary Gardner,
Janice Rinehart, Revocable Trust Banker,
Robert & Rosemary Vukela, McDuff Company,
Clark Screw Machine Products Inc., Allegheny
Land Trust, Wild West Studio LLC, Norfolk &
Southern Railroad Company, JWest Corp.
Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,
Blawnox Borough

Topography - The topography of the Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment through Blawnox is flat will utilize alignment in Blawnox is commercial, industrial,

sharing the road along 4™ St. and the existing and residential.
railroad service road used for maintenance.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A Significant Natural Features -The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain for the
Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor - N/A Utilities — To be determined




Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Royston Laboratories Inc., First Street
Properties, Peggy & Charles Albright, Laurie
Haugh, Louis & Barbara Sebastian, Joseph
Deltondo, Mary Gardner, Janice Rinehart,
Revocable Trust Banker, Robert & Rosemary
Vukela, McDuff Company, Clark Screw
Machine Products Inc., Allegheny Land Trust,
Wild West Studio LLC, Norfolk & Southern
Railroad Company, JWest Corp.

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —-

Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail will utilize the public railroad crossing along
Centre Avenue . The trail can be accessed in Blawnox at the Blawnox Borough Community Park,

with public parking.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Blawnox,
population of approximately 1,600. Many community groups will use this section of the trail for
educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — $32,000 to $164,000
Preferred Alignment — $43,000 to $213,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $200,000 to $240,000
Preferred Alignment — $250,000 to $300,000




Township of O’hara (Sec. 3)
Segment

Varies from 3.0 miles to “to be
determined”

Description - The proposed preferred alignhment thfough Township of O’hara section 3 will
begin along the riverfront through private property and continue to River Road. The alignment
will continue along River Road to the public railroad crossing just before Freeport Road. The
alignment will then continue along the existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad
tracks / Freeport Road and extends to the Harmar Township boundary line. No improvements
are anticipated for the public railroad crossings. It is suggested for the practical alignment that
improvements to Freeport Road be made for Share the Road opportunities. The proposed trail
and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the

American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Township of O’hara Sec. 3 looking
north along River Road.

Photo of Township of O’hara Sec. 3 looking
north along railroad service road.

Legal Feasibility - Trail along River Rd. will be
a share the road facility. Easement
agreements with Norfolk Southern must
be negotiated for use of any railroad prop.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

JWest Corp., Township of O’hara, Norfolk &
Southern Railroad Company

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Township of O’hara, Norfolk & Southern
Railroad Company

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Township of O’hara Section

No. 3 is flat and utilizes the area adjacent to
River Road and the existing railroad service.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Township of O’hara Section No. 3
is commercial and residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features —The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-

Environmental Hazards — N/A

way Property Owner List -
JWest Corp., Norfolk & Southern Railroad

Company
Practical Alignment Required Right-of-

way Property Owner List — Norfolk
Southern Railroad Company

Intersections and Access Points - — The trail will utilize the public railroad crossings along
Boyd Avenue and River Road to cross the railroad tracks. There are no direct access points in
Township of O’hara Section No. 3 for public parking to the trail.




Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None
User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Blawnox and

Township of O’hara, population of approximately 8,856. Many community groups will use this
section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs —

Practical Alignment — $3,000 to $17,000
Preferred Alignment — $57,000 to $287,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -

Practical Alignment —~ $50,000 to $85,000
Preferred Alignment — $312,000 to $390,000




Harmar Segment

3.1 miles

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Harmar will follow the existing
railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extends to the
Cheswick boundary line. The public boat launch properties owned by the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and the PA Fish and Boat Commission will serve as proposed trailheads. This trail
alignment presents major challenges because of a steep hillside, Route 28, Freeport Road and
the railroad tracks. Options for the alignment are limited. It is recommended that a practical
alignment include biking improvements along Freeport Road and utilize neighborhood streets.
The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the

2010 Standads f the American Disabilities Act of 10.

o

Photo of Harmar looking south on Hulton
Bridge at railroad service road.

i

Photo of Harmar/hewick looking south along
railroad service road.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property. Easement
agreements and permissions must be obtained
for use of any private property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company
Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Harmar Twp., Rehak Family Associates, Lincoin
Warehouses Inc., Harbor View Marina Inc.

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Harmar is flat and utilizes
the railroad service road.

Land Use - The surrounding land use in
Harmar is commercial & residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features —The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain

Structures in Corridor — The alignment will
utilize the existing railroad bridge that crosses
Allegheny River inlet adjacent to the Allegheny
Valley Sewage Authority. The railroad service
road maintains across the existing bridge.

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company
Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Rehak Family Associates, Lincoln Warehouses
Inc., Harbor View Marina Inc.

Environmental Hazards - N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail can be accessed in Harmar at the two public boat
launches owned by the PA Fish & Boat Commission.




Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None
User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail use should draw from Harmar and Township of

O’hara, population of approximately 3,242. Many community groups will use this section of the
trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — $48,000 to $239,000
Preferred Alignment — $152,000 to $758,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -

Practical Alignment — $75,000 to $150,000
Preferred Alignment — $750,000 to $900,000




Cheswick Segment

Varies from 0.7 miles to 0.8 miles

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Cheswick will follow along the existing
railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks and extends to the Springdale Township
boundary line. The proposed practical alignment through Cheswick will use the public railroad
crossing along Blockdale Street to cross the railroad tracks and onto private property. The
alignment will then continue through various private properties along the riverfront and extend
to the Rachael Carson Park along S. Duquesne Ave. The Rachael Carson Park along S. Duquesne
Ave will serve as a proposed trail head for the practical & preferred alignments. There is public
parking available at the Rachael Carson Park. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of

1990.

Photo of Harmar/Cheswick looking north along
railroad service road.

Photo of Cheswick/Springdale Borough looking
south along railroad service road.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company
Practical Alignhment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,
Watercrest Real Estate LLC, Richard E. &
Victoria Reid, Phillip S. & Pam Bunting, James
B. Gardner, The Borough of Cheswick,
Government Property.

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Cheswick is flat and utilizes

the existing railroad service road that is used
for railroad maintenance.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Cheswick is commercial and
residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The
alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for

the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-

way Property Owner List -
Norfolk Southern Railroad Company

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,
Watercrest Real Estate LLC, Richard E. &

Environmental Hazards — N/A




Victoria Reid, Phillip S. & Pam Bunting, James
B. Gardner

Intersections and Access Points - The trail can be accessed in Cheswick at the public parking
lot along Blockdale Street and at the Rachael Carson Park along S. Duquesne Ave.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Cheswick,
population of approximately 1,800. Many community groups will use this section of the trail for
educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs - Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $37,000 to $187,000 Practical Alignment — $177,000 to $215,000

Preferred Alignment — $33,000 to $165,000 Preferred Alignment — $175,000 to $210,000.




Springdale Borough Segment

Varies from 1.5 miles to 1.9 miles.

Description - The proposed practical alignment through Springdale Borough will begin at the
public railroad crossing along S. Duquesne Ave. and become a share the road facility along S.
Duquesne Ave., Freeport Rd., Coalfax St., Railroad St., Keane St., and Butler St to the Springdale
Borough boundary line. The Veterans Memorial Ballfields, Springdale Township VFW, and the
public boat launch owned by Springdale Borough along Colfax St. will serve as proposed trail
heads. An existing connection to the Rachael Carson Trail is in-place at the Springdale Township

VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail head.

The proposed preferred alignment through Springdale Borough will follow along the existing
railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extends to the

Springdale Township boundary line.

The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the

2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Cheswick/Springdale Borough looking
north along existing railroad service road.

Photo of Springdale Borough looking soth
along railroad service road at Butler Street
public railroad crossing.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with
Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use
of any railroad property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners -
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company,

Springdale Borough
Practical Alignment Property Owners -
Springdale Borough

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Springdale Borough is flat

and utilizes the existing railroad service.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Springdale Borough is
commercial, industrial and residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems - N/A

Significant Natural Features - The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Property Owner Required Right-of-way -
Norfolk Southern, Springdale Borough

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail can be accessed in Springdale Borough at the

Rachael Carson Community Park and Springdale VFW.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — An existing connection to the Rachael Carson

Trail is in-place at the Springdale Township VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail head for

the proposed trail alignment.

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Springdale
Borough, population of approximately 5,700. Many community groups will use this section of
the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding. The trail




will also connect to the Rachael Carson Trail.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — N/A
Preferred Alignment — $74,000 to $369,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment ~ $38,000 to $95,000
Preferred Alignment — $375,000 to $450,000




Springdale Township Segment 1.3 miles

Description - The proposed preferred alignment through Springdale Township will follow along
the existing railroad service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extends
to the East Deer boundary line. An existing connection to the Rachael Carson Trail is in-place at
the Springdale Township VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail head for the proposed trail
alignment. it is recommended that the practical alignment include improvements to Freeport
Road for share the road opportunities. The proposed trail and amenity development /
construction shall be in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of
1990.

Photoo Sringdale Borough/Springdale Photo of Springdale Townshi/Easteer
Township looking north along railroad service  looking south on the New Kensington Bridge at
road. the railroad service road.

Legal Feasibility - Easement agreements with | Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

Norfolk Southern must be negotiated for use Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company

of any railroad property. Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Springdale Township

Topography - The topography of the Land Use - The surrounding land use to the

alignment through Springdale Township is flat | alignment in Springdale Township is

and utilizes the existing railroad service road commercial, industrial and residential.

that is used for railroad maintenance.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A Significant Natural Features — The

alignment is above the 100-year floodplain for
the Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor— N/A Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of- Environmental Hazards — N/A
way Property Owner List -

Norfolk Southern Railroad Company
Practical Alignment Required Right-of-

way Property Owner List —
N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail can be accessed in Springdale Township at the
Springdale VFW, which provides public parking and where an existing connection to the Rachael
Carson Trail is in-place.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — An existing connection to the Rachael Carson

Trail is in-place at the Springdale Township VFW, which will serve as a proposed trail head for
the proposed trail alignment.




User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the railroad that parallels the Allegheny
River in Springdale Township. Springdale Township has a population of approximately 5,700.
Many community groups will use this section of the trail for educational as well as recreational
trail for hiking, walking and bike riding. The trail will also connect to the Rachael Carson Trail.

ROW Costs - Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — N/A Practical Alignment — $26,000 to $65,000
Preferred Alignment — $65,000 to $324,000 Preferred Alignment — $325,000 to $390,000




East Deer Segment Varies from 2.2 miles to 3.1 miles.

Description - The proposed practical alignment through East Deer will begin along Freeport
Road via a share the road facility and extend to the public railroad crossing at the East Deer
Park. The alignment will run through the East Deer Park and private property (PPG Industries) to
Ferry Street. The alignment will then continue along Ferry Street and cut through private
property (PPG Industries) adjacent to railroad property to a point where the trail can cross the
private property to make its way back along the riverfront The alignment will then follow along
the riverfront through private property (1000 Treadway Trust & Holcim Inc.) to the Tarentum
Borough boundary line.

The proposed preferred alignment through East Deer will begin along the existing railroad
service road that parallels the railroad tracks / Freeport Road and extend to the Air Products
entrance. The alignment will utilize the entrance to follow along the riverfront through private
property and into the East Deer Park. The alignment will run through the East Deer Park and
private property (PPG Industries) to Ferry Street. The alignment will then continue along Ferry
Street and cut through private property (PPG Industries) adjacent to railroad property to a point
where the trail can cross the private property to make its way back along the riverfront The
alignment will then follow along the riverfront through private property (1000 Treadway Trust &

Holcim Inc.) to the Tarentum Borough boundary line.
The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the

Photo of Springdale Towns |p/Et Deer
looking north on the New Kensington Bridge at
the railroad service road.

2010 Sanards of the American Disabilities ct of 1990.
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Photo of East Deer/Tarenm looking suth
along riverfront property.

Legal Feasibility -.
Easement agreements with Norfolk Southern

must be negotiated for use of any railroad
property. Easement agreements and
permissions must be obtained for use of any
private property.

The section from the East Deer Park to
Tarentum Borough line should become priority
for meeting with private property owners.
Successful negotiations for easements could
afford the completion of these 1.6 miles of the
trail.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company, Air

Products & Chemical Inc., East Deer Twp.
Sanitary Authority, East Deer Township, ET
Blue Grass Clearing LLC, PPG Industries, 100
Treadway Trust, Holcim(US) Inc.

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
East Deer Township, ET Blue Grass Clearing
LLC, PPG Industries, 100 Treadway Trust,
Holcim(US) Inc.

Topography - The topography of the

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the




alignment through East Deer is flat runs
through private and public property. The
alignment also utilizes the existing railroad
service road used for railroad maintenance.

alignment in East Deer Township is
commercial, industrial and residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems - N/A

Significant Natural Features —The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain for the

Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — The alignment will
utilize an existing bridge used for pedestrians
in the East Deer Park to cross an existing
drainage ditch. The bridge appears to be
structurally sound.

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List -

Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company, Air
Products & Chemical Inc., Sanitary Authority,
East Deer Township, ET Blue Grass Clearing
LLC, PPG Industries, 100 Treadway Trust,
Holcim{US) Inc.

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

ET Blue Grass Clearing LLC, PPG Industries, 100
Treadway Trust, Holcim(US) Inc.

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail in East Deer can be accessed in the East Deer
Community Park, where public parking is provided. The alignment will utilize the East Deer
Community Park entrance railroad crossing to cross the railroad tracks.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — None

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of East Deer
Township, population of approximately 1,400. Many community groups will use this section of
the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding. Various
employees to the adjacent businesses will use the trail for exercise.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — $77,000 to $386,000
Preferred Alignment — $149,000 to $745,000

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $412,000 to $510,000
Preferred Alignment — $775,000 to $930,000




Tarentum Segment

1.5 miles

Description - The proposed practical alignment through Tarentum will begin along private
property along the riverfront and then become a share the road facility along Grantham Street
to W. 6" Avenue to 4™ Avenue to 1 Avenue to the Tarentum Riverfront Park. The alignment
will then run through the Tarentum Riverfront Park to the Brackenridge Memorial Park.

The proposed preferred alignment will begin along private property along the riverfront and
extend to 4™ Avenue and then to 1% Avenue to the Tarentum Riverfront Park. The alignment
will then run through the Tarentum Riverfront Park to the Brackenridge Memorial Park. The
proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in accordance with the 2010

Standards of the Arican Disabilities Act of 1990.

hoto of East Deer/Trentum looking north
along riverfront property.

Photo of Tarentum/Brackenridge looking
south along E. 1* Ave. (Riverfront Park).

Legal Feasibility - A short section of this
alignment would cross one commercial
property owner with the remaining section on
public right-of-way. Easement agreements
and permissions must be obtained for use of
any private property.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

Holcim Inc., Joseph Greco, Wulfrath
Refractories Inc., Tarentum Borough

Practical Alignment Property Owners —

Holcim Inc., Tarentum Borough

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Tarentum is flat and utilizes

the roadway to connect to the existing trail in
the Tarentum Memorial Park.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Tarentum is commercial,
industrial and residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems - N/A

Significant Natural Features —The alignment

is above the 100-year floodplain.

Structures in Corridor — The alignment will

utilize the existing bridge along 4" Avenue to
cross Bull Creek and connect to the Tarentum
Memorial Park.

Utilities - To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List -

Holcim Inc., Joseph Greco, Wulfrath
Refractories Inc.

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Holcim Inc.

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail in Tarentum can be accessed at the Tarentum
Riverfront Park and at the public boat launch in Tarentum, which has public parking.




Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — The trail will connect to the existing trail

through the Tarentum Riverfront Park, which has public parking available.

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Tarentum Borough
and Brackenridge, population of approximately 8,500. Many community groups will use this
section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.
Various employees to the adjacent businesses will use the trail for exercise.

ROW Costs - Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $36,000 to $180,000 Practical Alignment — $168,000 to $225,000

Preferred Alignment — $57,000 to $286,000 Preferred Alignment — $283,000 to $350,000




Brackenridge Segment 0.6 miles

Description - The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Brackenridge will begin
at the Brackenridge Memorial Park and follow the existing walking trail that extends through the
park. The alignment will then continue as a share the road facility along 1 Avenue to
Brackenridge Borough line. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be

in acco

T ~%

‘Po of Tarenum/Brackenridge looking north
along E. 1* Ave. (Brackenridge Memorial Park).

dance with the 2010 Standrds of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Photo of Brackenridge/Harrison Tnship
looking north along E. 1* Avenue.

Legal Feasibility - The practical and preferred
alignments will be on public right of way.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Brackenridge Borough

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Brackenridge Borough

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Brackenridge is flat

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Brackenridge is commercial and
residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features — The

alignment is above the 100-yr floodplain.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

N/A

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

N/A

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points — The trail in Brackenridge can be accessed at the

Brackenridge Memorial Park.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — The alignment will connect to the existing
riverfront parks of Brackenridge and Tarentum Borough which have existing walking trails.

User Demand & Market Analysis - Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Brackenridge and
Tarentum Borough, population of approximately 10,000. Many community groups will use this
section of the trail for educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.
The trail will be adjacent to many residential homes along East 1 Avenue.

ROW Costs —
Practical Alignment — N/A
Preferred Alignment — N/A

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $81,000 to $105,000

Preferred Alignment — $81,000 to $105,000







Harrison Township Segment Varies from 5.6 miles to 5.8 miles.

Description - The proposed practical and preferred alignment through Harrison Township will
be a share the road facility beginning along River Avenue and continue to Veteran’s Way. The
alignment will then follow Veteran’s Way along the river that extends to the U.S. Army Corps
(USACE) property for the Allegheny River Lock Station. The alignment may then either continue
along U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property back along River Avenue to Federal Street or stop at
the U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property and bear left through private property. The practical
alignment will then continue along Federal Street to N. Canal Street, where as the preferred
alignment will follow the riverfront through private property and connect the existing railroad
service road and extend to the proposed onramp to the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River.
The practical alignment will then continue along N. Canal Street and onto Karns Road. The
practical alignment will follow Karns Road till the road turns into Oak Manor Drive. The practical
alignment will then cross private property (Mount Airy Cemetery) and may continue on railroad
property along the existing railroad service road to the proposed onramp to the SR 356 Bridge
over the Allegheny River. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be

in accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.
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Photo of Brackenridge/Harrison Township
looking north along River Avenue.

Photo of Harrison Township/Freeport looking
south along existing railroad service road.

Legal Feasibility - The trail will begin along
River Avenue. A share the road is advisable
along River Avenue. The trail will impact 260
feet of private property owner (Mount Airy
Cemetery), with the remaining being in the
township rights of way, the US Army Corp and
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Property.
Easement agreements with Norfolk Southern
must be negotiated for use of any railroad
property. Easement agreements and
permissions must be obtained for use of any
private property.

Property Owners —
Preferred Alignment Property Owners —

Harrison Twp., U.S. Army Corps (USACE)
property, Allegheny Ludlum Steel Corp.,
Norfolk & Southern Railroad Company
Practical Alignment Property Owners -
Harrison Twp., Mount Airy Cemetery, U.S.
Army Corps (USACE) property, Norfolk &
Southern Railroad Company

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Harrison is flat and utilizes

the area adjacent to River Ave., Federal St., N.
Canal St., and Karns Rd. The alignment will
also utilize the existing railroad service road
that is used for railroad maintenance.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Harrison is commercial, industrial
and residential.

’

Erosion/Drainage Problems - N/A

Significant Natural Features ~The alignment




is above the 100-year floodplain for the
Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

U.S. Army Corps (USACE) property, Allegheny
Ludlum Steel Corp., Norfolk & Southern
Railroad Company

Practical Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Mount Airy Cemetery, U.S. Army Corps
(USACE) property, Norfolk & Southern Railroad
Company

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - The trail in Harrison can be accessed at the Harrison
Ballpark, which provide public parking. The alignment will utilize the public railroad crossing

along Federal Street to cross the railroad tracks.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — Harrison Hills Park

User Demand & Market Analysis - The Trail is adjacent to the urban center and residential
area of Harrison Township, population of approximately 11,000. The trail also is adjacent to the
Harrison Hills Park. Many community groups will use this section of the trail for educational as
well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs -
Practical Alignment — $112,000 to $561,000
Preferred Alignment — $139,000 to $696,000.

Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $576,000 to $790,000

Preferred Alignment — $1,147,000 to
$1,405,000




Freeport Borough (Armstrong
County) / Allegheny Township
(Westmoreland County) Segment

2.5 miles

Description - The proposed practical alignment will begin along the proposed onramp to the SR
356 Bridge over the Allegheny River. The alignment will run adjacent to the proposed onramp
and across the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River. Bridge reconstruction includes a bike
lane The alignment will use this bike lane to cross the SR 356 Bridge over the Allegheny River
and onto River Landing Drive (share the road facility), which is adjacent to the River Forest Golf
Club. The alignment will continue along River Landing Drive and connect to the abandoned
railroad bed along the Allegheny River. The abandoned railroad bed is private property and has
recently been sold. The new owners of the property have publicly discussed working with
Allegheny Township to provide a 1.5 mile transfer of the abandoned railroad bed to the
Butler/Freeport trail. The proposed practical alignment will provide a connection to the
Butler/Freeport Trail via the old abandoned railroad bed under the north side of the SR 356
Bridge over the Allegheny River and the proposed bike lane across the SR 356 Bridge over the
Allegheny River. The proposed trail and amenity development / construction shall be in
accordance with the 2010 Standards of the American Disabilities Act of 1990.

Legal Feasibility - The trail will begin along SR
356 Bridge across the Allegheny River.
PennDOT has proposed to widen the existing
bridge and include a bike lane. The trail will
impact one property owner, Allegheny
Township of Westmoreland County.

Preferred Alignment Property Owners —
Allegheny Twp. of Westmoreland Co.

Practical Alignment Property Owners —
Allegheny Twp. of Westmoreland Co.

Topography - The topography of the
alignment through Allegheny Township is flat
and utilizes the proposed bike lane across the
SR 356 Bridge and share the road along River
Landing Drive. The alignment will also utilize
the abandoned railroad bed from the SR 356
Bridge to the Kiskiminetas River.

Land Use - The surrounding land use to the
alignment in Allegheny Township is residential.

Erosion/Drainage Problems — N/A

Significant Natural Features —The alignment
is above the 100-year floodplain for the
Allegheny River.

Structures in Corridor — N/A

Utilities — To be determined

Preferred Alignment Required Right-of-
way Property Owner List —

Allegheny Twp. of Westmoreland Co.Practical
Alignment Required Right-of-way

Property Owner List —
Allegheny Twp. of Westmoreland Co.

Environmental Hazards — N/A

Intersections and Access Points - There are no public access points along the trail in

Allegheny Township.

Trail Linkages/Connections to Existing Trails — Butler/Freeport Trail

User Demand & Market Analysis - The Trail is adjacent to the urban center of Freeport and
residential area of Allegheny Township, population of approximately 9,964. The trail also is




adjacent to the Harrison Hills Park. Many community groups will use this section of the trail for
educational as well as recreational trail for hiking, walking and bike riding.

ROW Costs — Preliminary Construction Cost Estimate -
Practical Alignment — $214,000 to $1,067,000 | Practical Alignment — $395,000 to $500,000

Preferred Alignment — $$214,000 to Preferred Alignment — $395,000 to $500,000
$1,067,000




APPENDIX H
SAMPLE MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES FOR
RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT




Allegheny County Subdivision and Land development Ordinance

Section 5.5 PROTECTION OF WATERCOURSES AND WETLANDS

5.5.1 Purpose. The regulations contained in this section are intended to promote the public health, safety, and
welfare by ensuring that watercourses and wetlands will be preserved in their natural condition so that they may
continue to convey and store water, provide habitat for flora and fauna, and serve as recreational and aesthetic
resources.

5.5.2 Sethack or open space easement required. No grading, cutting, filling, removal of vegetation, or other
disturbance of land shall be permitted within the required
setback.

A. The minimum setback for watercourses shall be 50', measured from the top of the channel bank. In
addition, land development involving the construction of new buildings shall not be permitted within 100" of
the top of the bank of the Allegheny, Monongahela, Ohio, or Youghiogheny Rivers.

B. The setback for wetlands shall be as follows:
1. Determination of setback area:
a. Wetlands one acre and over: 50" setback depth, times the perimeter of the wetland (measured in
lineal feet) equals the minimum setback area.

2. Distribution of the required setback area shall be either:
a. At the uniform setback depth from the delineated edge of the wetland; or
b. At a variable setback depth, based on a wetland management plan prepared by a certified
professional wetlands biologist. In no case, however, shall the setback be less than 10' from the
delineated edge of a wetland less than acre in extent; or 20' from the delineated edge of a wetland
one acre or more in extent.

C. Minor earth disturbance and construction within the area of the required setback or easement, required
for development in other areas of the site, may be allowed in accordance with all regulations of the
Department of Environmental Protection and municipal flood plain regulations, where applicable.

D. Construction may also be allowed within the required setback area of rivers to enable the development of
uses that require proximity or access to the river, in accordance with applicable federal, DEP, and municipal
regulations.

E. In larger subdivisions and land developments, the required setback area should be integrated into a
system of public or common open space. In smaller subdivisions and land developments the preservation of
these open space areas shall be ensured through recorded easements, deed restrictions, or other means
acceptable to the Department and to the municipality.

F. Where the required setback or easement would render a site unusable under the municipality's zoning
regulations because of the limited size or dimensions of a parcel of land prior to its subdivision, the
Department may reduce the depth of the setback to not less than 50 feet along a river and to not less than 20
feet along other watercourses. Any reduction in depth of setback which may be allowed by the Department
does not supersede any requirement for a greater setback imposed by federal, state, or municipal regulations.

Pagelof1l



BOS AUTHORIZED FOR ADVERTISEMENT NOVEMBER 8, 2007

Revised November 14, 2007

WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP

CONCISE SUMMARY OF “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT” ORDINANCE
AMENDING CHAPTER 116, ZONING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT the Board of Supervisors of Whitemarsh Township,
Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, will hold a Public Hearing on Thursday, De¢ember 13, 2007 at 7:00
P.M. in the Township Building, 616 Germantown Pike, Lafayette Hill, PA. 49444 to inform and obtain
public comment and to consider enactment of the following Ordinance:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 116, ZONING, OF THE CODE OF WHITEMARSH
TOWNSHIP BY ESTABLISHING SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS ASSOCIATED WITH THE
“RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”

The purpose of this Ordinance is to amend Chapter 116, Zoning (“Chapter 116%) to create a
Riverfront Development Overlay District (the “RDD%) and the establishment of associated provisions,

including but not limited to use, density and setback rethuenients for new subdivisions and land
developments within the RDD.

Specifically, the Ordinance is intended to (i) recognize thnu.mgue character and natural resources
of the Schuylkill Riverfront and to presen?e ‘and enthance the pu‘buc’b access to the area; (ii) establish
reasonable standards for the height and siza, oibuﬂdiu,&s, ithe areas gpd‘ﬁlmensxons of yards and open
spaces, the provision of facilities to minimize lrafﬁc con, estion, noise, glare and pollution so as to lessen
the danger to the public safety and surrounding’b ra!ué‘sﬁm;’trafﬁc congestion, overcrowding of
land and inadequate transportatmn. .and to ( ish reasonable development standards for the
riverfront area.

A full oppo ywill be givet any citizen/and all parties in interest attending the hearing to
provide public comment The pu c mu:ced to'atfend the Public Hearing and comment on this
proposed Ordinance. Pi a-disability Who, Wish to attend the public hearing and require an
auxiliary aid, service or o gu:ptbmodatlon to-perticipate in the hearing should contact Whitemarsh
Township ap{ﬁloj 8_2573535.'

eopy of the entire, Ordinanee, and all exhibits shall be available for inspection during normal

busm hours at Whltemmih Townghip, 616 Germantown Pike, Lafayette Hill, PA 19444. (610) 825-
3535."

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”
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WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
ORDINANCE #

AN ORDINANCE OF THE TOWNSHIP OF WHITEMARSH AMENDING CHAPTER 116,
ZONING, OF THE CODE OF WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP, MONTGOMERY COUNTY,
PENNSYLVANIA, TO ESTABLISH A NEW “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”
AND TO INCORPORATE DEFINITIONS AND REGULATIONS PERTAINING THERETO

WHEREAS, the Whitemarsh Township Board of Supervisors (the “Board”) desires to amend
the Code of Whitemarsh Township (the “Code”) by adopting an certain améndments to Chapter 116,
Zoning, to provide for a new “Riverfront Development District” (the “RDD?) and to incorporate certain
definitions and regulations pertaining to the RDD; and

WHEREAS, the Board intends that the RDD be utilized toseliminate certain blighted industrial

areas within the Township by permlttmg the creation of residential‘and non-resx&éntlal uses that will be
compatible with the communities in or near the RDD.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDAINED AND ENACTED; by the Board of
Supervisors of Whitemarsh Township that Chapter 116, Zoning, of the Code of Whltemarsh. Township be
amended as follows:

Section One. Amendment to Definitions.

Chapter 116 Zonmg, Section 116-11 of Article II “Definitions,and Word Usage” of the Code and
entitled “Definitions” is hereby amended by‘adﬁmgthé*follomng '

“Average Setback?” - Average Setback s calcl_xl_'a_tgd;ix_l- the following manner:
(Length1 x Setbacka)i+ (Lebgth2 x Sefbat\kz{: (Length3 x Setback3) ...+ (Lengthn x
' Setbackn)

=

Leng;iu +quthz+ Lengths .+ Lengthn

_«"Where, each ‘Iength is the length of the fagade of the building segment at the
specific seYbaqka‘n,d where! Sgtback" is the setback of that segment of the facade from the
4 ‘uljrinate nght-df«wﬁx ) Y

2Ruilding Footp:‘iptt” The ‘building footprint shall include all parts of a building that
est) dlrectly or mdlieétly, on the ground, including, by way of illustration and not by
in ayages, bay-windows with floor space, chimneys, porches, decks
suppﬁ;ﬁeﬁ by posf;r and with floor heights that are four (4) feet or higher above grade,
cantil eckfiwith horizontal projections that are four (4) feet or more, and covered
breezeways.eo inected to a main building.

“Development Rights” - The rights of the owner of a parcel of land, under land
development regulations, to configure that parcel and the structures thereon to a
particular intensity for residential uses.

“Public Amenity” — A resource, convenience, facility or benefit available to the general
public for their use and/or enjoyment, with or without charge (e.g., restrooms, boat
launches, scenic overlooks, recreation facilities, etc.). Access to Public Amenities shall be
provided even when located on private land.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT "RIIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”
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“Receiving District” - One or more districts in which the development rights of parcels
in the sending district may be used.

“Receiving Parcel” - A parcel of land in the receiving district that is the subject of a
transfer of development rights, where the owner of the parcel is receiving development
rights, directly or by intermediate transfers, from a sending parcel, and on which

increased density and/or intensity is allowed by reason of the transfer of development
rights;

“Sending District” - one or more districts in which the development rights of parcels
in the district may be designated for use in one or more receiving districts;

“Sending Parcel” - a parcel of land in the sending districf that'is the subject of a
transfer of development rights, where the owner of the parcel is conyeying development
rights of the parcel, and on which those rights so conveyed are extinguished and may not
be used by reason of the transfer of development rights;

“Transferable Development Rights” - the/attaching of development rights to
specific lands which are desired by a municipality to'be kept undeveloped, but permitting
those rights to be transferred from those lands sg,that the deévelopment potent1a1 which

they represent may occur on other lands where »morq intensive development is deemed
more appropriate;

<

“Traaneree” - the person or legdl enu% including amrbqn or legal entity that owns
property in a receiving district, who' puk‘chage}the developmeni‘l;lghts and

“Transferor” - the landowner of a parob.] inas ending

Section Two. Addition ofxDDIhstnct.

Chapter 116 of the e
entitled “Riverfront De;
b

reby amended by providing a new Article XXXVII
" to read as follows:

§116-278.

d open spaces, the provision of facilities to minimize traffic
_}and pollution so as to lessen the danger to the public safety and
ing| /values from traffic congestion, overcrowding of land and

igte transp 'éi':ff“ on and to establish reasonable standards for the riverfront area.
ther intent of the RDD to:

v
A “\f)(llow mixed use development and redevelopment with a distinction
between the area that is riverfront and the supporting area beyond (to be known as the
RDD-1 and RDD-2 sub-districts respectively).

B. Provide a uniformity of design and orderly arrangement of buildings,
land uses and parking areas.

C. Acknowledge the unique character of both the area along the riverfront
and the area immediately beyond the riverfront. .

D. Recognize the proximity of the rail station and the need for transit
oriented development and redevelopment.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT "RI2VERFR0NT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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E. Ensure greater public access to the riverfront and provide for a
“greenbelt” along the river.

F. Implement the Comprehensive Plan.

G. Implement Transfer of Development Rights as a tool to promote
development and redevelopment while conserving land in other areas of the Township.

H. Promote redevelopment to correct inadequate street pafterns and access,
abandoned industrial buildings that are obsolete in terms of econortiic feasibility, or are
incompatible with surrounding uses, in order to allow better<use of the waterfront
properties.

§116-279. Application.

A. Areas where the RDD-1 and RDD-2 sub-districts apply are shown on the
Zoning Map of Whitemarsh Township.

B. The RDD shall be deemed to be an. overlay onthe area designated on the
Zoning Map of Whitemarsh Township.

() In those areas of Whltemars}l(l'oﬁnshlp where the RDD applies,
the requirements of the RDD shall beradditive to the Tequirements of the underlying
zomng district(s) and in the evenhdf‘a eoil‘ﬁ;ql take prémhence over the underlying
zoning district(s).

(2) Should the RD Bour;dku;é’s be rey:sﬁd as a result of legislative or
administrative actxons{)r judivial decisior ik‘swmng reqmrements applicable to the area

in question shall et to "thesmquxrememx dT the underlying zoning district(s) without
consideration of,,thip icle.

is ‘otherwise permitted by virtue of the
r ﬁ‘.omthe@ ng Hearing Board from the provisions of
ah(Corridor Conservation District shall not be required, provided
nded go the Board of Supervisors by the Township Engineer.

4 -39'6:280. Ush\Regﬁlgh_qns.
: A. Res@ehtlal Uses
N N . @ ‘Smgle-family detached.
| _ (é-)/ Single-family attached.
N3  Multifamily.
B. Commercial Uses

(1) Retail (with a maximum floor area limit for any individual use of
thirty thousand (30,000) square feet).

(2) Office.
3) Restaurant, including outdoor dining and take-out service.

@) Bank or other financial institution,

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “R:I?’VERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”
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(5) Child or adult day care center.

(6) Parking structure provided that a freestanding parking structure
is considered a building for purposes of computation of building coverage and all other
dimensional requirements of this district.

V)] Clubhouse facility as part of a residential development.

(8) Mixed use including any permitted use in the appropriate RDD-1
or RDD-2 Sub-District.

C. Public/Semi Public Uses
(6)) Municipal facility.

(2) Fire house, ambulance station, which may include a supporting
social club building or facility.

D. Any use of the same general character asiany of the uses above is
permitted when authorized as a conditional use ﬁm_v_‘igk:d that:

(6)) The applicant can demonstra'te that traffic and other impacts are
similar to those of permitted uses.

E. Conditional Uses

()  More intensive \development  pufsuant to §116-281.A(7)(d)
herein. . T ME '

F. Additional édnditional uses permitted in the RDD-1 Sub-District
(Riverfront Area);” y _

@H, HOteL» meh:dmg lne,efmg room facilities when ancillary and
subordinate to the hgtelf
“(2 Reereatlonal open space, boat club/boat house, river-oriented

rina.

‘recreation and ma B
' 3) ) Comﬁﬂﬁw center or library.

(4) _..-'Cultural center or museum.

(5’) y I School, public or private, primary or secondary.
3 f6) Fitness center, health club, or racquet club.

) Theatre.

(8) Places of worship.

(9) Public/private utilities including telecommunication facilities,
satellite antennae and similar equipment on proposed buildings and structures.

G. Drive-in or drive-through uses are specifically prohibited in the RDD-1
and RDD-2 Sub-Districts.

PROFPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT 'R‘I‘VERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT”
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H. In the RDD-1 Sub-District, a minimum of two percent (2%) of the
footprint area of a residential development must contain a permitted non-residential
use(s); provided, however, that such area shall not be less than two thousand square feet
(2,000 sf.).

§116-281. Dimensional Requirements.
A RDD-1 Sub-District.
(1) Minimum lot area: three (3) acres

(2) Minimum width at building setback line: two/hundred feet (200’)
(3) Minimum building setbacks:

(a) Perimeter: From all property lines, twenty. feet (20’) for
up to four (4) habitable stories above the floodplain; any portion of the building above
four (4) habitable stories must be setback a minimum of thirty feet (30°); any'portion of
the building above six (6) habitable stories must be setback a minimum of thirty-five feet
(35"). The minimum setback from the ultimate right-of-way,of abutting streets shall be
ten feet (10°) with an average of twenty feet (20°); For a building with greater than six (6)
habitable stories, the minimum setback from the ultimaté right-of-way of abutting streets
shall be fifteen feet (157) with an average of twenty-five feet.(25").

)] From'other unattached buildings on the same site: equal
to the height of the taller abutting buﬂ__ding, up to a'maximum bf'seyenty feet (70”).

(© From public trails, b\iﬂd@ shall be set back ten feet
(10). _

< 7 (d) | In the event'that a property abuts a utility or railroad,
the setback from any utility or railroad right-of-way shall be ten feet (10°).

@ Mi‘ngmum pqrhngagtback fifteen feet (15') from all property

lines.

7
h
R oy

@5 Q. uilding coverage: maximum of forty percent (40%) of the total
ot area, unless-ar bintegratedyparking structure is utilized, in which case the building
~eoverage may be incréased asiong as overall impervious coverage requirements are met.
Afreestanding parlﬁ@@?,stmctui% is considered a building for purposes of computation of
“hu dl;{xg coverage. |

e, (6)¢ : / Density: Residential density shall not exceed thirty (30) dwelling
units pénms%é(cept as otherwise provided in §116-281.A(7)(d), below.

“_(7)  Building Height.

(a) Maximum building height is four (4) habitable stories
above the floodplain except in the case of single family houses which shall be a maximum
of three (3) habitable stories above the floodplain. The number of stories of an attached
parking garage is not regulated as long as it does not exceed the height of the lowest
building to which it is attached. In addition, no portion of the parking garage shall be
visible from the riverfront access and open space as required by §116-284 herein.

®) A freestanding parking structure shall not exceed a
height of sixty feet (60°).

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT 'RgVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(@ One hundred percent (100%) of a building, other than a
freestanding parking structure, shall be permitted to be constructed to the maximum
habitable stories above the ﬂoodplam as long as no more than seventy-five percent (75%)
of the footprmt is at one (1) height with the remainder being at least one (1) story lower.
This requirement applies to any building of four (4) stories or higher.

(d) For buildings other than freestanding parking structures,
residential density may be increased to fifty (50) dwelling units per gross acre and
building height may be increased to a maximum of six (6) habitable stories above the
floodplain, as a conditional use, provided the following conditions are mét:,

[1] A right-of-way of at least.twenty-five feet (25") in
width is provided to the Township perpendicular to the Schuylkill River to provide public
access to the river in accordance with §116-284.D.

[2] A red shale macadam area of at least ten feet
(10") in width shall be provided within the right-of-way.

[3] Building height shall ba varied to allow wstas to
the river in accordance with §116-281.A(7)(c) hqmih.

[4] The bulldi”ng includes more than one (1) level of
structured parking above grade and po more than ten'pereent (10%) of the parking shall
be surface parking.

[5] | \At least seventy-five percent (75%) of the
building is residential. A 2

[6] A minimum of five percent (5%) of the parking
spaces provided argﬂglgnale@hr public ‘i;se:

(5 7l At S east one of the public amenity(ies) is
provided in a&;nﬂqnce wu}u{n -283.B herein.

’@) Notw1"§'h‘stnﬂﬂmg the provisions of §116-32.B., a parapet
wal;,t‘,’ormcélo; s1m;¥htz xojection of sufficient height to screen mechanical equ1pment on
the roof of ¢ ing (a8:geen from the ground) shall be provided but may be excluded in

’{hgféalculatlon 'o{jhezght piqvmgd that it shall be no higher than twelve feet (12’).

N '_a. (7) Impemous ground cover: seventy five percent (75%) maximum

n{h}g\ total lot area ifithe maximum building height is four (4) habitable stories above the
oedplain or less. If the maximum buﬂdmg hexght is greater than four (4) habitable
2bove the ﬂb@'blam the maximum impervious cover shall be sixty five percent

-.._\ X
8) Building and impervious coverage are calculated on the area of

the tract, excluding the area of riverfront open space along riverfront parcels, in

accordance with the requirements of §§116-284.A., B., or C., whichever is applicable.

B. RDD-2 Sub-District.

(6))] Each single-family detached dwelling shall be subject to the
following minimum area, width and yard requirements and maximum height, building
coverage, and impervious ground cover requirements:
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(a) Minimum lot area: six thousand square feet (6,000 sf.)
®) Minimum width at building setback line: forty feet (40°)
(c) Minimum front yard: twenty feet (20")

6] Minimum side yard: ten feet (10°)

(e) Rear yard: thirty feet (30°)

® Maximum height: thirty-five fegt (35) for the principal
building and twenty feet (20°) feet, not exceeding one (1) story, for anaccessory building

(g Maximum building coverage: twenty-five percent (25%)
of the total lot area

(h) Maximum imperyious ground cover: forty percent{40%)
of the total lot area

(2) Each attached single famﬂy wellmg unit shall be subject to the
following minimum area, width and yard require m;d' maximum height, building
coverage, and impervious ground cover requlrements

(a) Mihimam; 1o‘t~a1;ea two {housand two hundred square
feet (2,200 sf.)

o) Mininifg_‘jﬂ wx;iﬁiétb\:ﬂdqgr setback line: twenty feet

(207

(o) Mlmmum\fmht yard: none required
(d) « :Mumqgm sxa@gm‘d where they occur: fifteen feet (15)

(@ Minimim {ear yard: thirty feet (30°) minimum.
'be situated in the rear yard, but not any closer than five feet (57)

2
Ny

Y (f) ‘B'ences and walls. No fence or wall over six feet (6") in
*_height, except a ret" ning wall or a wall of a building permitted under the terms of this

i ':’%;er, shall be e d within three feet (3") of the rear lot line of any single-family
e remdentlal lot; In instances where the side lot line does not pass through a
'S ch/fence or wall shall be erected within three feet (3°) of said side lot

(® Maximum height: thirty-five feet (35} for the principal
building and twenty feet (20°), not exceeding one (1) story, for an accessory building

(h) Maximum building coverage: sixty percent (60%) of the
total lot area

@) Maximum impervious ground cover: seventy-five
percent (75%) of the total lot area

3) Buildings other than single family detached or attached dwelling
units shall be subject to the following minimum area, width and yard requirements and
maximum height, building coverage, and impervious ground cover requirements.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(a) Minimum lot area: ten thousand square feet (10,000 sf.)

(b) Minimum width at building setback line: seventy-five
feet (75
(c) Minimum front yard: none required

(d) Minimum side yard: fifteen feet (15")
(e) Minimum rear yard: thirty feet (30°)

® Maximum height: three (3) habitable stories above the
floodplain with a maximum of thirty-five feet (35’) for the pn}m‘lgal building and twenty
feet (20°), not exceeding one (1) story, for an accessory buﬂdmg

(® Maximum building covérage: sixty percent (60%) of the
total lot area

(h) Maximum imp_’_e;vidus ground cover: sevemty:five
percent (75%) of the total lot area , £

§116-282. Off-Street Parking and Loadiﬁﬁ

A Parking structures; wjﬁaher freestanding ob.integral with other uses in
the same building, shall have anoth@n first (1“%001‘*use on any portion of the
structure visible from any streets, required’ patﬁWagg, or r nt access or suitable
architectural treatment shall be pmwded For, ‘any», p arking structures, whether
freestanding or integral with other uses in the sdme" g, which contain three or
more parking levels, anothei“ \permitted| fitst ﬂdor use on any portion of the structure
visible from any streets; required pathways, ~or riverfront access, shall be mandatory, if
the first (1) flopf is out of th? floodplain. .lf’!}le first (1) floor is within the floodplain,
suitable archgtgf,td’ral treatment; shall be ﬁ;gjnded Any additional floors of exposed
parking structyres.shall alsoshave.suitable archifectural treatment. Suitable architectural

treatment shall by akdeﬁde&jgin S@“ﬁsn., . and D. below and §116-283.A.(2) and (4)
herem

. \\(hen W of a development with other principal uses, a parking
f-s,t:;li’cture must ‘IJSe‘the dormnﬁnt exterior materials of the adjoining building and be of a
g_fmilar vernacularg style \

b

: g materials utilized for parking structures shall effectively and
ﬁm&(?ly obscure r,View to the interior of all parking decks.

}kr}dhg structures shall be deSIgned such that sloping circulation bays

are mternhl to“tl‘;e’structure and not expressed in the exterior treatment of the parking
structure.

E. Required off-street parking facilities shall be in accordance with §116-184
except that one and three-quarters (1.75) parking spaces per dwelling unit shall be
required for residential uses. As a conditional use, the total number of parking spaces for
all of the uses may be reduced based on the following:

(1) In the case of a unified development plan in which there are
efficiencies derived by shared parking for uses which have complementary peak demands,
the applicant shall submit parking generation data based upon standard methodology
(such as that published by the ITE - Institute of Transportation Engineers) sufficient for
the Board of Supervisors to determine the appropriate reduction.
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(2) In the case of a unified development consisting solely of two (2)
or more contiguous uses of the same classification, the Board of Supervisors may permit a
reduction of the aggregate amount of required parking based upon a determination that
greater efficiency is effected by joint use of a common parking area, but in such case the
required number of off-street parking spaces shall not be reduced by more than twenty-
five percent (25%).

F. Parking may be permitted in the floodplain and riparian corridor in the
RDD without relief from the Zoning Hearing Board from the prov1s1otﬁ of Article XXII
Floodplain Conservation District and Article XXXV Riparian Cofridor Conservation
District, provided that a parking evacuation plan is provided by the Applicant and is
approved by the Board of Supervisors.

§116-283. Design Standards
A Architectural criteria

1) Variations in rooflines’ shall be used to screen HVAC,
telecommunications, utility or other similar 6r equipment and to provide interest and
reduce the scale of large buildings. Roofs should provide a«ariety of vertical dimensions.

Multi-planed and intersecting rooflines are encouraged. Flat roofed designs are
dlscouraged However, if utilized, tl;en flat roofs shalliinclude architecture/details such
as cornices, decorative facings gn arches to provxde interest to the roof line.
Additionally, all roof types should haye, atvlea’steene @ of thkkfo]lqmng features:

(a) 0verﬁ‘4mmng eaves of at least three feet (3);

() Sloping ‘!:oOfswﬁh an average slope of between three-to-
one (3:1) and one—tb-gne Ti\l) that do nm qiceed the average height of the supporting
walls; or y N

(c). Q,'-h:ee,(s) or ii;(oj‘e roof slope planes.

(2‘)\ cxﬁc permittédr dommant materials. Each development
should ’be’ of*a‘smglbm _,ﬁed architectural style. The exterior building skin shall be
oatnpo{eﬂ‘ ofioneé . domingntifacing material and not more than two additional materials.

r dominant ‘material shall 'comprise sixty percent (60%) or greater of each building
%‘:ation, with the exception }my side that is hidden or otherwise cannot be viewed
_fiem an abutting street, or froni the riverfront. The requirements for dominant building

mai‘et;lals herein shallialso be applicable to free-standing parking structures and parking
sh*upﬁxges attached t;S apother principal building.
? (a) Dominant exterior materials may include:
] Wood (to also include fiber-cement exterior

siding with wood texture and finish or equivalent).
{2] Brick.

[3] Stone, or stone veneer (cultured stone or
equivalent).

Concrete masonry unit (CMU). CMU allowed
only as split face block or block molded with a textured surface.

[5] Architectural pre-cast concrete panels.
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6] Glass, warm and cool tones.
[7] Stuceo and synthetic stucco.
™) Dominant exterior materials may not include:
[1] Aluminum siding.
[2] Vinyl siding.
[3] Smooth-faced CMU.
(4] Tilt-up concrete panéls.
[5] Glass, highly reflective/mirrored.

3) Architectural style of the development shall be designed to,avoid
the massive scale and uniform impersonal appearances of a "big box" structure through
facade ornamentation, building offsets, window treatments, varidtion in rooﬂmes, entry
treatments and upgraded building materials. The fogus should be on varying the spaces
among groups of buildings, to avoid creating a walled wn:ylor of long, unbroken rows of
buildings along a setback, or a mongtonous pattern of:buildings across a site. Facades
should be divided into mcrementat‘hro‘ngb the use of aml:u _ ctural features such as bay
windows, offsets, recesses and othek devicesthat break or mi e scale. Strong vertical
and honzontal reveals, offsets and ‘thyee dimensional deta‘ilg tween surface planes

should be incorporated into bulldmgﬁliés:gn to create Mow lirtes and to further break
up flat surfaces.

‘:&; 4 Hu‘ifdmg\facades greaier than one hundred feet (100°) in length,

including sepa buildingd ‘that are aﬂhched shall incorporate one or more

architectural features over at lé twenty percent (20%) of the length of the facade. There

iterrupted led h.of, facade tHat kxceeds one hundred feet (100°). These

al hlso ];é gpphcahle to) fne;.-standmg parking structures and parking
\ er principal building.

V. o () Qlﬁldmg facades greater than two hundred fifty feet (250°) in
2 Igpg'th, including séparatebuildings that are attached, shall incorporate setbacks of at

léast twenty feet (20") over &t | fifty percent (50%) of the length of the facade. In
atddition, when sal&‘bﬂﬂdmgs tontain only one (1) story, they shall include facades that
Y r to be two (2)/stpries in height and have architectural features that complement
(the ground loor. Sixty percent (60%) of facades of said buildings which face a

shall be two (2) stories in height or appear to be two stories in
paildings proposed on corner locations shall be or appear to be two (2)

rei(a ¢orner location does not contain a building, a compatible architectural
feature shaﬁk@' provided at the corner, and be of a height similar to a two (2)-story
fagade.

(6) All ground mounted exposed HVAC units or other utility
equipment shall be screened from view. This shall be accomplished through the use of
masonry walls and landscaping.

(7) All signage shall be in accordance with §116-287 herein and
Article XXVIII of the Zoning Ordinance.
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8) For commercial or office uses, loading facilities shall be provided
through screened delivery courtyards, via underground service corridors, or in a similar
fashion which is not visually or functionally obtrusive to patrons using the parking areas.
Waste receptacles shall be located in areas convenient for on site use and accessible for
collections. Loading areas and trash enclosures shall be screened from views by the use
of masonry walls, landscaping, or similar measure as approved by the Township.

B. Public amenities shall include the following when required in this
district:

(6)) Restrooms that are available to the publiciand will be maintained
by the property owner

(2) Boat launches using the most current specifications of the
Pennsylvania Fish and Boat Commission. Boat launches shall include a mmih:mm of five
(5) parking spaces or be in accordance with § 116-184.C.¢3), whichever requires;a greater
number of spaces. No overmght parking of boats; or other recreational vehicles shall be
permitted in any development in this District. <A minimum of fifty percent (50%) of the
required parking spaces must be tandem spaces;to.allow for,the parking of vehicles with
boat trailers.

(3) Scenic Overlqok — Scenic ovedgok area shall be ADA accessible,
and regularly maintained. They s bémade of durablegpem:anent materials that meet
all ANST specifications. Scenic overlox halhbe lit and designed so that all public safety
and security issues are adequately a ﬂ:ésse& :

4) Recreation Faéi]:hes = lﬁ anjr‘p@b];e recreational facilities are
provided, they shall cefiformto standardﬁ ’béi,fifrth by their respective associations (ie.
tennis facilities shafl pfee’f“l{n}ged State§ Tennis Association guidelines). All passive

recreation, if su;ﬁcgd) in perm‘gnent mate al,‘g‘uch as asphalt or concrete pathways, shall
be ADA compjﬁx;‘t _

Wﬂ@és — All public gathering spaces shall be
D destnans “?l‘ﬂ:-iﬁgress and egress, shall be adequately lit, and

designed to safely 5107

sha }sﬁmaqmph Rt

ure Garden - Sculpture gardens shall have ADA compliant
it. <Al landscaped and hardscaped areas shall be designed so
at ty issues are addressed. There shall be no areas within
] hlk c gardens wher iﬂdmduals can hide from view. Only sculptures made of durable,
ial) sHall be placed in public gardens. If sculpture contains any
doys edges or points, especially around the base, it shall be located a
iithe public’s reach. Designed elements such as ha-ha’s or barricades,
hip, may be utilized.

)] Botanical Garden — Botanical gardens may not include any
species considered invasive to the southern Pennsylvania region. Any pathways or walks
provided in the public garden shall be ADA compliant. Species that include non-edible,
poisonous fruit, thorns, or prickles shall not be utilized.

(8) Fountain — Construction drawings for all public fountains shall

be approved by the Township prior to their installation. Once installed, all fountains
must be regularly maintained and meet public health standards.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT 'RIIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(9) Similar Amenities — A similar amenity when deemed appropriate
by the Board of Supervisors. The design of each amenity shall be consistent with the
overall design of the development of which it is a part. In addition, uses in the riverfront
open space shall be designed in a manner in which they coordinate with nearby facilities
along the river, even if these facilities are in adjacent or nearby developments. Durable,
attractive materials shall be utilized, with natural colors appropriate to the setting. Use
of any bright or deep hues for accent purposes shall only be permitted with the express
approval of the Board of Supervisors.

(10)  When required, public amenities shall encompass a minimum of
five percent (5%) of the lot area of a development.

C. Landscaping and Screening.

) Street trees shall be planted in actordance with §105-48 of the
Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance for Whlte%arsh Township:

(2) Parking lot landscaping shall'be in accordance with §105-39 of
the Subdivision and Land Development Ordinarice for Whitemarsh Township exceptithat
all trees planted shall be a minimum of two anﬁ.onahalf (2.5) <caliper inches.

a, Parking lots consxsthg of Wenty (20) vehicles or more,
shall be screened from view by buildings on the site oﬂiy mcorporatmg decorative walls,
fences, landscaping, or a combination: ﬂilareof .

b. In no; case shall tree. trunks ot s]y'ubs negatively impact
required sight triangles, or interfere mth“the openm;oﬁeb.lcle doors.,

c Where ‘a. p;rﬁmg structure  is constructed, the

landscaping requu;ea Jn §“f85—52 B.(2), Qpaon A.(1) shall be utilized to enhance the
exterior of thep

all be\lghdscaped in accordance with §105-52 of

the Subdivision ;i,gnd,., 'lepmw%nﬁnce of Whitemarsh Township.

B a.\ R . Planters and other vessels for containerized landscaping
are encouraged ebgeﬁally at ﬁ{xﬂdmg entrances. All planters shall be safely and securely
.anchored
: 'Jb. Trees located in plazas, sidewalk areas, courtyards, or
y traveléd /areas, shall include tree grates and guards, and be subject to

G Lighting fixtures shall be of a style as approved by the Board of
Supervisors.

D. Pedestrian Oriented Development

@ For all developments the following elements shall be included to
create a pedestrian oriented development:

(a) Lighting along all street frontages with lighting fixtures
to be of a style as approved by the Board of Supervisors.
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(b) Benches, trash receptacles, bicycle racks and other street
furniture in a style approved by the Board of Supervisors.

(c) Wide sidewalks and other pedestrian amenities,
landscaping, shade trees.

(@ A variety of pavement materials for street surfaces and
sidewalks.

(e) Planting strips, located between the curbiand sidewalk.

§116-284. Riverfront Access and Open Space

A, An area of not less than one hundred fifty feet (150’) in ‘witith, parallel to
the river, measured from the mean water elevation 'of the Rivers of ‘the United
States/Pennsylvania, shall be provided along the len,gﬁl of the river on each development
site. This area shall be offered for dedication to the Township. If the area is not accepted
for dedication, an easement for public use must be provided.along with maintenance
agreements acceptable to the Township. This areashall include;

) A red shale macadam trail ‘of at/least ten feet (10°) in width, the
length of the river, to connect to adjoining property trails. .

(2) Seating areas)at intervals of not more,than three hundred feet
(300). : '

€)) Landscaping t6 enhance the ‘trail, which at a minimum shall
include trees in a naturalizedisetting at the'rate of one (1) tree per every fifty feet (50°) of
trail. Other landscape treatments may be utilized if approved by the Township.

Apprqpnate llghtmg ﬁktures shall be of a style as approved by

the Board of Supé:;msors

(G ’Stxéét furniture locafed in the floodway shall be anchored in
accordance with the" ‘requirements of Article II, Floodplain Regulations, §42-7 of the

Bufilding ¢ Cbll&trﬁﬁtlon Code}:

B. ﬂ&gmdth of.the riverfront area may be reduced to no less than one
h,,_ dred twenty-five feet (125’), provided at least one (1) public amenity is provided for
‘huildings four (4) stories or less, the suitability of which shall be determined by the Board
Supervisors. If the building is greater than four (4) habitable stories, then one (1)
d})):lbhc alm;mty must be provided in addition to the requirements of §116-

c. ’I'he width of the riverfront area may be reduced to no less than one
hundred feet (100 ), provided at least two (2) public amenities are provided for buildings
four (4) stories or less, the sultablhty of which shall be determined by the Board of
Supervisors. If the building is greater than four (4) habitable stories, then two (2)
additional public amenities must be provided in addition to the requirements of §116-
281.A.(6)(d).

D. Public Riverfront access is required in accordance with Chapter 105,
Subdivision and Land Development § 105-47.K.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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E. Other Public Access. For all parcels with frontage on Hector Street which
do not have riverfront access, a connection perpendicular to said street and the
Montgomery County Schuylkill River Trail shall be provided. Said right-of-way shall be
fifteen feet (15") in width and is subject to the following:

6))] This right-of-way shall not be contained within any road right-of-
way.

3] The right-of-way shall be offered for dedication to the Township.
If the area is not accepted for dedication, an easement for public use must be provided
along with maintenance agreements acceptable to the Township.

3) A red shale macadam pathway with@ minimum, of ten feet (10")
in width shall be provided and separated from any vehicularraffic.

(4) Lighting fixtures shall be installed along the pathWay and shall
be of a style as approved by the Board of Supervisors.

(5) The access shall Conthin appropriate signage to direct
pedestrians to the Montgomery County Schuylkiwll.’l?;_i'i?e‘r_ Trail.

§116-285. Transfer of Develgpment Rights Qption
A Intent. :

(1) The primary ‘purpose of the Transfer of Development Rights

(TDR) Section is to permanently preserve,ope land, agricultural land, sensitive natural
areas, and community’ charaeter that \would Be lost if the land were developed. In
addition, this Secti6n is ‘i‘ﬁtéxfagd to proteet property rights by allowing landowners
is injended for preSeryation to transfer their right to develop to other areas of

ip. Specifie/gbjectives inc_f_ihgle:

. ). () ~Ta effechively achieve the land use planning goals
identified in Whitemargh "Township’s Cemiprehensive Plan while preserving existing
propefty ights, N

9

('b‘} 2 . To preserve unique community features in residential
a more efficient land use pattern and provision of services and

astructure in arégs» e municipality proposed for growth.
s S b ';'(c) To promote redevelopment of the riverfront area in the
Towﬁ'@\ 4

.. { This Section is enacted pursuant to the authority granted by §603(c)(2.2)
and §619.1 of the Pennsylvania Municipalities Planning Code, under the terms of which
development rights are acknowledged to be severable and separately conveyable from a
sending area to a receiving area. Compliance with the provisions of this Chapter shall be
prerequisites to the use of the transfer of development rights option.

C. Establishment of Sending and Receiving Districts.

1) Any zoning district, including but not limited to the RDD-1 Sub-
District, may qualify as a sending district for the purposes of the TDR program.-

(2) The number of development rights which may be sold shall be
computed using the methodology prescribed in this Chapter.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(3) The RDD-1 Sub-District described herein shall be the receiving
district for the purposes of the transfer of development rights program.

D. Calculation of Transfer Development Rights.

(1) The total number of development rights available to be severed
from a sending area tract shall be determined by multiplying the gross tract area, minus a
percentage of any constrained lands as required in subparagraph (4) below, by 0.51,
subtracting from such product the number of retained development rights. Products
resulting in fractions may be rounded to the nearest whole number;fracfions of one-half
may be rounded up.

(2) Development rights previously severed or 'land previously
restricted from development by covenant, easement or deed restriction, shall not be
eligible for severance or transfer under this Chapter and,shall be subtracted from any
applicable calculation of transferable development Tights to the extemt. of the
restriction(s)in force unless and until such time assaid covenant, restriction or.easement
is dissolved or rescinded with agreement of all beneficiaries of such covenant, restriction
or easement. '

(3) Any sending area tract shall'rétain at least one development
right, unless the tract is joined in a single deed with an adjacent tract or tracts with
retained or remaining development right(s). All remaining)development rights may be
severed from the tract. b W

(4  When calcul.éi(i;]"ig eligible ¢ svélopment rights for the sending
area, a fifty percent (50%) reduction in'developfent rights shall be made for any portion
of that area consisting-6f theTollowing co‘naingxpéd lands:

(a) | Any area within the Floodplain District.

h N (b) £ ‘Any.area con \:ﬁsing wetlands under the jurisdiction of
the United States) 2 y.(io;ps»«oﬁ nging l_ﬁghnd/or the Pennsylvania Department of
Enviro:_l_x_x_le;_ltalP otection.,” p:

.

47 U {(\:)1:\ Any area of steep slope, as defined herein and where the
sratio of the chiange in ee:v‘n_\"ﬁ_on over the horizontal distance as measured between
ot conﬁ‘;{@jntervals exceed fifteen percent (15%).
|\ \For the purpose of development right determination, areas of
ed in clauses (a), (b), and (c) above may be determined by an
mer utilizing current Township mapping, Montgomery County Soils
tional Wetlands Inventory information, unless more accurate site
found acceptable to the Township.

E. Right to Transfer Development Rights.

(1) Each transferor shall have the right to sever all or a portion of the
rights to develop from the parcel in a sending district and to sell, trade, or barter all or a
portion of those rights to a transferee consistent with the purposes above.

(2) The transferee may retire the rights, resell them, or apply them
to property in a receiving district in order to obtain approval for development at a density
or intensity of use greater than would otherwise be allowed on the land, up to the
maximum permitted in subsection (3) below.
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3 Development rights may be utilized by the transferee to increase
the allowable residential density of a receiving parcel above the applicable base or
conditional limits in §116-281.A(6) and §116-281.A(7)(d). Acquisition of one (1)
development right shall entitle the receiving parcel to an increase of five (5) residential
dwelling units over the applicable base density of thirty (30) dwelling units per gross acre
or conditional use density of fifty (50) dwelling units per gross acre. In no event shall the
use of transfer development rights result in an increase in the base or conditional use
density by greater than ten (10) dwelling units per gross acre. For each ten (10)
development rights purchased, there shall be a corresponding decrease:in the required
Park and Recreation obligation in accordance with the following:

TDRs Purchased Land To Be Fee-I{p_‘é_f;_iéﬁ Fee-In-Lieu (Non-
Dedicated (Resideritial) Residential
10-19 8% $800.00 . $0.40
20-29 6% $600.00 $0:30
30-39 4% _ . $400,00 $0.20
40-49 2%, ' .?gqu.oo $0.10
50+ 0%, . $000), $0.00

4) Any transfer of developtient rights pursuant to this ordinance
authorizes only an increase in density and shall not af(g,*or waive the development
standards of the receiving district, in g standards for floodplains, wetlands, and
other environmenally sensits 1all it allow a use otherwise prohibited in a
receiving district:’ A

'areas, nox

N
L5
F _'@menam

. mmlgxcé@for retained development rights (not to
be severed), if ‘amy; thecsending -

dract mist be permanently restricted from future

develgpr_n,gq’_c by a decliia on of restriction of development or other restrictive covenant
whichmeets the followingrequirements:
. N S \\\. "\‘_ '\\

; R )N Ewmhere any retained development rights are specified, the

estrictive covenant: shall péymanently restrict the entire sending tract from future
. %Bxs]opment of any nmpn-agricultural uses, except for public park land, conservation
i municipal facjlities and similar uses. Where development rights will be severed

include a nqtatiop’of (i) the number of development rights applicable to the entire parcel,
(ii) the number of development rights applicable to the identified portion of the parcel
from which the development rights are to be severed, and (iii) the number of
development rights which remain available to the remaining portion of the parcel. This

plan shall be a part of the restrictive covenant and shall be recorded.

(2) The restrictive covenant shall be approved by the Board of
Supervisors of the Township, in consultation with the Township Solicitor. Final plan
approval of any subdivision or land development plan proposing the severance or use of
TDRs, and endorsement of any Deed of Transferable Development Rights, will be
contingent upon the recording of the restrictive covenant at the Montgomery County
Recorder of Deeds.
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(3) The restrictive covenant shall designate the Township, and/or a
bona fide conservation organization acceptable to the Township at its sole discretion, as
the beneficiary/grantee, but shall also designate both (a) all future owners of all or a
portion of the sending parcel, and (b) all future owners of any portion of the receiving
parcel as having separate and independent enforcement rights with respect to the
restrictive covenants.

(4) The restrictive covenant shall apply to the tract of land from
which development rights are sold, and shall specify the number of deyéﬁ)pment rights to
be transferred as well as any to be retained. No portion of the tract area-used to calculate
the number of development rights to be transferred shall be uséd to satisfy minimum
yard setbacks or lot area requirements for any development rights which are to be
retained or for any other development.

5 All owners of the tract from’ which development)rights are
severed shall execute the restrictive covenant(s). All: fienholders of the tract. from which
development rights are severed shall execute a joinder and/or consent to the'restrictive
covenant(s). ,

(6) Agricultural uses not in keeping Vﬂﬂl the intent statement of this
Ordinance may be restricted or denied by the Township:

)] Should the'Tanship acquire ome;‘ship of the sending tract, the
land may be used for passive recreation coineidental with municipal purposes that allow
for possible mumclpal uses and continte to‘pmmotaxhe conwmon of open space and
preservation of view sheds. :

G. Plan Sﬁbmmi Process.

All app]1§:ants for ‘use of transferable development rights shall
submit a cond.iﬁgrial use application in acco_'_'_ ce with the provisions of this Code. In
addition, an hp\pkant shall,fsnb’imt aprehm subdivision and/or land development
plan showmg deﬁlﬁgment with'purchase’of development rights; this plan shall meet the

requlrements of thB.T ip’s Subdivisionand Land Development Ordinance.

. '(a,} ‘Qlon,g with the preliminary plan, an applicant shall submit:

' (a) An agreement of sale for all development rights
A prqposed tobe purc‘hasgd from Sending area sites.

it/ () A note on the plan showing the total number of dwelling

! Ay (© A note on the plan showing the total number of dwelling
units that coﬂgﬂ:e built on the site when development rights are purchased, the number
of dwelling units that can be built without the additional development rights, and the
difference between the two. This difference represents the number of additional units that
could be constructed on the site.

d) A note on the plan which shows the proposed number of
additional dwelling units and the number development rights that must be purchased,
based on the proposed number of additional dwelling units determined in §116-285.D
above.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(e) A plan of all sending sites from which the applicant
proposes to purchase development rights. This plan shall show all information needed to
determine the number of development rights which may be sold. In addition, the plan
shall be accompanied by metes and bounds description of the property(ies), as well as
each property’s parcel number, owner name, and tax block and unit number. If the
applicant is purchasing development rights from a portion of a sending area site, this
portion shall be shown on the plan and described with metes and bounds.

@ In order to receive final plan approval, the applicant
must agree to record restrictive covenants for all sending area land‘whose development
rights are being used by the applicant. These restrictive coyenants must meet the
requirements of §116-285.F above. The restrictive covenant on the gending area land shall
be recorded first, followed by the Deed of Transfer which transfers the development
rights from the sending area landowner to the receiving area landowner:.

H. Public Acquisition. The Township mdy purchase development rights and
may accept ownership of development rights through transfer by gift. All, such
development rights may be resold or retired byﬁe’[‘ownshlp _Any such purchaseor gift
shall be accompanied by restrictive covenants asispecified above.

L Amendment and/or Extinguishment. Th’e Township reserves the right to
amend this Part in the future, and the Township expresgly reserves the right to change the
manner in which the number of dq@‘elopm_ent rights shaﬂbecalculated for a tract in the
sending area and the manner in\ W}hcl! development 1 'l's can be conveyed. The
Township further expressly reserves' th‘g right‘toterminate its transferable development
rights program at any time. No ownet/of the lanﬁ or owner of development nghts shall
have any claim against the Township for'dams resu]ting from a change in this Part
relating to the regulatlons goyerning tﬁg saleplation, transfer and use of development
rights or the abolition’ offﬁe‘tmﬁ@ferable evelopment rights program. If the transferable
development i, program 38/ pbohsh \by, the Township, no developer may attach
development %t’ to any tpacf in the receiing area after the effective date of the
ordinance abolishing the trgég&gabhrdeveloﬁﬁ}nt rights program unless an application
in conformity with:the pmonsniﬂlism ,Was filed prior to the effective date of such
ordinance and théreafter 18 contlnuoﬁﬂyhlirocessed to approval, and, following such

S Al ws1on and/or land development appllcatlon complying such
in 6 months from the date of such approval.

. __gi;6-286. M Perrﬁit;ed in RDD Riverfront Development District.
. A Gentim; Provisions

b

(1) A]l signs in the RDD Riverfront Development District shall be
consistént ﬁg\th fe. erall design concept for the development and be appropriate to the
type of actiyity:to which they pertain.

o

2 Design elements such as the size, shape, materials, lighting,
color, lettering style and the number and arrangement of signs should present a unified
appearance.

(&) The color of individual commercial or office signage should
coordinate with any awnings that are provided.

4) Signs anchored in the ground shall not exceed ten feet (10’) in
height and shall be of a monument type.

(5) All signs must be approved by the Board of Supervisors.
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6) Signs shall be illuminated in accordance with §116-210 with the
exception that there shall be no internally illuminated box signs.

B. In the Riverfront Development District, the following signs shall be
permitted and no other:

(6)) Any sign which may be permitted in any residential district,
provided that the use to which it refers is permitted in the RDD Riverfront Development
District.

(2) Along each street frontage building facade; one wall sign for each
use . The total sign area may be five percent (5%) of the wall area on which it is placed
not to exceed thirty five square feet (35 sf.).

(3) Any property which has two (2) 'or more uses permiitted in the
district shall be permitted a directory sign. Each business in single and’separate
ownership shall be entitled to not more than three/square feet (3 sf.) of signage, and the
total area of the directory sign shall not exceed tliirty’square feet {30 sf.) per buil iqg-.f

(4) In the RDD-1 District, oﬂeiﬁégstandin‘g sign is permitted for each
property entrance. The area of the sign shall be no largerfhat twenty-four (24 sf.).

(5) Interior property, parking and ﬁ-%ﬂib,gontrol signs are permitted
in accordance with §116-208.A. SignX are alse permitted tp direct people to the public

trail or other public amenities provi ithe mgnsabmt exceed four square feet (4 sf.) in
area. \ ) 3 '

(6) < RBachmuse lomte&imgimding fronting along the river, may have
one (1) sign to ider;ﬁ&ﬁfjrfim‘ﬂie__ riverfronttrail. Said sign may either be on the building
orbea monumgnﬁsjgn. Said sign shall not'exteed twelve square feet (12 sf.).

§116-287. @Rhcat;dn

Ay The'gubmiission of a sketch plan, in accordance with §105.20 of the
fns e 1f§;llfbgi"i3idﬁé-': d Land Development Ordinance, is strongly encouraged. In
addition to m@mire its, of Section 105-13., the sketch plan shall include building
setbacks, building hejghts, and\the size and dimensions for all buildings. However, a
sketch plan submission is neither required nor mandatory. The sketch plan is not subject
-:ftjg(ormal review byiTdwnship Professionals.

, qﬁbevelopment Proposals

To

8. Allijjiﬁrﬁssions, including Sketch, Preliminary and Final plans, shall
include; », 4 7
© & b, A 4

!ﬁj A site plan to include buildings, pedestrian access, river access
(both physicﬂiand visual) and open space areas.

(2 Architectural plans for any proposed buildings in adequate detail
to indicate building setback, footprint dimensions, building heights, and building mass.
Architectural elevations or sections in adequate detail to indicate how proposed buildings
will affect views to the river and across the river to the hills and ridges. Architectural
drawings showing concepts for facades, roof design and materials for buildings,
structured parking facilities, signs as well as proposed lighting, street furniture and
sidewalk design.

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT “RIVERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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3 Landscape plan showing the general location of all landscaping
and buffer areas and the mature height of all proposed vegetation, differentiating
between trees and shrubs.

4) Any other pertinent data as the Planning Commission or Board
of Supervisors may require.

(5) A Transportation Impact Study (TIS) is required for all
applications in the RDD-1 Sub-District. Applications in the RDD-2 Sub-District are
required to submit a TIS in accordance with the provisions of §105221.(9)(c) of the
Subdivision and Land Development Ordinance.

C. In a review of a sketch plan, the Planning Conﬂnmsibn shall provide the
Applicant with general guidance as to whether the design, laybut4and g features of the
proposed development are in keeping with the intent and purposes of this @rdinance and
will consider whether any of the following criteria have breen met:

) The plan meets or exceedsap,‘phcable provisions.
(2) The plan is in best intéresto of the heqlfh-, safety and welfare.

(3) General site considerations. (ihé]uﬂi'ng site layout, open space,
and topography; orientation and location of buildings; cireulation and parking; setbacks;
height; walls; fences and similary elemegxs) and general "architectural consxderatlons
(including the character, scale an q;;ﬂhy of design), Bave been designed and
incorporated to invite pedestnan cﬁ;cvjlatloh o this, area, will mamtam a usable open
space area along the river, will pros‘idé, unobsiructediviews of the river from nearby

streets and will not unduly restrict wewvﬁ__he'_ es aﬁ&hlllg_&cross the Schuylkill River.
Section Three. Amendmﬂ'o Bqnumona}@‘s( Procedures.

Chapter 116 Zdnmg Section 116-37 of Artlcl “Resndentlal Districts Generally” of the Code and
entitled “Conditional Ilﬁ”Rrocedur ‘i& & amen as follows:

A. The opeﬁilg@em mb A

: to read as follows:

: B. ' : aph“(ﬁ"js hereby added and shall read as follows:
\ F. Inap
ler a request]
'ther, Hg

f Determine whether the conditional use is specifically
authortzeaib); provision of this Chapter.

instance where the Board of Supervisors is required to

r a conditional use in accordance with the provisions
oard shall:

(2) Determine that the proposed use will be compatible
with the character of the neighborhood and that the use of property

adjacent to the area of the proposed use is adequately safeguarded, if
necessary.

3) Determine that the proposed use or change will not

have a harmful effect on local vehicular or pedestrian traffic due to any of
the following:

PROPOSED CHAPTER 116 AMENDMENT ‘RIXERFRONT DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT"
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(a)  Size or bulk of the proposed use or change.

(b)  Expected daily and peak hour traffic generated
by the proposed use or change.

(c) Location of entrance and exit drives or new
streets.

(d) Design and capacity of off-street parking
Jacilities. -

(¢)] Determine that the proposed use is cornsistent with the
policies contained within the Whitemarsh Township Cpmm-ehenswe Plan
and the Whitemarsh Township Open Space Plan.

;) Determine that the surround;ng netghborhobg will not
be subjected to objectionable noise, lighting, glare, heat, ventilation,
smoke, fumes, vapors, dust, dirt, gases or radioactive or electrical
disturbances by the proposed use or charige.

(6) Determine that the duign oftﬁeproposed development
minimizes adverse effects, including visualin cts, of the proposed use on
adjacent properties.

(7)  Determine i { posed‘;@é will comply with the
regulations of the zoning distric “which. it is lo‘(utg,d and this Chapter
generally, including but not lmlgtcd to, a‘lllgt, yard and bulk regulations,

parking and loading regulations;; /ﬂood plain regulations
and all other appﬁeﬁﬁgbrdmances. \

g ) Deteﬁmine that ltih; proposed use or change does not
unduly b " sanitary, sewers, school, police, fire, park, stormwater
management. dr other pﬁ"blw fac!httes gig}sermces whether or not provided

Secnoﬁm Severabthfy

If aﬂy sentence, p]al;de section or part of this ordinance is, for any reason, found to be
unconshtuﬁona‘.l,‘ llegal .or jinvalid, such unconstitutionality, illegality or invalidity shall not affect or
impair any of the remaining provisions, sentences, clauses, sections or parts hereof. It is hereby declared
as the intent of théiBoard of Supervisors that this ordinance would have been adopted had such
unconstitutional, illegal or invalid sentence, clause, section or part thereof not been included herein.

Section Six. Conflict.

All ordinances or parts of ordinances conflicting with any provisions of this Ordinance are hereby
repealed insofar as the same affects this Ordinance.

Section Seven. Effective Date.

This Ordinance shall become effective at the earliest possible date permitted by the provisions of
the Whitemarsh Township Home Rule Charter.
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ENACTED AND ORDAINED by the Whitemarsh Township Board of Supervisors this day
of ,200__._

WHITEMARSH TOWNSHIP,
ATTEST: a Home Rule Charter Municipality
By: AR
CHRISTOPHER R. VAN DE VELDE JOSEPH P. CORCORAN, 111
SECRETARY CHAIRMAN
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ARTICLE III. OVERLAY ZONING DISTRICTS Page 9 of 43

forwmard a copy of the application, with accompanying
documents to the Allegheny County Planning Commission via
registered or certified mail and to the Bureau of Building
Inspection for their review; and

(i) If, after consideration by City Council, an application is
approved, the Zoning Administrator shall so notify via registered
or certified mail the Pennsylvania Department of Community
Affairs in writing within five (5) working days after the date of
City Council approval, together with the application and all
documentation. A Certificate of Occupancy shall not be issued
for a special hazard conditional use approved by City Council
until thity (30) days after receipt of notification by the
Department of Community Affairs. If an application is
disapproved by the Department of Community Affairs, the
Zoning Administrator shall not issue a permit.

906.02.G.3 Special Exceptions

Uses that are allowed as Special Exceptions in the underlying zoning district shall be
allowed as Special Exceptions in the floodway fringe area of an FP-O District,
provided that:

(a) The use shall not be a special hazard, development which may endanger
human life, or a mobile home; nor shall it in any other way constitute or
contribute to increased hazards to life or dangers to the public health, safety or
welfare during time of flood;

(b) Any substantial improvement or new construction shall meet all
requirements for elevation above flood level or flood proofing applicable to the
particular category of use and structure;

(c) In the case of new development or construction, the Board shall determine
that the proposed use is necessary in the proposed location and that there are
no feasible alternative locations outside of the FP-O District; and

(d) In the case of alterations or enlargements, which do not constitute
substantial improvements, the Board may impose requirements for
arrangement of uses, mechanical systems and other elements within a
structure and/or for flood proofing which are reasonably related to the
minimization of flood damages and dangers to life during time of flood.

906.03. RF-O, Riverfront Overlay District.

906.03.A Purpose

Pittsburgh's river corridors, consisting of rivers, adjacent lands and islands are natural,

scenic

and development resources of regional significance. In recognition of the

Commonwealth's trusteeship of the rivers for the benefit of all people, the RF-O,
Riverfront Overlay District is intended to:
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1. Maintain an open space area with the potential for public access along the
banks of the rivers;

2. Improve the scenic quality of the City's riverfronts;
3. Establish a classification of land and water area; and

4. Establish an application, review and permitting procedure appropriate to
these special lands and waters.

It is further intended that the regulations applicable to the RF-O District shall permit
and encourage development in accordance with goals, objectives and policies found
in the City's Riverfront Plan and in those plans and policy documents adopted from
time-to-time by the Planning Commission.

906.03.B Special Definitions

The following special definitions shall apply throughout the RF-O District regulations of this
section:

1. Access means a means of approaching or the right to approach, enter and use.
2. [Reserved.]

3. Commercial boat facility used for public admission by charge or charter means
water oriented development, not including regular public transit service requiring a
Port Authority license, which makes available to the public via admission charge or
charter, private boats capable of providing meals, excursions or entertainment with a
capacity of twenty (20) or more persons.

4. Corridor means a long narrow strip of land assembled by covenant or deed with an
existing, previous or potential common use.

5. [Reserved.]

6. Floodway means the channel of a river and adjacent land area that shall be
reserved in order to discharge the waters of the base flood (100-year flood) as
depicted on maps prepared by the Federal Emergency Management Agency (dated
15 December 1981 as amended).

7. Launching Ramp means a constructed or altered segment of the river bank or
shore used for the purpose of enabling a recreational boat to be placed into the water
from a trailer or other apparatus used to transport or store the boat.

8. Preservation, Conservation and Development Map means the map depicting the
zoning subdistricts of the RF-O District maintained in the office of the Zoning
Administrator.

9. [Reserved.]
10. Riverbank means rising ground bordering a river.

11. Water enhanced facility or use means recreation, entertainment or restaurant
facilities or uses which achieve greater value or beauty as a result of a location on or
near a river.

12. Water oriented facility or use means a facility or use which by its nature is required
to be on or adjacent to a river; without such adjacency the use could not exist.

13. Yard, Riverfront means the area created by the Riverfront Setback requirements
of Sec. 906.03.E.
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906.03.C General Review Criteria

All uses within the RF-O District shall comply with the Riverfront Development Review Criteria
adopted by the Planning Commission. All uses within the RF-O that include the riverbank
shall comply with the Riverbank Treatment section of the Riverfront Development Review
Criteria adopted by the Planning Commission.

906.03.D Development Review Procedures

In addition to any other applicable review procedures and requirements, an applicant for
approval of a Certificate of Occupancy in the RF-O District shall submit a riverfront
development application in a form established by the Zoning Administrator and made
available to the public. The application and required support material shall demonstrate
compliance with all of the standards and criteria of this section. Upon receipt of a complete
application, the Zoning Administrator shall process the riverfront development application in
accordance with the procedures that are applicable to the proposed use. No Certificate of
Occupancy shall be issued for a use that does not comply with the regulations and standards
of the RF-O District and all other applicable requirements.

906.03.E Riverfront Setbacks

In addition to the setback standards of the underlying zoning district, there shall be provided
and maintained a Riverfront Setback, not less than fifty (50) feet in depth, measured landward
from the normal or full pool elevation, for all property that falls within fifty (50) feet of the
Allegheny, Ohio or Monongahela Rivers. Required Riverfront Setbacks shall be landscaped
and maintained in good condition. Riverfront Setbacks shall be kept free of trash, storage and
parked vehicles. No structures or use shall extend into required Riverfront Setbacks, except
for the following, which may be authorized by the Zoning Administrator in accordance with the
Administrator Exception procedures of Sec. 922.08:

906.03.E.1 Riverfront Setbacks for Planned Unit Development Districts, where
potential for continuous public access along the riverfront length of the property is
not provided.

The Zoning Administrator shall approve a waiver of the required riverfront setback for
Planned Unit Developments which cannot provide potential for continuous public
access, provided that the Zoning Administrator shall determine that the proposed
landscaping, riverfront treatment, and open space meet the purpose of the RF-O
District. While the open space provided under this section need not provide the
potential for continuous public access along the entire river bank length of the
applicant's property, it shall provide substantial potential for public access to the river
bank; shall provide as much potential for public access to the river bank as is
physically possible; and shall provide a means to assure the potential for public
access through the applicant's property to adjacent riverfront properties.

906.03.E.2 Exception to Riverfront Setback Requirement

The Zoning Administrator may grant a waiver from the riverfront setback requirement
provided that:
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(a) Landscaping, riverfront treatment and open spaces are in accord with the
purpose of the Riverfront Overlay District; and

(b) The open space along the riverfront length of the property need not provide
the potential for continuous riverfront access if the project provides the
maximum amount of potential access as is physically possible, and if the
project provides a means to assure the potential for public access through the
applicant's property to adjacent riverfront property.

906.03.E.3 Water Enhanced or Water Oriented Uses and Structures

Water enhanced or water oriented use or structures whose function physically
precludes the ability to provide a riverfront setback.

906.03.F Use Regulations

Within the RF-O District development may occur, land may be used and structures may be
erected, altered or enlarged for uses allowed in the underlying zoning district, as further
regulated by the provisions of this section.

906.03.F.1 Preservation Subdistrict

The following use regulations shall apply within the Preservation Subdistrict of the RF-
O District.

(a) Uses Permitted By-Right

All uses permitted by-right in the underlying zoning district shall be permitted
by-right in the Preservation Subdistrict provided that:

(1) No development shall be permitted by-right on slopes in excess of
twenty-five (25) percent;

(2) No development shall be permitted by-right within the floodway; and

(3) Parks and Recreation (Limited) uses shall be permitted by-right in
the RF-O District regardless of whether such use is permitted by-right
in the underlying zoning district.

(b) Administrator Exceptions

All primary uses listed as Administrator Exceptions in the underlying zoning
district shall be Administrator Exceptions in the Preservation Subdistrict
provided that:

(1) No development shall be allowed as an Administrator Exception on
slopes in excess of twenty-five (25) percent;

(2) No development shall be allowed as an Administrator Exception
within the floodway; and

(3) Parks and Recreation (General) uses shall be Administrator
Exceptions in the RF-O District regardless of whether such use is an
Administrator Exception in the underlying zoning district.

(c) Special Exceptions
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Ali uses listed as Special Exceptions in the underlying zoning district shall be
Special Exceptions in the Preservation Subdistrict provided that

(1) No development shalli be allowed as a Special Exception on slopes
in excess of twenty-five (25) percent; and

(2) No development shall be allowed as a Special Exception within the
floodway.

(d) Conditional Uses

All uses listed as Conditional Uses in the underlying zoning district shall be
allowed as Conditional Uses in the Preservation Subdistrict provided that no
development shall be allowed as a Conditional Use within the floodway. In
addition, the following uses shall be considered a Conditional Use in
accordance with the procedures of Sec. 922.06:

(1) New construction or development in a Preservation Subdistrict on
slopes in excess of twenty-five (25) percent provided:

(i) No construction or development occurs on slopes in excess
of thirty-three (33) percent;

(i) No construction or development occurs in a floodway;

(i) The development does not affect more than fifteen (15)
percent of the site's land area which is in the Preservation
Subdistrict.

(iv) It is not possible to locate the development on a portion of
the site which is not in the Preservation Subdistrict; and

(v) Council may impose additional restrictions reasonably
necessary to protect the heaith, safety or welfare; to protect the
capacity of the flood plain; to improve or maintain the scenic
quality of the rivers or riverfronts.

906.03.F.2 Conservation Subdistrict

The following uses regulations shall apply within the Conservation Subdistrict of the
RF-O District.

(a) Uses Permitted By-Right

All uses listed as permitted by-right in the underlying zoning district shall be
permitted by-right in the Conservation Subdistrict provided that:

(1) No development shall be permitted in a Conservation Corridor other
than pedestrian walkways, local roadways (as defined by functional
classification), surface parking involving no structure and recreation
facilities involving no structure; and

(2) Parks and Recreation (Limited) uses shall be permitted by-right in
the RF-O District regardless of whether such use is permitted by-right
in the underlying zoning district.

(b) Administrator Exceptions

All uses listed as Administrator Exceptions in the underlying zoning district
shall be Administrator Exceptions in the Conservation Subdistrict, according to
the provisions of Sec. 922.08, provided that no Administrator Exception use
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shall be allowed with a Conservation Corridor. The development of a use that
is permitted As-of-Right in the underlying zoning district shall be considered an
Administrator Exception when located within a Conservation Corridor. In
addition, the following uses shall also be Administrator Exceptions in the
Conservation Subdistrict:

(1) Water Oriented Uses

Water oriented uses, other than launching ramps, marinas with more
than seventy-five (75) boat slips, or commercial/boat operations for
public admission charge or charter, provided no development occurs in
a conservation corridor other than pedestrian walkways, local
roadways, surface parking involving no structure and recreation
facilities involving no structure.

(2) Parks and Recreation (General)

Parks and Recreation (General) uses shall be Administrator Exceptions
in the RF-O District regardless of whether such use is an Administrator
Exception in the underlying zoning district.

(3) Construction or Development in a Conservation Subdistrict of the
Riverfront Overlay District

New construction or development in a Conservation Subdistrict of the
RF-O District for water-oriented facilities or uses such as marinas,
docks, boating and fishing facilities, recreational uses and open space
uses, including structures:

(i) No new construction or development shall be authorized in a
floodway for any use which does not require direct access to a
river, other than recreation and open space uses, or for which
an alternative location outside of a floodway is possible;

(i) To the maximum extent feasible, any new construction or
development on a site which is partially within a floodway shall
be located on portions of the site which are not within the
floodway;

(iii) If feasible in relation to the use and in relation to the
character of adjacent areas, public access to the riverfront shall
be provided in connection with any new development or
construction;

(iv) All requirements of the Site Plan Review procedures of Sec.
922.04 have been met; and

(v) Parking is provided in accord with the regulations of Chapter
914,

(4) Construction or Development in a Conservation Corridor

New construction or development in a Conservation Corridor provided
that:

(i) An alternate development-free continuous corridor of at least
the same width as the Conservation Corridor is provided on the
Administrator Exception applicant's property;

(ii) The provided alternate corridor abuts the Conservation
Corridors on adjacent properties and forms a continuous
corridor;
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(iii) The alternate corridor provided the same general type of
potential use as the delineated Conservation Corridor
considering such factors as topography, landscaping, surface
treatment, vehicular conflicts, and the condition of immediate
environs;

(iv) It is not possible to locate the development on a portion of
the site which is not a Conservation Corridor; and

(v) The Zoning Administrator may impose additional restrictions
reasonably necessary to protect the health, safety or welfare; to
protect the capacity of the flood plain; to improve or maintain
the scenic quality of the rivers and riverfronts.

(c) Special Exceptions

All uses listed as Special Exceptions in the underlying zoning district shall be
Special Exceptions in the Conservation Subdistrict in accordance with the
provisions of Sec. 922.07, provided that no Special Exception Use shall be
allowed within a Conservation Corridor.

(d) Conditional Uses

All uses listed as Conditional Uses in the underlying zoning district shall be
allowed as Conditional Uses in the Conservation Subdistrict according to the
provisions of Sec. 922.06 provided that no Conditional Uses shall be allowed
within a Conservation Corridor. The following uses shall also be Conditional
Uses in the Conservation Subdistrict:

(1) Water Enhanced Uses

New construction or development in a Conservation Subdistrict of the
RF-O District for water enhanced facilities or uses such as recreation,
entertainment or restaurant facilities or uses, open to the public, which
achieve greater value or beauty as a result of a location on or near a
river; marinas with more than seventy-five (75) boat slips; launching
ramps; commercial boat operations for public admission charge or
charter; public utility and mass transportation facilities; in accordance
with all other provisions of this Zoning Ordinance applicable to the
specific use and zoning district and provided:

(i) No new construction or development shall be authorized in a
floodway for any use not open to the public which does not
require direct access to a river, other than recreational uses
involving no structures and open space uses, or for which an
alternative location outside of a floodway is possible;

(i) To the maximum extent feasible, any new construction or
development on a site which is partially within a floodway shall
be located on portions of the site which are not within the
floodway;

(iii) If feasible in relation to the use and in relation to the
character of adjacent areas, public access to the riverfront shall
be provided in connection with any new development or
construction; and

(iv) Council may impose additional restrictions reasonably
necessary to protect the health, safety or welfare; to protect the
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capacity of the flood plain; to improve or maintain the scenic
quality of the rivers and riverfronts.

(2) Launching Ramps

Launching ramps that are not located in a Planned Development
District;

(3) Marinas

Marinas with more than seventy-five (75) boat slips when not located in
a Planned Development District;

(4) Commercial Boat Operations that are Available for Public
Admission Charge or Charter

Commercial boat operations that are available for public admission
charge or charter when they are not located in a Planned Development
District; and

(5) Public Utility and Mass Transportation Facilities
Public utility and mass transportation facilities.

906.03.F.3 Development Subdistrict

The following uses regulations shall apply within the Development Subdistrict of the
RF-O District.

(a) Uses Permitted By-Right

All uses listed as permitted by-right in the underlying zoning district shall be
permitted by-right in the Development Subdistrict. In addition, Parks and
Recreation (Limited) uses shall be permitted by-right in the RF-O District
regardless of whether such use is permitted by-right in the underlying zoning
district.

(b) Administrator Exceptions

All uses listed as Administrator Exceptions in the underlying zoning district
shall be Administrator Exceptions in the Development Subdistrict. In addition,
the following uses shall also be Administrator Exceptions in the Development
Subdistrict:

(1) Water Oriented Uses

Water oriented uses, other than launching ramps, marinas with more
than seventy-five (75) boat slips and commercial boat operations for
public admission charge or charter.

(2) Parks and Recreation (General)

Parks and Recreation (General) uses shall be Administrator Exceptions
in the RF-O District regardless of whether such use is an Administrator
Exception in the underlying zoning district.

(3) Construction or Development in a Development Subdistrict of the
Riverfront Overlay District

New construction or development in a Development Subdistrict of the
RF-O District for water-oriented facilities or uses such as marinas,
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docks, boating and fishing facilities, recreational uses and open space
uses, including structures, subject to the following standards:

(i) No new construction or development shall be authorized in a
floodway for any use which does not require direct access to a
river, other than recreation and open space uses, or for which
an alternative location outside of a floodway is possible;

(i) To the maximum extent feasible, any new construction or
development on a site which is partially within a floodway shall
be located on portions of the site which are not within the
floodway;

(i) If feasible in relation to the use and in relation to the
character of adjacent areas, public access to the riverfront shall
be provided in connection with any new development or
construction;

(iv) All requirements of the Site Plan Review procedures of Sec.
922.04 have been met; and

(v) Parking is provided in accord with the regulations of Chapter
914.

(c) Special Exceptions

All uses listed as Special Exceptions in the underlying zoning district shall be
Special Exceptions in the Development Subdistrict.

(d) Conditional Uses

All uses listed as Conditional Uses in the underlying zoning district shall be
allowed as Conditional Uses in the Development Subdistrict. The following
uses shall also be Conditional Uses in the Development Subdistrict:

(1) Water Enhanced Uses

New construction or development in a Development Subdistrict of the
RF-O District for water enhanced facilities or uses such as recreation,
entertainment or restaurant facilities or uses, open to the public, which
achieve greater value or beauty as a result of a location on or near a
river; marinas with more than seventy-five (75) boat slips; launching
ramps; commercial boat operations for public admission charge or
charter; public utility and mass transportation facilities; in accordance
with all other provisions of this Zoning Ordinance applicable to the
specific use and zoning district and provided:

(i) No new construction or development shall be authorized in a
floodway for any use not open to the public which does not
require direct access to a river, other than recreational uses
involving no structures and open space uses, or for which an
alternative location outside of a floodway is possible;

(i) To the maximum extent feasible, any new construction or
development on a site which is partially within a floodway shall
be located on portions of the site which are not within the
floodway;

(iii) If feasible in relation to the use and in relation to the
character of adjacent areas, public access to the riverfront shall
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be provided in connection with any new development or
construction; and

(iv) Council may impose additional restrictions reasonably
necessary to protect the health, safety or welfare; to protect the
capacity of the flood plain; to improve or maintain the scenic
quality of the rivers and riverfronts.

(2) Launching Ramps

Launching ramps that are not located in a Planned Development
District;

(3) Marinas

Marinas with more than seventy-five (75) boat slips when not located in
a Planned Development District;

(4) Commercial Boat Operations that are Available for Public
Admission Charge or Charter

Commercial boat operations that are available for public admission
charge or charter when they are not located in a Planned Development
District; and

(5) Public Utility and Mass Transportation Facilities

Public utility and mass transportation facilities.
(Ord. No. 2-2005, § 1C, eff. 1-25-05)

906.04. LS-O, Landslide-Prone Overlay District.

906.04.A Purpose

The LS-O, Landslide-Prone Overlay District regulations require subsurface investigations by
a registered professional and approval of construction plans by the Chief of the Bureau of
Building Inspection prior to issuance of a Certificate of Occupancy for any development in the
LS-O District. The purpose of these regulations is to reduce the risk of damage or hazards of
life that may occur as a result of construction and land operations on lands susceptible to
movement or sliding of earth.

906.04.A.1 Warning and Disclaimer

The mapped delineations of land that may be subject to sliding or subsidence do not
necessarily include all land that is subject to those hazards. While it is the purpose of
the regulations contained in this section to afford reasonable protection against
damages caused by construction on or use of hazard-prone land, neither the mapped
delineations nor any regulations contained in this section shall create any liability on
the part of the City, its officers or employees for damages that may occur.

906.04.B Effect of District Regulations
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