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Summary

In our township’s rural past, walking and bicycling were normal parts of everyday life.
Children rode bicycles to school or to the local swimming hole. Adults walked on
country roads and through fields. Trips to the store or to visit friends and neighbors were
easily accomplished on foot or bicycle. But as development has occurred and traffic has
increased on our mostly narrow, rural, roadways, this way of getting around — this way of
life — has largely been lost. We cannot turn back the clock on the development that has
occurred in the township and we cannot eliminate the traffic that follows that
development. But we can regain the quality of life that comes with bringing back long
lost options for mobility and recreation in the township.

The Township’s Comprehensive Plan, and past plans and policies, have made a priority
of developing a township-wide trail network. The Comprehensive Plan calls for
development of a township-wide trail plan as a first key step in developing this trail
network. This “Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan” establishes that network of paths
and trails (these terms are used interchangeably throughout this plan) and includes a set
of implementation measures for the Township to follow in the coming years to see this
trail network to fruition.

The trail network developed through this planning effort is shown conceptually on Map
1, and in far more detail later in the document. As seen on this map, the trail network will
use a combination of planned future paths and existing roads and sidewalks to create a
cross township network of walking and biking facilities. This network will allow for both
short recreational trips around and between neighborhoods and the flexibility for longer
trips to parks, schools, and stores throughout the township and beyond.

A key directive of this plan is that new paths should be located in the public right-of-way
and not on private property except in very limited circumstances. In those few
circumstances where the network is shown crossing private property, it is in locations
where there are no private residential properties in the immediate vicinity and there
would be very little or no impact to nearby residents. The permission of the landowners
would be needed prior to developing these paths.

For the most part, the new trails and paths will be built to pedestrian standards. They will
be six to eight feet in width and constructed of asphalt or, in some cases, left unpaved.
They will also be useable by younger children and their families for low-speed bicycle
riding, but will not be appropriate for high speed cycling, which is more appropriately
done in the roadway.

While full implementation of the proposed network would theoretically allow trips from
one end of the Township to the other, there are some key areas that will present
significant challenges. First, providing access to the two main commercial areas in the
Township presents challenges. These shopping areas, along State Route 202 at Route 926
and at Dilworthtown Road, are located on roads where it will be difficult to provide
pedestrian or bicycle access. Nonetheless, access to shopping areas was a key walking
and biking destination raised by township residents and these links need to be pursued.

1



Thornbury Township Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan

Additionally, the residents of the several neighborhoods along the southern portion of
Concord Road are a large constituency that has favored this plan. Because of the physical
and traffic related challenges associated with constructing trails adjacent to Concord
Road, however, these residents will be difficult to connect to the rest of the network. This
too is an important connection that should be pursued despite the anticipated challenges.

This plan was prepared with input from township residents. A survey was included in a
township newsletter that was mailed to all Thornbury residents. About sixty households
responded to this survey, the vast majority strongly in favor of a township- wide trail
network. Two public meetings were also held, advertised with articles and inserts in
newsletters. A total of 60-70 individuals attended these meetings. While residents from
throughout the township were represented, the strongest attendance was from residents of
two neighborhoods who were strongly opposed to a possible connection between those
neighborhoods. Although that connection would have facilitated linking the eastern and
western portions of the Township, no connection between those neighborhoods was
included in this final plan out of respect for the wishes of those residents.

Planning for a network of trails would be of little use without a plan for actually getting
those trails constructed. This plan includes a detailed implementation plan that discusses
the estimated costs of each of the trail segments, specific sources of grants for funding
each of these projects, and a list of priorities to guide us through implementation in a
logical, phased manner. The total cost of constructing this network is estimated to be
more than $1.5 million. Grant money will be used for the vast majority of these costs so
that the only costs the township should bear directly would be certain design costs and
the administrative time and energy associated with pursuing the grants and managing the
construction projects as the plan goes forward.

The plan will take time to fully implement. While the highest priority and most
achievable trail segments can likely be in place within the next few years, full
implementation of the network is likely to take a decade or more. But with careful
phasing, the greatest number of township residents can be connected to key parks and
schools in a relatively short period of time.

It will not happen overnight, but by pursuing the trail network described in this plan in a
logical and phased manner, we and future generations of township residents will enjoy a

fuller quality of life that allows more and more pleasant options for traveling throughout
our township.
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Plan Recommendations

Introduction

Our Township has always prided ourselves on our rural character and quality of life.
From our roots as an agricultural Township through the early days of becoming more
suburban, a walk or bike ride along quiet farm roads or along a nearby farm field to a
store, a school, or a swimming or fishing spot was a valued part of living in Thornbury
Township. But as more of the Township and the surrounding area have developed and
traffic has increased on our narrow roads, it has become nearly impossible to safely walk
or bicycle in our Township beyond our immediate neighborhoods. A critical part of our
Township’s quality of life has, to a great extent, been lost. While those days of low-traffic
roads and undeveloped farms cannot be brought back, this critical part of our quality of
life can be. Through this planning effort, and subsequent implementation of the planned
trail network, we can regain most of the walking and biking mobility we previously
enjoyed.

This plan establishes a network of walking/biking paths and trails that will allow us to re-
establish this critical piece of the rural quality of life we all love about our Township. To
allow us to safely and pleasantly walk or bike to parks, schools, shopping areas, or just to
go out for a walk or a bike ride. The paths proposed here are local neighborhood paths for
walking and for limited bicycle use. With a few exceptions, however, they will be
connected in a way that will allow most residents of the Township to safely and
conveniently reach most of the key destinations in the Township by foot or by bicycle.

The plan will be implemented over a period of several years. Some of the trails may be
constructed as part of private development projects or larger road improvements projects.
Most of the proposed paths, however, will require raising grant money in order to assure
that only very limited costs are borne by the Township. Obtaining these necessary grant
funds will require a steady ongoing effort on the part of our Township officials and
volunteers.

Goals / Guiding Principles

From the outset of the planning process that led to this document, two key Township
directives served as guiding principles for the final plan. The principles were tested and
discussed during the process, but remain clear goals for the plan. These key principles
are:

1. Create a linked, Township-wide, network, wherever possible.

The initial goal of the Township in preparing this plan is to create a linked trail network
that would allow residents of the Township to travel to key destinations within the
Township on foot or via bicycle, rather than requiring a motorized trip. Early drafts of the
plan map included a trail network that would range from the far eastern edge of the
Township through the Brandywine at Thornbury neighborhood in the western portion of
the Township. During the public outreach portion of the planning process, the Task Force
heard from a number of residents of the Thornbury Estates and William Penn/Old Bailey
neighborhoods, who clearly did not wish to have any additional paths pass between or
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through their neighborhoods. The plan honors those wishes and avoids adding paths to or
between these neighborhoods. This increases the challenge associated with linking the
eastern and western portions of the Township but, over time, such a linkage will still be
possible while avoiding these two neighborhoods.

2. Paths should be located in public rights-of-way and public land.

The Township Comprehensive Plan, adopted in 2004, included a circulation plan map
that recommended a number of walking and bicycling facilities. Many of these routes
passed through private property, both private open spaces immediately adjacent to
residential properties and encroaching directly on residential properties. Negative public
reaction to the locations of many of those proposed trails on private property was a
driving force behind this planning effort.

As a result of this public discontent with the trail system recommended in the
Comprehensive Plan, one of the first principles the Task Force agreed on in the creation
of this Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan is that paths should be located in existing
public rights-of-way to the greatest extent possible. In other words, paths should be
located adjacent to existing roadways almost exclusively. Additionally, trails should not
pass along two sides of a corner-lot in order to minimize impacts to any single property
owner. Off-road paths should only be explored where on-road facilities are not practical,
where public easements have been granted, or where trails would not impact nearby
residential properties. The plan does include three short sections of trail that would pass
through private property and would require landowner approval but where impacts to
nearby residents would be minimal or non-existent. The rationale for these three sections
is discussed in detail in the plan.

Proposed Network

The proposed trail network for the Township is shown in summarized form on Map 1 and
in detail on Map 2. Map 2 is accompanied by and linked to Table 1, which includes a
description of each trail segment, a rating of the difficulty associated with each
improvement, and comments on each. The proposed network meets the guiding
principles of the plan, as discussed above, to the greatest extent possible. It has the
potential to link the entire Township from east to west while serving almost every
residential neighborhood in the Township. It avoids private property except for a few
short sections that would have limited or no impact on adjacent residential uses. The
following is a discussion of the appropriate types of facilities on the network and then a
detailed, link by link discussion of the network.

Types of Paths/Trails

The types of trails that would be most appropriate in Thornbury Township is a key issue.
To a certain extent, the facility type needs to be determined on a case by case basis,
depending on the physical constraints and intended use. On the other hand, a preference
for facility type can also help guide decisions on the locations and types of uses most
appropriate for local trails. The range of possible path and trail facility types is illustrated
below:
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Multi-Use Trail

Most often used for long
distance regional
facilities, often on rail to
trail conversions.
Usually 12-16 feet wide.
Appropriate for cyclists,
runners, roller-bladers,
walkers, etc. Most such
facilities are heavily
used. This example is
the Struble Trail north of
Downingtown.

Bike Lane and
Sidewalk

Typically found on
urban or suburban
arterials. Provides
facilities for both high-
speed cycling and
walking. Bike lane 4-6
feet in width. Sidewalk
6 feet or more in width.
This example is in the
King of Prussia area.

Sidewalk

Typically found on
urban or suburban roads.
Generally 6-10 feet in
width. Concrete
construction. Typically
used by walkers, small
children on bicycles, etc.
This example is located
in the Brandywine at
Thornbury development
in Thornbury Township.
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Asphalt Path

Very similar to sidewalk
in terms of scale and
use. Appearance is more
restrained and more
appropriate to rural
areas. This example is
located along Knoll
Road in Birmingham
Township.

Unpaved Path

The least intensive type
of path. Generally 3-6
feet in width. No formal
edges. Most appropriate
for walkers and runners,
although light bicycle
use is also possible.
Least expensive to
construct — most
expensive to maintain.
This example is in
Montgomery County.

The most appropriate type of path for most facilities within Thornbury Township is the
asphalt path, illustrated above. This type of path can be located in the public right-of-way
along roadways and can pass through undeveloped parcels. It is visually unobtrusive yet
it will hold up to the rigors of use and weather without undue maintenance. At
approximately six to eight feet in width, it is ideal for pedestrians and acceptable for
joggers and limited bicycle use (such as children or families with young children). These
types of paths are not appropriate for high-speed bicyclists, but those cyclists generally
prefer riding in the road and would likely only consider using paths for short connections
along particularly hazardous sections of road.

This Township preference for asphalt paths is not an absolute mandate that must be
followed in all cases. In particular situations, another type of facility might be more
appropriate. For example, along a narrow roadway with very limiting topography and/or
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vegetation, a narrow dirt path might be the most feasible type of path to construct.
Alternatively, if a bicycle and/or pedestrian facility is to be installed as part of a larger
arterial road improvement project, a more intensive combination of bike lane and
sidewalk might be appropriate. This type of facility would have very limited applicability
in Thornbury Township, but could be appropriate along either SR 202 or SR 926 along
with major road improvement projects. Possible exceptions to the Township preference
for asphalt paths will be discussed for each recommended link of the trail network,
below. It may also be appropriate to install wider facilities in limited areas. For example,
in the areas around and between Goose Creek Park, Bayard Rustin High School, the
Township soccer field complex, and south along Westtown Road sections of wider multi-
use trail may be appropriate.

In order to obtain construction funding from various state and federal government grant
sources, guidelines from the American Association of State Highway and Transportation
Officials (AASHTO) must be followed in project design. The preferred 6-8 foot asphalt
path, if properly designed, would meet AASHTO standards for pedestrian facilities, but
not for shared use pedestrian and bicycle facilities. This has implications for the types of
grants that may be available for certain facilities. This will be discussed in greater detail
in the implementation plan.

Location of Paths within Public Right-of-Way

The following discussion of specific trail links on the recommended network will, in
many cases, include a preference as to which side of a road a path should be constructed.
For example, it may be most appropriate for a given trail to be located along the east side
of a road because of difficult topography and/or vegetation on the west side or because
locating it on the east will require the fewest road crossings. While the plan will make
that preference clear, the final determination on trail configuration and location will have
to be made at the project design stage. It is not possible to make this determination at this
planning stage because the data regarding the location of the existing cartway within the
public right-of-way is not precise or accurate enough to assure that it will be feasible to
locate a trail on a particular side of the road. The cartway is often off-center within the
right-of-way, so more space may be available for path development on one side than the
other. In many cases, there might not be adequate right-of-way on the preferred side of
the road, so the path would either have to be moved to the other side or a small easement
negotiated with the adjacent property owner. This determination will have to be made at
the project stage when a full survey of the right-of-way lines is conducted.

Text Description of Each Area

The following is a segment by segment discussion of the proposed network, with the
numbers of each facility corresponding to the numbers on Map 2 and Table 1. New
sections of proposed trail are identified with a number, 1-21; existing or committed roads
/ trails that will play a role in the network are identified C-1 through C-11; and road
crossings are identified X-1 through X-12. Where appropriate, the discussions of two or
more facilities are grouped together. A general discussion of “neighborhood walking
streets” and the “long term connections” shown on the map is included as well.
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Proposed New Trail Segments

1&2

These two trails would provide a link from the Brandywine at Thornbury
neighborhoods to the intersection of SR 926 and SR 202. Path #1 would
extend through land owned by the Brandywine at Thornbury homeowners
association from the tennis court area next to Bridlewood Lane to SR 926
between an existing berm to the east and a wooded area (on an adjacent lot) to
the west. Path #2 would extend along the SR 926 right-of-way from the end of
path #1 to SR 202. Because path #1 is located on private homeowners
association land, permission of the owners would have to be obtained before this path
could be constructed.

These paths would be relatively easy and inexpensive to install. The ground is
level and clear of vegetation and it would be a simple matter to install an
asphalt path.

These paths should only be built when a safe crossing of SR 202 is in place.
Their primary purpose is to link the Brandywine at Thornbury development to
the shopping area across SR 202. Until a safe crossing of SR 202 is in place,
these paths would serve no purpose. The proposed expansion of SR 202 will
include a grade separated interchange, with SR 926 passing over SR 202 and
intersecting with on and off-ramps to SR 202. These paths should not be
implemented until either that overpass is complete or other pedestrian
improvements are installed.

This path would provide access from the Thornbury Estates neighborhood to
the shopping area at the intersection of SR 202 and SR 926. Currently, there is
no path in this location, but the shoulder of SR 202 is sufficiently wide that
people from Thornbury Estates and adjacent neighborhoods sometimes travel
along the shoulder from Red Lion Road to the shopping area. Although the
traffic volumes and traffic speeds along SR 202 make this a dangerous
traverse, it is passable and, being the only route between the neighborhood
and the shopping center, it is used. As part of the design process for the SR
202 improvements planned by PennDOT, a path between the neighborhood
and the shopping area should be included. This path should be separated from
the travel lanes of SR 202 by either a lateral separation or a physical barrier so
that it provides a safe passage. Because of the difficult topography adjacent to
SR 202 and the limited amount of right-of-way available for the roadway
improvements, this path will be among the more difficult and expensive
improvements to install, although cost-efficiencies can be achieved by
incorporating this path into the SR 202 improvements.
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Table 1 - Matrix of Recommended Trails, Existing Facilities, and Crossings

Table 1

Map # Description Length/ft Difficulty ROW Alternate Comments
Proposed Facilities Requiring New Pathway
1 Off-road 926 to Bridlewood via tennis courts 1,290 1 Through Brandywine at Thornbury development, but mostly shielded from view by berm. Would require
landowner consent. Not useful until 202 crossing is possible.
2 South side 926, 202 west to #1 670 1 Connect from 202 crossing to #1 — not useful until 202 crossing is possible.
3 East side 202 connecting Red Lion Rd to 926 shopping 980 4 May not be possible within 202 ROW, but should be pursued to provide access from Thornbury Estates to
shopping area.
4 South side 926, Dalmally to Concord 3,960 4
Likely dependent on major PennDOT improvements to 926, but eventually key to connect east and west
portions of Township and to connect eastern portion of township to shopping area.
5 East side Concord from 926 to Old Bailey 2,150 1 Existing bench makes installation easy and connects Deer Point neighborhood to system. Would also be
key east-west link if #4, above, is implemented.
6 East side Concord from Old Bailey to Westbourne ("Tunnel™) 520 4 East side preferable, possibly on existing berm — very critical link despite difficulty.
7 Concord & Brinton Lake from Westbourn to Dilworthtown 5,160 4 Difficult and expensive but would connect several neighborhoods to network. Might regire narrower dirt trail
and a few road crossings to assure most useable trail.
8 North side Westbourne from Concord to Fieldstone 1,100 1 Critical link to trail in Allen Tract. South side would be OK but likely more difficult.
9 South/East side Westbourne from Allen tract to north of 970 3 South / East side placement requires using elevated area in existing woods, but is preferred location if
Braxton Ln possible. North side could be used, but would have greater impact on adjacent property and would require
two additional crossings.
10 East side Westbourne from north of Braxton to Goose Creek 1,030 2 Should be kept to east side if #9 is on east side. If #9 is on west side, this could start on west and cross at
Boardwalk most opportune point.
11 Goose Creek Boardwalk Trall 370 5 Wetland boardwalk to connect Westbourne to existing Goose Creek bridge and trail.
12 Goose Creek to Rustin HS connection via SEPTA ROW 500 1 Need agreement with SEPTA, Westtown, and WCASD, but key link
13 Westtown Thornton from SEPTA ROW to Shiloh Rd 830 3 X(#12) Only needed if #12 cannot be implemented.
14 Pave existing eastern Goose Creek trail to Westtown 420 1 Connects to just south of new RR bridge
Thornton
15 Westtown Thornton from Echo Hill south to Town line 760 4 Steep and narrow section - likely west side of road.
16 Delaware Tribe / Soccer Field trail 1,220 1
ROW needed on Delaware Tribe land — requires landowner consent. Trail ends at parking lot.
17 Soccer Field Parking Lot to Reider Property and across to 1,100 2 Preferred route because it avoids having to pass in front of four residential properties on Westtown Road.
Westtown Road easement. Requires consent from landowner south of soccer fields.
18 West side Westtown Rd from soccer fields to bend 920 2 X(#17)
Residential frontage should be avoided if possible. Necessary if easement not possible on #17.
19 Trail easement west side of Westtown from bend to Cheyney 2,300 3 Easement adds flexibility, but significant clearing and some earthwork
20 Dilworthtown from Township boundary to Westtown 1,560 2 Only links one neighborhood unless Delco portion of Dilworthtown added in future.
21 Cheyney Road from College Hill to Squire Cheyney trail 685 3 Short section needed to avoid cutting through private property for College Hill Road residents. Not needed
until Squire Cheyney Park is developed.
Explanation of Difficulty Rating
1 Install Path - Little or No Intrusion
2 Moderate Vegetation Removal / Minimal Earthwork
3 Earthwork / Substantial Vegetation Removal
4 Major Earthwork / Vegetation Removal - retaining walls
needed
5 Boardwalk Construction through Wetland
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Table 1 - Matrix of Recommended Trails, Existing Facilities, and Crossings

Map # Description Length/ft Alternate Comments

Current and/or Planned Facilities

Cl Thornbury Road from New St. to Township boundary 1,500 Walkable rural road - no improvements recommended.

Cc2 Bridlewood Rd from 926 to 202 4,900 Existing neighborhood road with sidewalk - no improvements recommended

C3 William Penn / Old Bailey 7,100 Walkable neighborhood road - recently striped for walking path

C4 Allen Tract Trail - Westbourne Rd to Waln Run Park unknown Trail committed as part of Allen tract development

C5 Waln Run Park Trail - Allen tract to Echo Hill Rd unknown Township trail being planned under DCNR Grant - will connect to Echo Hill Rd

C6 Goose Creek Park Trail unknown Existing loop trail in Township's Goose Creek Park

C7 Westtown Thornton Bridge/Underpass walkway 300 Bridge to be one lane with alternating traffic - adjacent walkway will need to be striped

C8 Soccer Field Parking Lot 720 X(#17) Only needs to be used if #17, above, is not achievable.

C9 Cheyney University Roads 3,900 Existing roads, some with sidewalks. Some striping may be recommended

C10 Squire Cheyney Park Trail unknown Township trail being planned under DCNR Grant - will connect to Cheyney University.

Cl1 College Hill Drive 2,030 Walkable residential road - no improvements needed. Residents may prefer striping.

Proposed Road Crossings

X1 State Route 202 and State Route 926 Part of 202 corridor improvements - likely at grade crosswalk system (on 926 bridge over 202) with mid
break-points in proposed urban interchange.

X2 Bridlewood/Greentree and State Route 202 Existing crosswalk, to be improved and signaled with 202 corridor improvements

X3 Concord Rd at Old Bailey and possibly Westbourne If trail located on east side of Concord through tunnel, only the Old Bailey crossing would be needed. If trail
on west side of Concord, both crossings needed in order to connect to trail on north section of Concord.

X4 Westbourne Road at Fieldstone Drive Cross to Allen tract trail - Fieldstone looks like natural location but could be further west

X5 Westbourne Road at east end of Allen tract Cross from Allen tract back to north side of Westbourne — would not be needed if #9 section of trail can be
located on south/east side of Westbourne.

X6 Westbourne between Braxton and Boardwalk Trail Location TBD — only necessary if x5, above, is needed. In which case, trail would need to cross back to east
side of Westbourne before Boardwalk.

X7 State Route 926 through SEPTA underpass Need agreement with SEPTA - key link to Rustin HS

X8 SEPTA Track crossing Need agreement with SEPTA and crossing facility - key link to Rustin HS

X9 State Route 926 at Westtown Thornton / Shiloh X(X7, X8) Not needed if SEPTA crossing (trail #12, above) can be implemented - otherwise needed link to Rustin HS

X10 Westtown Thornton north of new bridge/underpass Needed to cross from Goose Creek to Delaware Tribe / soccer field trail

X11 Cross Westtown at Dilworthtown into Cheyney U campus Needed to get from easement on west side of Westtown over to the Cheyney University road network.

X12 Cheyney Road at Cheyney University Entrance Connects Squire Cheyney Park trail to Cheyney University Road

Table 1
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Among the more difficult sections of the proposed network, this path would
extend along the south side of SR 926 from Dalmally Drive (at the east edge
of the existing shopping centers) to Concord Road. This segment is
particularly important as it is the only connection between the portion of the
Township west of SR 202 and the portion to the east. It is also the only
connection between the shopping area at the intersection of SR 202 and SR
926 and the eastern portion of the Township.

The difficulty of installing this path stems from the difficult topography, the
combination of limited right-of-way and high speed / high volume traffic,
stream and culvert crossings, and vegetation removal that would be necessary.
This section could be accomplished either through grant monies or eventually
as part of an extensive roadway improvement project along the length of SR
926. If installed as part of a grant funded project, a relatively modest project
with a narrow paved or possibly unpaved path would likely have to suffice. If
the facility is installed as part of a more comprehensive road improvement
project, it could be a full sidewalk or separated walking and/or cycling trail at
road grade or a combination sidewalk and bike lane. Since there are no current
plans for such a road improvement project, our Township could pursue the
minimal option as an interim measure and then work with PennDOT to
achieve a more comprehensive set of improvements should the full roadway
be improved in the future.

This section of trail would extend along the east side of Concord Road from
SR 926 to Old Bailey Drive. This path would serve the purposes of connecting
the Deer Pointe neighborhood to the larger Township network, completing a
walking loop within that neighborhood, and, along with segment #4,
connecting the eastern and western portions of the Township. This would be a
relatively easy and inexpensive facility to install because there is currently a
flat “bench” area adjacent to the road where a path could be constructed with
only incidental earthwork and vegetation removal.

One of the shortest sections of proposed trail, this segment is also one of the
most critical segments and one of the more difficult. This section extends
along the “tunnel” section of Concord Road between Old Bailey Lane and
Westbourne Road. It is a critical link in connecting the eastern and western
portions of the Township as well as the northern and southern portions of the
Township.

This section is referred to as the “tunnel” because it is located in a road cut
where earth (east side) and brick/stone (west side) walls extend 6-10 feet up
from the road and a canopy of trees encloses it from above. The roadway here
contains only one travel lane which is controlled by stop signs at each end.
Northbound and southbound traffic alternates traveling through this area. This
section once accommodated two-way traffic, but was reduced to one lane for
both safety and traffic calming and traffic reduction purposes.

The trail should extend along the east side of the road, as a continuation of
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segment #5. Because of the narrow profile of the tunnel opening, significant
earthwork will likely be needed. Either the eastern wall of earth will need to
be moved further to the east and a path installed at road level, or the area at
the top of that earth wall will need to be bermed and the trail extended along
the top of this berm. If the path is located at road level, a physical barrier
should be included to isolate the pathway from automobile traffic. An east
side trail location will also require one less crossing of Concord Road than a
west side location (see discussion of crossing X3, below).

One of the longer and more challenging segments of trail, this section is
important because of the number of cul-de-sac neighborhoods located along
the south part of Concord Road that would be isolated from the rest of the
Township without this connection. This section extends along Concord Road
and Brinton Lake Road from Westbourne Road to Dilworthtown Road.

Because of challenging topography, significant vegetation, and high traffic
speeds and volumes, portions or all of this section may be limited to a narrow
dirt path in order to ensure adequate separation from automobile traffic. It is
also likely that the path may need to be located alternatively on the east and
west side of the road in different sections, depending on physical conditions.
This determination will have to be made at the project design stage. Such an
approach would require one or more crossings of Concord Road. Because the
locations of such potential crossings could not be determined until the project
design stage, they are not shown on Map 2. Such crossings will have to be
highly visible and may require stop signs for automotive traffic, which would
be somewhat disruptive to traffic but would be consistent with the Township’s
ongoing traffic-calming efforts on Concord Road.

These sections of trail, in combination with section C4, connect Concord
Road to both Goose Creek Park and the planned Waln Run Park. Extending
along Westbourne Road from Concord Road to Goose Creek Park, these
segments present varying levels of challenge and cost. Section C4 is a trail
being provided by the development of the Allen Tract and is located between
sections 8 and 9.

Segment 8 would be the least challenging of the three, requiring negligible
earthwork and only minor vegetation removal. Either the north or south side
of Westbourne is appropriate, depending on which side presents the least
challenge. Either would require a crossing of Westbourne — the only question
is whether the crossing would occur at Concord Road or further to the east,
across from the Allen Tract.

Segment 9 extends from the Allen tract to north of the Bainbridge
development and is the most challenging of the three. On the northwest side of
Westbourne Road, there is a drop-off from the road after a very narrow bench.
On the southeast side, there is an earth wall rising up from the road, with a
level bermed area at the top of this wall. Ideally, the trail would be located on
the southeast side of Westbourne Road, along the level area above the earth
wall. Such a location would likely require acquisition of a small easement
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from the adjacent landowner. The location is isolated from the residential area by
distance, topography, and vegetation, so impacts would be negligible.
Earthwork would likely also be required to bring the trail back down to road
level at a reasonable grade. Locating this segment on the northwest side of the
road would likely prove equally challenging and would require two additional
crossings of Westbourne Road.

Segment 10 would require a small amount of earthwork and substantial
vegetation removal, but is located along a relatively flat area along the edge of
Goose Creek Park property. This section should not present undue challenge.

This section crosses the wetland portion of Goose Creek Park from
Westbourne Road to the existing bridge across Goose Creek that links to the
existing Goose Creek Park loop trail on the other side of the creek. Because it
would cross wetlands, this section would need to be constructed as an elevated
boardwalk. As such, it would be the most expensive section of the network on
a linear foot basis. It is a critically important link, however, since Goose Creek
is both a key recreational and commercial destination and a central hub for the
trail network, joining trails to the east, north, and west. In addition to a
boardwalk trail, this segment could include interpretive signs and other
information to help users appreciate and understand the value of wetlands.

Because of the cost and complexity of funding and constructing this section of
trail, the Township may choose to pursue an interim ground level trail that
would pass around the north end of the park, continuing north to the area
adjacent to SR 926, across the north end of the park, and south along the creek
to the existing bridge. An informal trail can already be seen in this area — an
interim trail could be graded and constructed of gravel or just consist of a
cleared dirt path. This should only be treated as an interim facility, however,
because of the temptation for some users of crossing the creek on SR 926
rather than backtracking to the bridge. Such a maneuver would be very
hazardous and should be prohibited during the life of any such interim trail.

Section 12 would connect Goose Creek Park with the Bayard Rustin High
School, located just across SR 926 in Westtown Township. The path would
cross through the parking lot of the small commercial area adjacent to Goose
Creek Park, pass through the SEPTA railroad underpass under SR 926,
continue up the west side of the railroad track, and then cross the tracks at a
point where a gate could link the trail to the existing loop trail on the Bayard
Rustin High School campus. While this short section of trail would not
present physical challenges, it is likely to be one of the most difficult sections
to implement due to the number of jurisdictions involved. The Township
would need to work with, and get agreement from, SEPTA, Westtown
Township, and the West Chester Area School District to make this key
linkage a reality. SEPTA would need to grant permission for locating the trail
within its right-of-way, would establish standards for separation distance from
the existing track, and would have to install a track crossing. Westtown
Township would need to approve the trail since the entire trail north of SR
926 is located in that Township. And the West Chester Area School District
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would need to agree to provide an access to the school property in order for
the trail to be useful as a link. All of these jurisdictions may be open to the
idea, but it will still require a coordinated outreach to bring all of the key
parties together.

Concerns have been raised about the idea of crossing a live railroad track. It is
important to understand that this track currently only carries one or two trains
a week through this section of track and they are very slow moving tourist
excursion trains that could be easily avoided by any crossing pedestrians, and
could stop in time to avoid striking someone in its path. There are no plans to
extend passenger or freight service onto this section of this line, although it
cannot be permanently ruled out. SEPTA would require a safe crossing and
could rescind the crossing should rail traffic ever increase significantly on this
part of the line. Crossing this railroad track at this location would likely be at
least as safe as the road crossings that would be required to implement this
trail network.

This segment would only be necessary to install if #12 could not be
implemented — it would be redundant if #12 is installed. If needed, this trail
would extend along Westtown-Thornton Road from the eastern Goose Creek
Park trail spur (segment #14) to the intersection with SR 926. It would require
a pedestrian crossing at SR 926, which would then allow access to Bayard
Rustin High School via Shiloh Road. Although short, this trail would be
relatively difficult and expensive to implement due to the topography,
narrowness of the road, and vegetation along the road that would need to be
removed.

This very short section of trail already exists in an informal, unpaved state.
Located within the Goose Creek Park property, it links the existing Goose
Creek Park loop trail to Westtown-Thornton Road between the new bridge
and railroad underpass. The trail is very informal and sometimes overgrown —
it is sometimes difficult to follow for those unfamiliar with it. It should either
be paved or otherwise formalized with an identifiable edge and cleared
vegetation.

Construction of this segment should be a very straight-forward and
inexpensive proposition. The transition onto Westtown-Thornton Road will be
more complicated, however. The newly constructed bridge and railroad
underpass area on Westtown-Thornton Road includes a concrete wall along
the edges of the road that rises approximately 2-3 feet. The road will need to
function as an alternating direction, single lane roadway controlled by stop
signs at each end of the single lane section. As such, if the travel lane is
located as far east as possible within the cartway, there would be room for a
walking / biking lane on the western side of the cartway (see discussion of
facility C7). An opening of several feet in width would need to be created in
the existing wall to provide access between the trail and the roadway. The
details of such an approach will have to be determined during project design.
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This section would extend along Westtown-Thornton Road from Echo Hill
Road, south to the Township boundary. There is a short section of steep grade
in this segment, with a narrow cartway and both vegetation and topographical
features that would make development of a path through this area challenging.
This segment would primarily connect the Meadowcroft neighborhood to the
rest of the trail network (through Waln Run Park), but would also permit
access to several neighborhoods in Thornbury, Delaware County, and could
be a future link to a trail system in Thornbury, Delaware County. Nonetheless,
because of the challenges associated with constructing this segment and the
relatively small number of Township residents served, it should be a relatively
low-priority segment of the network. If traffic volumes stay reasonably low
along Westtown-Thornton Road, a path may not be necessary in this location.

These segments would connect the western portion of the network to the
Township soccer fields, Westtown Road and points east. Segment 16 would
cross from Westtown-Thornton Road (just north of the railroad bridge and
underpass) through a vacant parcel owned by the Delaware Tribe and through
the soccer field parcel owned by the Township to the existing bridge on the
soccer field property. Crossing the Delware Tribe parcel would require
permission of the owners and likely an easement agreement. Since this parcel
is vacant and is located entirely within the floodplain of Chester Creek, such
access should be attainable. This parcel is large enough that this crossing
could be done without impact to adjacent residential uses to the north. Once
on the soccer field parcel, the trail should wind around the actual soccer fields
S0 as not to interfere with their use, and cross an existing bridge over Chester
Creek to the existing parking lot area.

From here, segment 17 would continue south through the soccer field parcel
before turning west toward Westtown Road. To access Westtown Road, a
small easement would be needed through a large parcel between the soccer
field property and the existing easement along the west side of Westtown
Road. This parcel is almost entirely located in the floodplain and the owners
have already granted the Township an extensive trail easement along both
Westtown and Dilworthtown Roads (see Map 3 in the inventory section of this
document). It is anticipated that the owners may also be amenable to the small
additional connecting easement necessary to access Westtown Road. Using
this routing, rather than the alternative routing using segments C8 and 18,
would avoid passing in front of several existing residential properties along
the west side of Westtown Road and would eliminate any impacts to these
properties. All of the land needed for these segments is basically flat with
minimal vegetation, so construction of a pathway would be relatively easy and
inexpensive. These sections could be wider than the typical pathway — built to
multi-use trail standards, to improve the connection between the recreational
facilities at Goose Creek Park and the soccer fields.

This segment is an alternate route for getting from the soccer field to
Westtown Road and along the northern portion of Westtown Road. It should
only be used if segment 17 cannot be implemented due to the need to cross
private property to access Westtown Road. Segment 18 would exit the soccer
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fields through the existing parking lot and access drive (segment C8) and
continue south on Westtown Road, past the front yards and across the
driveways of four residential properties on the west side of Westtown Road.
This alternative would be feasible if segment 17 is not, but it would create an
impact to these residents that segment 17 would not, so it is not the preferred
routing.

This segment continues south along Westtown Road to the intersection with
Dilworthtown Road in an existing 50 foot trail easement, referenced above.
This entire segment is flat and most is located in the floodplain (the southern
portion is just outside the floodplain). The area is heavily vegetated with
multi-flora rose, however, so vegetation removal would be necessary but no
substantial earthwork is anticipated. This section would be a long and
relatively scenic trail, removed from the road for a more peaceful walking or
cycling experience. This section could also be built as a wider multi-use trail
to create a multi-use trail from Goose Creek Park to the south end of this
segment, near Cheyney University.

This relatively short segment would travel along Dilworthtown Road from the
Township boundary to Westtown Road, providing the Kashmir Drive
neighborhood with access to the network. While portions of Dilworthtown
Road in Delaware County would make path development very difficult, this
short segment is located along a flat portion that would require relatively little
vegetation removal or earthwork. This segment would pass over the SEPTA
rail right-of-way with an at-grade track crossing, so that section would need to
be designed for a safe crossing. The eastern portion of this segment could be
located in the trail easement, referenced above, that travels between the
SEPTA right-of-way and Westtown Road and connects to the easement along
Westtown Road that would be used in segment 19. Because of the relatively
small number of Township residents that would be served by this short
segment, it should be given relatively low priority.

This easternmost segment of new pathway would be a short section along
Cheyney Road to connect College Hill Drive to the new trail anticipated in
Squire Cheyney Park. Less than 700 feet in length, this path would pass
through a somewhat topographically challenging portion of Cheyney Road, so
it would require some fairly substantial earthwork within the road right-of-
way. The priority for this path should be relatively low since it would only be
needed once Squire Cheyney Park has been developed. Additionally, it should
be dependent on the residents of College Hill Drive. If they are satisfied with
less formal means of accessing Squire Cheyney Park, this segment may not be
necessary.
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Existing Road or Trail Segments Used in Network

C1

C2

C3

C4

Thornbury Road is a quiet rural road with very little automotive traffic. It can
easily and safely be walked or ridden along in its current state. The owner of
the adjacent land may create trails on privately held easements along the road
at some point. If this happens, they could be incorporated into the Township

network. If not, Thornbury Road can be considered part of the network in its

existing state with no improvements necessary.

This section of the network passes through the Brandywine at Thornbury
development along Bridlewood Road. All of the roads in this neighborhood
have full sidewalks. No additional improvements are necessary here. These
sidewalks would continue to be used as they currently are.

This existing segment passes between SR 202 and Concord Road along a
short section of Penn Oaks Drive and along William Penn Boulevard and Old
Bailey Road. While traffic volumes on these roads are very low, there is a
pedestrian safety concern among residents of this neighborhood because of the
road’s use as a through road between SR 202 and Concord Road and its
sometimes excessive traffic speeds. In response to these concerns and existing
pedestrian use of the roads, the Township painted a stripe to create a walking
lane along the south and east edge of William Penn and Old Bailey in 2006.
Many residents do not believe that this lane adequately addresses the safety
concerns, as they expressed at a public meeting during this planning process.
There was a feeling among some that this lane should be removed, but there
was no agreement on a solution to the problem. It was clear that a more
intensive path (within the right-of-way, but located off of the road) is not
preferred, but various traffic-calming measures and more intensive traffic
speed enforcement are possible options for improving safety.

These roads provide access to an existing convenience store at SR 202 and
Penn Oaks Drive and they constitute a pleasant pedestrian environment for
many. As such, these roads are likely to continue to be used as a part of the
Township pedestrian and bicycling network regardless of what action is taken.
The neighborhood residents and the Township should work together to find a
long-term safety solution that is agreeable to all to assure that those who do
use these roads for walking and biking can do so safely.

This section of trail is under construction at the time of this writing. It
traverses the northern and eastern boundaries of the Allen tract property that is
currently being developed for single family residential use. A condition of the
development approval was that these trails be installed and open to public
access. The northern potion of the trail is located along Westbourne Road and
would be an integral part of the network along Westbourne Road discussed
under segments 8, 9, and 10, above. The eastern portion of the trail connects
to the Waln Run Park property to the southeast and would link the rest of the
Township to this park and, possibly, to portions south along Westtown-
Thornton Road.
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C6

C7

This segment is an anticipated loop trail within the Waln Run Park parcel. As
noted earlier, both Waln Run and Squire Cheyney Parks are currently the
subject of a park master planning process that will determine the appropriate
uses and facilities for these properties. It is assumed for the purposes of this
plan that the parks will contain some types of trails, but the locations and
configurations of any such trails are the province of the park planning process.
This plan defers to that park master plan for any and all details pertaining to
trails located within the parks and intends only to provide trail links to the
parks.

In addition to the loop trail within Waln Run Park, there is a 50 foot wide
right-of way extending from the park to Echo Hill Road that would be used as
a driveway and trail corridor to the new park. If segment 15 is implemented
on Westtown-Thornton Road, this driveway area and the eastern 200 feet of
Echo Hill Road would connect that segment to the park and to the rest of the
trail network.

This segment is the existing loop trail network within Goose Creek Park. This
loop trail is a paved asphalt trail about six feet in width and is the model for
the type of trail that should be used in most locations throughout the
Township. This trail also consists of a bridge across Chester Creek that would
connect the loop trail to points west via a boardwalk trail through the western
wetland portion of the park property (see discussion of segment 11). No
improvements are needed to the existing trail.

This segment would extend along a short section of Westtown Thornton Road
from the extension of the Goose Creek Trail (see segment 14) to the trail that
would cross the Delaware Tribe parcel to the soccer fields to the east. This
relatively short section would pass beneath the SEPTA rail underpass and
would require a re-configuration of this portion of Westtown-Thornton Road
as a single-lane facility with alternating direction traffic and stop sign controls
at either end. The single traffic lane would likely need to be located as far as
possible in the eastern portion of the right-of-way and underpass and allow the
western portion to be used for the walking path. The narrowest portion of this
facility is located under the railroad bridge where there is between 19- 20 feet
to work with. A six foot walkway and a 12-13 foot travel lane could be
accommodated within this underpass. This path could be separated from the
travel lane either by a physical barrier or by striping the roadway. As noted in
the discussion of segment 14, above, an opening would need to be created in
the wall along the west edge of the new roadway between the rail underpass
and the new bridge over the creek to allow access between the trail and the
roadway. A pedestrian crossing of Westtown-Thornton Road will be needed at
the northern end of this section (see discussion of crossing X10) to connect to
the trail to the soccer fields. This crossing should be placed at the stop sign
controlling southbound traffic. The stop sign controlling northbound traffic
should be placed at the top of the small rise on the bridge over Chester Creek,
allowing motorists stopped at both signs to see the entire length of one lane
traffic and the pedestrian crosswalk at the north end of this section. The details
of this ramp, walkway, and crossing will have to be determined at the project
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C8

C9

C10

Cl1

design stage. Because Westtown-Thornton Road is a state roadway, PennDOT
will need to be consulted prior to any changes in the lane configuration and
traffic control signage and involved in the design process.

This segment includes the existing parking lot and access drive to the soccer
fields from Westtown Road. This segment will only need to be used if
segment 17 cannot be implemented and segment 18, along Westtown Road,
must be used instead. In that case, this section of parking lot and access drive
would be needed to link from the bridge at the east end of segment 16 to
Westtown Road. If this proves necessary, the Township should investigate
whether a walking/biking lane should be striped along the access drive to
improve safety on this portion. A similar consideration should be given to the
parking lot if it is paved at some point in the future. At the least, signing
should be installed to alert drivers in the parking lot and on the access drive to
the likely presence of pedestrians and cylists.

This segment consists of the internal roads and sidewalks within Cheyney
University. In addition to providing access between Cheyney University and
the rest of the Township, this segment also provides a link between the area
east of Cheyney Road (Squire Cheyney Park and College Hill Drive) and the
rest of the Township. A portion of this road network contains sidewalks and
portions do not. Traffic appears to be light enough and slow-moving enough
that no additional road striping or sidewalks should be needed. The Township
should meet with University representatives to coordinate the use of these
facilities and linkages between Township and campus facilities.

This segment is for anticipated loop trails within the Squire Cheyney Park
parcels and a linear section along Cheyney Road that would connect the
portions of the park. As noted earlier, both Squire Cheyney and Waln Run
Parks are currently the subject of a park master planning process that will
determine the appropriate uses and facilities for these properties. It is assumed
for the purposes of this plan that the parks will contain some types of trails,
but the locations and configurations of any such trails are the province of the
park planning process. This plan defers to that park master plan for any and all
details pertaining to trails located within the parks and intends only to provide
trail links to the parks.

College Hill Drive is a quiet residential street. Because it connects Cheyney
Road to Creek Road and Tanguy Road, however, it sometimes provides a
route for through traffic. Volumes are low enough that it can likely continue to
be used as a walking and biking facility for local residents as is. If the
residents of this road prefer, however, a walking lane could be striped along
this road similar to the one recently installed along William Penn Road and
Old Bailey Drive (see C3, above). Such a lane would narrow the travel lane
and could both discourage and slow through traffic on the road. This approach
has raised concerns within the William Penn / Old Bailey neighborhood,
however, so the Township should only consider such an approach at the
request of the residents.
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X1

X2

X3

X4

This crossing of SR 202 at SR 926 is a critical component in linking the east
and west sides of the Township. Under current conditions, crossing is
hazardous at best. It is unlikely that conditions will improve much until the
planned SR 202 improvements are completed and a full interchange is
constructed here. At that time, SR 926 would be elevated to cross over SR
202. By separating this facility from the SR 202 through traffic, the safety of
this crossing will be greatly increased. While there would be on and off
ramps to SR 202 intersecting with SR 926 on this bridge, they would be signal
controlled and pedestrian crossings could be safely accommodated. The
Township should work with PennDOT to assure that pedestrian facilities are
integrated into this bridge design.

Unfortunately, this major improvement to SR 202 has been pushed back on
PennDOT’s implementation schedule a number of times due to lack of funds.
If this project continues to be delayed, the Township should work with
PennDOT to put other, possibly temporary, pedestrian features in place. If
significant delays are anticipated, funding should be obtained for a pedestrian
bridge to make access over SR 202 possible.

This crossing of SR 202 already exists between Bridlewood Boulevard and
Greentree Drive. There is a crosswalk in place. Installation of a pedestrian
signal should be considered here to further improve pedestrian safety. Further,
this crossing is proposed to be kept in place when the SR 202 improvements
are completed. Given that SR 202 will be wider, care should be taken to
assure continued and improved pedestrian safety at this intersection as those
improvements are constructed.

This crossing of Concord Road could be placed in one or both of two
locations, depending on the ultimate configuration of trail segment 6, which
passes through the single lane Concord Road ‘tunnel’. If this segment is
constructed on the east side of Concord Road, as recommended, only one
crossing would be needed and it would be located at Old Bailey Lane. This
would connect walkers on Old Bailey Lane with the trail running down the
east side of Concord Road from the north (to Deer Pointe Road) and south
through the tunnel. If the trail through the tunnel is ultimately built on the
west side of Concord Road, however, crossings would be needed at both Old
Bailey Road (to get from the segment 5 across to the tunnel trail) and at
Westbourne Road (to cross back over to the eastbound trail on Westbourne).

This crossing of Westbourne Road is necessary to get from the north side of
the road, where trail segment 8 would be located, across to the south side
where the Allen tract trail is installed (segment C4). The crossing could be
located at the most convenient location between the western terminus of the
Allen tract trail and Fieldstone Drive. This crossing should be installed at the
same time as segment 8 and the exact location should be determined at the
project design stage.
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X5 & X6 These crossing will be necessary only if all or portions of trail segments 9 and

X7

X8

X9

X10

X11

X12

10 need to be located on the north and west side of Westbourne Road (see
discussion of these segments, above). If these segments can be located on the
south and east side of Westbourne, as is preferred, neither crossing would be
necessary. If they are necessary, X5 would be located near the eastern
terminus of the Allen tract trail and X6 would be located somewhere on the
flat section of segment 10, adjacent to Goose Creek Park. Specific locations
would be determined during project design.

This crossing of SR 926 would be a portion of segment 12 that extends along
the SEPTA rail right-of-way between the Goose Creek parking lot and Bayard
Rustin High School. This crossing would be located where the trail segment
passes under SR 926 and, by virtue of the grade separation of the road and rail
right-of-way, no additional facilities would be needed here.

This crossing would be the actual crossing of the SEPTA tracks within the rail
right-of-way adjacent to Bayard Rustin High School. As noted above, under
the discussion of segment 12, this crossing and trail segment would need the
cooperation and involvement of Westtown Township, SEPTA, and the West
Chester Area School District. The crossing itself would be determined and
installed by SEPTA contingent on both Townships and SEPTA reaching an
agreement.

This crossing of SR 926 at Westtown-Thornton and Shiloh Roads would be
associated with segment 13 and would only need to be installed if segment 13
is implemented. As noted under the discussion of segment 13, this connection
and crossing would only be necessary if segment 12 and crossing X7 cannot
be implemented. If this crossing is necessary, the Township would need to
coordinate with both PennDOT and Westtown Township to determine the
optimal configuration for getting students and others across this busy road to
Bayard Rustin High School. A crossing signal with pedestrian controls is
highly recommended.

This crossing would be located at the northern end of segment C7 and would
be needed to cross from the walkway along the west side of Westtown-
Thornton Road to trail segment 16 on the east side of the road. It should be
located at the northern stop sign that would control the alternating-direction
traffic through the single lane section of Westtown-Thornton Road at the rail
underpass and new bridge.

This crossing of Westtown Road at Dilworthtown Road would connect trail
segments 19 and 20, both located in trail easements, to segment C9 within
Cheyney University. The specific location and configuration should be
coordinated with Cheyney University officials.

This crossing of Cheyney Road will be necessary once improvements to
Squire Cheyney Park are implemented and would connect this park to the road
and sidewalk network within the Cheyney University campus. The specific
configuration should be coordinated with Cheyney University officials.
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Neighborhood Walking Streets

Many of the local neighborhood roads in the township are not specifically identified as
part of the trail network on maps 1 and 2. Yet these quiet roads are among the most
walkable and bicycle-friendly in the Township. This plan does not imply that these streets
should not be used for walking or bicycling, just that they are not part of a township-wide
network of roads and trails that leads to destinations beyond their local neighborhoods.
For example, the roads in the Thornbury Estates and Deer Pointe neighborhoods are not
shown as part of the trail network on Map 2. In both cases, these roads form loops that
are frequently used for recreational walking and biking by neighborhood residents. These
roads don’t lead anywhere out of the neighborhood, so they are not shown as part of the
extended network, but they are valuable walking and bicycling resources nonetheless. For
the purposes of this plan, therefore, these and other local neighborhood roads throughout
the township, that are not specifically called out as walking paths on the trail map, are
designated as “neighborhood walking streets” and should continue to be considered
excellent walking and biking facilities for neighborhood residents.

Long Term Connections

In addition to the specific facilities discussed above, the trail network includes several
“long term connections” that are less critical than the network outlined above, but should
be considered as possibilities present themselves. In most cases, these long term
connections involve connections to potential future facilities in adjacent Townships and
would create inter-Township linkages when conditions warrant. In most cases, these
possible future connections are self-evident from the map. Four such connections warrant
further discussion, however:

= A possible trail is shown for almost the entire length of the SEPTA rail right-of-way
in the eastern portion of the Township. This right of way extends from West Chester
to the north to Elwyn to the south. The right-of-way is quite wide (up to 150 feet in
many locations) and the railroad located here is barely active over most of its length.
While there is some freight service to the south, the portion near Thornbury and north
to West Chester is only used by a tourist excursion railroad on weekends. There are
plans to extend the R-3 commuter service as far north as Wawa, but no additional
service is planned north of Wawa.

Trains along the northern part of this right-of-way are very infrequent and travel at a
very slow rate of speed. As such, this right-of-way could be a good and safe location
for a future regional trail facility. Thornbury Township, Delaware County, has
developed an unpaved trail within their portion of the right-of-way, under agreement
with SEPTA. Representatives from Westtown Township have expressed preliminary
interest in using this right-of-way for a cross-township trail as well. In this planning
process, consideration was given to using this right-of-way to connect between Goose
Creek Park and Cheyney University, rather than using segments 16-19, discussed
above. Ultimately this option was not chosen for two reasons. First, at least one new
bridge would be required to cross Chester Creek within this right-of-way and a
second would be needed to provide access to the Township soccer field property.
Second, serving the soccer field property and Cheyney University would be more
easily and less expensively accomplished by using the existing trail easement along

26



Thornbury Township Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan

Westtown Road and constructing a trail through the soccer field property than by
using the SEPTA right-of-way.

While this right-of-way was not the first choice of this plan for a Township specific
facility, it continues to have great potential as a trail location. There are informal trails
passing through this right-of-way currently and they will continue to be used. This
right-of-way could someday be used as part of a larger regional facility extending to
West Chester and possibly as far south as Media or even Chester, linking with other
trails in Delaware County. While such a regional facility is beyond the scope of this
plan or the Township’s immediate goals, the Township should remain open to the
possibility and should pursue the idea with neighboring municipalities and relevant
agencies in the years to come.

There is a long term connection shown extending along the east side of SR 202 from
the intersection of Bridlewood Boulevard and Greentree Drive south to Penn Oaks
Drive and beyond to Dilworthtown Road. This is shown as a long term connection,
rather than a specific facility in this plan, primarily because most of it would be
located within Birmingham Township and it would need to be coordinated with
Birmingham Township and several commercial property owners along SR 202. This
connection could be important to our Township because of the access it could provide
to shopping opportunities and its possible role in connecting the east and west
portions of our Township. It could also be important to the region as part of the
bicycle — pedestrian facility proposed for the SR 202 corridor. Such a path could be
located within the future SR 202 right-of-way or it could pass through the front of
several commercial properties located along SR 202. As such, coordination with
PennDOT and these property owners would be important along with Birmingham
Township.

This connection would have important benefits, both locally and regionally. First, it
would provide access from the rest of the trail network to the shopping area at
Dilworthtown Road and SR 202. Such access does not appear to be possible
otherwise. Second, by connecting Bridlewood Boulevard to Penn Oaks Drive, it
would provide an alternative connection to trail segment 4 for connecting the portions
of the Township on the east and west sides of SR 202 and would do so without
passing through or adjacent to private residential properties. Finally, it could improve
the possibilities for a regional facility in the SR 202 corridor, as discussed in the
inventory portion of this document. Proposed by the Chester County Cycling
Coalition and the Chester County Planning Commission, this facility would connect
West Chester to the Chester — Delaware County line at Dilworthtown Road and
continue south through Delaware County. This facility has been conceptually
supported by all of the Townships it would pass through, including Thornbury,
Birmingham, and Westtown. As shown on Map 3, this conceptual facility would pass
through our Township and Birmingham Township on the west side of SR 202 and
portions of trail segments 1, 2, and C2 in this plan would be incorporated into it.
South of Bridlewood Boulevard, however, this facility may be more difficult to
implement due to proximity to residential uses. If a pathway could be developed
along the east side of SR 202, it would eliminate the need for the portion of this
facility to the south of Bridlewood and would provide much better access to
commercial uses, as noted above. The Township should discuss this possibility with
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all of the parties involved in this facility, from Birmingham Township to the Chester
County Planning Commission, Chester County Cycling Coalition, and PennDOT.

There are several large rural parcels in the western end of the Township owned by the
Spackman family that are largely preserved as part of the historic Brandywine
Battlefield. These properties are preserved through easements held by the Natural
Lands Trust. Due to the land’s historic significance, the Spackmans have expressed
an interest in developing a trail network for visitors to access these historic resources.
The details of such a network would need to be worked out between the family, the
conservancy, and adjacent property owners, but the general outline of a loop trail can
be seen on Map 2, consisting of trails along a portion of South New Street (for which
easements have been granted to the Township), Thornbury Road, and connecting to
the Sandy Hollow Heritage Park to the south. Little or none of this trail network
would likely be a Township facility, but it could be a valuable recreational and
cultural resource that the Township should provide links to.

There is no existing link between most of the population in the western portion of the
Township and the Sandy Hollow Heritage Park and the possible Brandywine
Battlefield trail network mentioned above. Residents of the Militia Hill neighborhood
can access the park and any connecting trails by merely crossing South New Street,
but the more extensive population of Brandywine at Thornbury cannot. If residents of
this neighborhood should desire better access to this area, there are two possible ways
of providing it. First, there is a way to pass between the Brandywine at Thornbury
and Militia Hill neighborhoods via land owned by both Homeowners Associations
but not passing through any individual residential properties. There is a 20 foot trail
corridor between two properties on the south side of Sidesaddle Place, just to the west
of the intersection with Leadline Lane. This corridor passes through to a parcel on
Militia Hill Road that contains a drainage detention basin. If both neighborhoods
agreed, a path could be run between the two neighborhoods using these properties. It
is likely that this connection is used informally today and the homeowners
associations may be satisfied to leave any such access as it exists currently. A more
formal trail should only be pursued at the request of and with the approval of the
homeowners associations of these two developments.

The other option would be to run a trail from the cul-de-sac at the western end of
Sidesaddle Place through to New Street. Such a trail would include some
homeowners association open space just south of the cul-de-sac for about 175 feet
and would then cross onto the Spackman property where it would extend about
another 175 feet to south New Street. At New Street, this short spur trail would link
up to the trail easement and possible loop trail discussed above. Grades are fairly
level here, so such a connection would be relatively easy to accomplish physically.
An agreement would need to be reached between the Homeowners Association and
the Spackmans (who have expressed a preliminary willingness to provide such an
access) before such a trail could be constructed.

Both of these options have been kept as long term connections rather than being given
project status in this plan because both would involve private homeowners
association and property owner actions rather than Township action.
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Implementation Plan

The previous section of this plan illustrated the Township’s trail network and explained
the rationale for and issues associated with each individual segment in the network. In an
ideal world, the entire network could be implemented at once and all trails could be in
place within a few years. In reality, however, implementing this trail network will be a
time consuming endeavor, with significant Township energy needed to obtain grants and
oversee project design and construction. This implementation plan section of the
document is intended to guide that process.

The implementation plan consists of a few key pieces. In order to implement this plan

effectively, it is critically important to prioritize the projects so that the most important
and achievable trails are pursued first. Less critical trails can be pursued after the most
important ones are on the ground or under construction. A factor in setting appropriate
priorities is the approximate cost of the proposed trails.

Some trails can likely be implemented within the next few years, others will take a few
years longer, with some taking many years to implement, and others may never come to
pass. As such, setting priorities is a critical part of any implementation plan.

It is important to understand which funding sources are available and most appropriate

for each proposed trail. The Township will also need to determine who within the
Township government will take the lead in this effort.

Cost Estimates

Estimating costs at the planning level is only an approximate exercise for two reasons.
First, the level of detail understood about project design, engineering, and construction at
this planning level is very general. This plan can determine the general feasibility of each
proposed trail segment and can broadly identify whether each is likely to be very easy to
implement, somewhat difficult, more difficult, or very difficult based on a variety of
factors. But many details will arise in the design, engineering, and construction of each
project that cannot be anticipated at the planning level. Second, costs change over time.
Since some of the projects discussed here are likely to be implemented within a few years
while others may take many years to complete, any cost estimates developed today will
be out of date to varying degrees depending upon when a project is implemented.

Due to these limitations, the cost estimates included in this plan are very broad and based
on a range of potential costs for each level of difficulty anticipated for construction.
These estimates are useful for comparing the order of magnitude associated with the costs
of various trail segments, but should not be used for more specific purposes than that.

The level of difficulty anticipated for each trail segment is shown on Map 2 and on Table
1. The levels of difficulty are labeled 1-5 in the table and shown in different colors on the
map and are summarized as follows:
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# | Map Color | Description

1 | Blue Install path — little or no disturbance or intrusion needed

2 | Yellow Moderate Vegetation Removal / Minimal Earthwork

3 | Orange More Substantial Earthwork / Substantial Vegetation Removal

4 | Red Major Earthwork / Vegetation Removal — retaining structures likely
5 | * Boardwalk Trail Through Wetland Area

The costs associated with levels of difficulty 1-4 are based on the assumption of an
asphalt path about 6-8 feet in width. For level 5, an elevated boardwalk trail using
recycled planking is assumed. In some cases, an unpaved path may be used, which would
reduce construction costs but would increase maintenance costs — construction estimates
are not provided for this contingency. Any right-of-way costs or costs associated with
obtaining easements are not included in these estimates.

The costs per linear foot shown below represent the range of costs observed in the field
over recent years for each type of path. In each case, the midpoint in the range was used
for estimating purposes throughout this document.

Difficulty Observed Range / linear foot Midpoint Cost
1-Blue $15 - $20 $17.25
2 — Yellow $20 - $25 $22.50
3 — Orange $40 - $60 $50.00
4 —Red $75 - $100 $87.50
5-* $400 - $500 $450.00

Based on these broad assumptions, the estimated costs for each proposed new trail
segment discussed in the plan are shown in Table 2.
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Table 2 - Cost Estimates

Estimated
# Description Cost
1 Off-road 926 to Bridlewood via tennis courts $ 22,575
2 South side 926, 202 west to #1 $ 11,725
3 East side 202 connecting Red Lion Rd to 926 shopping $ 85,750
4 South side 926, Dalmally to Concord $346,500
5 East side Concord from 926 to Old Bailey $ 37,625
6 East side Concord from Old Bailey to Westbourne ("Tunnel") $ 45,500
7 Concord & Brinton Lake from Westbourn to Dilworthtown $451,500
8 North side Westbourne from Concord to Fieldstone $ 19,250
9 South/East side Westbourne - Allen tract to north of Braxton Ln $ 48,500
10 East side Westbourne from Braxton to Goose Creek Boardwalk $ 23,175
11 Goose Creek Boardwalk Trail $166,500
12 Goose Creek to Rustin HS connection via SEPTA ROW $ 8,750
13» Westtown Thornton from SEPTA ROW to Shiloh Rd $ 41,500
14 Pave existing eastern Goose Creek trail to Westtown Thornton $ 7,350
15 Westtown Thornton from Echo Hill south to Town line $ 66,500
16 Delaware Tribe / Soccer Field trail $ 21,350
17 Soccer Field Parking Lot to Westtown Road easement. $24,750
18" West side Westtown Rd from soccer fields to bend $ 20,700
19 Trail easement west side of Westtown from bend to Cheyney $115,000
20 Dilworthtown from Township boundary to Westtown $35,100
21 Cheyney Road from College Hill to Squire Cheyney trail $34,250
n Alternative project

The total estimated cost if all projects were constructed is approximately $1.6 million.
The actual total would be slightly lower than the sum of all 21 segments because
segments 13 and 18 are alternatives that would only need to be built if segments 12 and
17, respectively, prove not to be feasible.

Project Priority

In establishing priorities for which trail segments should be developed immediately,
soon, and later, the guiding principals are:

= The highest priority should be to link as many Township residents as possible to the
Goose Creek Park area. Goose Creek Park is the recreational center of the Township
and the small commercial area attached is the only commercial area in the Township
(or immediate surroundings) that can be easily served by trails. Goose Creek Park is
the hub of the Township trail network. The projects associated with this phase should
be relatively easy to implement and will do the greatest good for the greatest number
of residents.

= The second priority should be to connect Goose Creek to the Cheyney University
campus, to Squire Cheyney and Waln Run Parks, and to Bayard Rustin High School.
Also, connecting the neighborhoods along South Concord Road to the network should
be completed in this phase — this connection would be a higher priority but the
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anticipated level of difficulty associated with this trail suggests it will take longer to
achieve than the highest priority projects.

= The lowest priority projects are those that would be very difficult to implement, that
would serve relatively few residents, and/or that are dependent on other facilities
being in place before it would be useful. Examples of very difficult to implement
projects include segment 4, along SR 926. Examples of projects that shouldn’t be
undertaken until other improvements are in place include segments 1 and 2, which are
intended to connect Brandywine at Thornbury with the 202/926 shopping area but
which should not be undertaken until a safe crossing of SR 202 is in place.

= The "long term connections" are not given any specific priority. As such, they are
generally assumed to be the lowest priority but the Township could pursue any of
them sooner if an opportunity presents itself to connect with one of the adjacent
communities.

The priority rankings used are as follows:

1. Highest priority projects — begin process within 1 year. Projects should be
completed within 2-4 years.

2. Begin process when highest priority projects are under construction — complete
within 5-7 years.

3. Begin process when second priority projects are under construction or well
underway — complete within 10-12 years. Some of these projects may need to be
linked to larger road improvements projects that will not be complete within 10-
12 years.

The recommended level of priority for each project is shown in Table 3.
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TABLE 3 - Project Priority

Priority Map # Description

1 6 East side Concord from Old Bailey to Westbourne ("Tunnel")

1 8 North side Westbourne from Concord to Fieldstone

1 9 South/East side Westbourne from Allen tract to north of
Braxton Ln

1 10 East side Westbourne from north of Braxton to Goose Creek
Boardwalk

1 11 Goose Creek Boardwalk Trall

1 5 East side Concord from 926 to Old Bailey

2 C7 Westtown Thornton Bridge/Underpass walkway

2 14 Pave existing eastern Goose Creek trail to Westtown
Thornton

2 16 Delaware Tribe / Soccer Field trail

2 17 Soccer Field Parking Lot to Reider Property and across to
Westtown Road easement.

2 19 Trail easement west side of Westtown from bend to Cheyney

2 12 Goose Creek to Rustin HS connection via SEPTA ROW

2 7 Concord & Brinton Lake from Westbourn to Dilworthtown

3 1 Off-road 926 to Bridlewood via tennis courts

3 2 South side 926, 202 west to #1

3 3 East side 202 connecting Red Lion Rd to 926 shopping

3 4 South side 926, Dalmally to Concord

3 15 Westtown Thornton from Echo Hill south to Town line

3 20 Dilworthtown from Township boundary to Westtown

3 21 Cheyney Road from College Hill to Squire Cheyney trail

These priorities are not definitive and should be viewed as flexible guidelines. If an
opportunity arises to complete a lower priority project before the Township is ready to
pursue other, higher priority, projects, that opportunity should be taken.

Funding Sources

A key question in a facilities plan like this is, “Where does the money come from?” The
total price tag for all of the trails contained in this plan is far more than an individual
municipality, particularly one of Thornbury’s size, could fund on its own. Fortunately,
there are several sources of grant money available specifically for trail planning and
construction. Key funding sources that would be appropriate for the trail projects
included in this plan, the rationale behind each, and sources of more information, are as
follows:
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SAFTEA-LU Transportation Enhancements Program

Transportation Enhancement Activities offer communities the opportunity to expand
transportation choices. Activities such as safe bicycle and pedestrian facilities, scenic
routes, beautification, and other investments increase opportunities for recreation,
accessibility, and safety for everyone beyond traditional highway programs. This is a
competitive grant program which pays 80% of project costs and requires a 20% local
match. This local match is often covered by the municipality providing the project
design/engineering along with the grant application. The design serves as the local
match and having it done at the outset of the grant application process puts the
municipality in a strong competitive position. The 20% match can also be provided
through the use of state funds, such as those provided by the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR), through their Pennsylvania
Recreational Trails Program (discussed below). This grant program holds competitive
rounds every two years, funding permitting.

In terms of our township’s trail network, the majority of trail segments could qualify
for transportation enhancements funding. Only a few of the trails, such as loop trails
within parks, might be seen as having a solely recreational purpose with little
transportation benefit. Any other segments would be candidates for transportation
enhancements funding.

The US Department of Transportation/Federal Highway Administration's website
serves as a resource to States providing official legislation and guidance documents:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/te/. The National Transportation
Enhancements Clearinghouse (NTEC) website provides a very good introduction to
TE, allows you to access a database of TE projects, to find your state TE contacts, to
order TE related documents, and more. Go to: http://www.enhancements.org/.

For Pennsylvania's Transportation Enhancements Programs see:
http://www.dot.state.pa.us/Penndot/Bureaus/CPDM/Prod/Saferoute.nsf.

Or contact the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) at:

DVRPC « 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor « Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520
* 215/592-1800

SAFEEA-LU Safe Routes To School Program

In 1969, about half of all students walked or bicycled to school. Today, however,
fewer than 15 percent of all school trips are made by walking or bicycling, one-
quarter are made on a school bus, and over half of all children arrive at school in
private automobiles.

This decline in walking and bicycling has had an adverse effect on traffic congestion
and air quality around schools, as well as pedestrian and bicycle safety. In addition, a
growing body of evidence has shown that children who lead sedentary lifestyles are at
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risk for a variety of health problems such as obesity, diabetes, and cardiovascular
disease. Safety issues are a big concern for parents, who consistently cite traffic
danger as a reason why their children are unable to bicycle or walk to school.

The purpose of the Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) Program is to address these
issues. The SRTS Program empowers communities to make walking and bicycling to
school a safe and routine activity once again. The Program makes funding available
for a wide variety of programs and projects, from building safer street crossings to
establishing programs that encourage children and their parents to walk and bicycle
safely to school.

While there are no firm criteria in the grant manual for Safe Routes to School grants,
the rule of thumb that has been used in this region when considering applications for
these grants is that pedestrian facilities should be within one-half mile of a school and
bicycling facilities should be within two miles of a school. Since most of the trail
segments in Thornbury would be intended primarily for pedestrians and built to
pedestrian standards, the half-mile criteria should be considered. There are a few trail
segments in the vicinity of Bayard Rustin High School, Westtown-Thornbury
Elementary School, Westtown School, and the Concept School that would qualify,
but most of the trails within the Township are farther than one-half mile from a
school. If some of the trails end up being built to the more stringent bicycling or
multi-use trail standards, trails within two miles of any of the schools in the Township
or adjacent townships could qualify for these grants as well.

This program is also a competitive grant program with the same matching
requirements and opportunities as the Transportation Enhancements Program,
discussed above. This grant program also holds competitive rounds every two years,
funding permitting.

This website provides an overview of the Program, as well as specific Program
Guidance to the States in the administration of SRTS funds.
http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/saferoutes/.

Also see the National Safe Routes To School Clearing House, a centralized resource
of information on successful Safe Routes to School programs, strategies and State
specific information: http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/.

For Pennsylvania's Safe Routes To School Programs see:
http://www.dot.state.pa.us/Penndot/Bureaus/CPDM/Prod/Saferoute.nsf.

Or contact the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) at:

DVRPC « 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor « Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520
* 215/592-1800
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Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program

Congestion mitigation and air quality improvement funds are authorized for
transportation projects within air quality non-attainment areas, such as the
Philadelphia metropolitan area, defined by the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990.
To be funded, projects must contribute to attainment of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standards. Funds may be used for either the construction of bicycle
transportation facilities and pedestrian walkways or non-construction projects (such
as maps, brochures, and public service announcements) related to safe bicycle use.
Funding is provided through an 80 percent federal and 20 percent state or local
match. So long as the project is within an air-quality non-attainment area, most of the
criteria and matching requirements are similar to those for transportation
enhancements grants, discussed above. This grant program holds competitive rounds
every two years, funding permitting.

Since Thornbury is within a designated air quality non-attainment area, any bicycle
and/or pedestrian facility that could reduce the number of vehicle miles traveled could
be eligible for CMAQ grants.

The Bureau of Transportation Statistics provides a guide to CMAQ funding as part of
its Internet library, see: http://ntl.bts.gov/data/energy-env/air/00489.html

See also the Federal Highway Administration’s website regarding CMAQ:
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/cmag.htm

Or contact the Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC) at:

DVRPC ¢ 190 N. Independence Mall West, 8th Floor « Philadelphia, PA 19106-1520
* 215/592-1800

The Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program

The Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program provides grants between $2,500 and
$100,000 for a wide range of trail development categories for both motorized and
non-motorized trails: maintenance and restoration of existing recreational trails;
development and rehabilitation of trailside and trailhead facilities and trail linkages;
purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and maintenance equipment;
construction of new recreational trails (with the exception of new trails on federal
land); and acquisition of easements or property for recreational trails or trail
corridors. The state will provide up to 80 percent of the funding (up to a maximum of
$100,000) except for acquisition projects, which require a 50 percent match. “Soft
match™ (credit for donations of funds, materials, services, or new right-of-way) is
permitted from any project sponsor, whether a private organization or public agency.
The Commonwealth may also use up to 5 percent of its funds for the operation of
educational programs to promote safety and environmental protection related to the
use of recreational trails.
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The Department will also give consideration to projects that provide for the redesign,
reconstruction, non-routine maintenance, or relocation of recreational trails to benefit
the natural environment. Project sponsors are encouraged to enter into contracts and

cooperative agreements with qualified youth conservation or service corps to perform
trail construction and maintenance.

Recreational Trails Program grants are available to federal and state agencies,
municipal government, organizations, and even private individuals. Grant money may
be used for a variety of purposes, including work on trails to mitigate or minimize the
impact on the natural environment, provide urban trail linkages, and develop trail-side
and trail-head facilities. DCNR has a detailed grant application manual that includes
necessary application procedures, forms, worksheets, sample contracts and
agreements, and as well as an environmental survey form. DCNR also provides
technical assistance and training workshops for interested applicants.

Almost any trail or trail segment on the proposed township trail network would be
eligible for consideration under this grant program. While many of the facilities
would serve a transportation function also, all of the trails will serve a recreational
function.

In Pennsylvania, the Recreational Trails Program is administered by the Department
of Conservation & Natural Resources (DCNR), Bureau of Recreation & Conservation
(BRC) in consultation with the Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Advisory Board
(PARTAB), which is composed of both motorized and non motorized recreational
trail users.

Although most of these grant programs require at least a 20% local funding match, the
actual local cost can be less than this. For example, state funds can be used to match
federal funds. So if the Township received a federal grant, such as a transportation
enhancement or CMAQ grant and also received a Pennsylvania Recreational Trails
Program grant, these grants could serve as matching funds for each other and the
Township cost would be limited to the administrative costs associated with overseeing
the grants and construction activities. Also, although a 20% local match is required for
some grants, a municipality that contributes the project design up front is frequently
considered to have met the local match requirement through those design efforts.

Table 4 graphically illustrates which grant programs are the most appropriate targets for
each individual trail segment proposed in this plan. In addition to identifying the
appropriateness of the grant sources discussed above, the table includes columns that
indicated which projects are good candidates for incorporation into larger projects and
which are likely to require multi-municipal involvement. Trail segments along State
Routes 202 and 926, for example, are good candidates for being incorporated into future
road improvement projects. Similarly, trail segments that would be part of the SR 202
bikeway facility and the access trail to Rustin High School would also require
coordination with adjacent townships.

Multiple trail segments can be grouped together under a single application. Some
segments have been separated in this plan for the purposes of assessing difficulty of
construction and estimating costs. But when a few segments, particularly contiguous
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segments, will essentially function as a single trail, it is reasonable to combine them when
applying for grants. For example, segments 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, and possibly 11 would make
sense to build together and, hence, could be grouped under a single grant application.

Assignment of Township Responsibilities

Implementation of the trails in this plan should be funded almost entirely by grants and
Township financial contributions can be kept to a minimum. This implementation effort
will require a substantial amount of time and energy on the part of Township
representatives to oversee and coordinate the various grant applications and construction
projects that will ensue. Many of these efforts should be overseen by the Township
administration, with the Township Manager’s office taking the lead role. Given the time-
consuming nature of this job, however, substantial portions of the work on individual
grant applications or oversight of individual construction projects may need to be
delegated to the Planning Commission, Park and Recreation Commission (or sub-
committees thereof) or to the Township’s consultants.

The ideas for assignment of responsibilities noted above are only one alternative. As
always, the ultimate decision regarding who should be in charge of this effort and who
should carry out specific tasks rests with the Board of Supervisors. The key factor in the
success of such implementation programs, however, is to have a point person who is in
charge of overseeing and coordinating the entire effort. This will create the greatest
likelihood that the program will continue to move toward completion in a timely manner.
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TABLE 4 - Funding Sources

Description TE SRTS CMAQ PaRTP Incorp Multi-Mun

Off-road 926 to Bridlewood via
tennis courts

2 South side 926, 202 west to #1

3 East side 202 connecting Red Lion
Rd to 926 shopping
South side 926, Dalmally to
Concord
East side Concord from 926 to Old
Bailey

6 East side Concord from Old Bailey
to Westbourne ("Tunnel")

7 Concord & Brinton Lake from
Westbourn to Dilworthtown

8 North side Westbourne from
Concord to Fieldstone

9 South/East side Westbourne from
Allen tract to north of Braxton Ln

10 East side Westbourne from north of
Braxton to Goose Creek Boardwalk

11 Goose Creek Boardwalk Trail

12 Goose Creek to Rustin HS
connection via SEPTA ROW

13 Westtown Thornton from SEPTA
ROW to Shiloh Rd

14 Pave existing eastern Goose Creek
trail to Westtown Thornton

15 Westtown Thornton from Echo Hill
south to Town line

16 Delaware Tribe / Soccer Field trail

17 Soccer Field Parking Lot to Reider
Property and across to Westtown
Road easement.

18 West side Westtown Rd from
soccer fields to bend

19 Trail easement west side of
Westtown from bend to Cheyney

20 Dilworthtown from Township
boundary to Westtown

21

Cheyney Road from College Hill to '
Squire Cheyney trail

TE Transportation Enhancements Program

SRTS Safe Routes to School

CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program

PaRTP Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program

Incorp Incorporate into Larger Project (highway improvements, land
developments, park development, etc )

Multi-Mun Multi-Municipal Projects
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Inventory and Methodoloqgy

With many planning documents, the methodology behind the study and the inventory
information that results are discussed in separate sections of the plan. In this plan, the
methodology used and the resulting inventory information are presented in a
chronological format that combines methodology and inventory. The intent of this format
is to let the reader see the evolution of the thinking that went into development of this
plan as the Township staff, volunteers, and consultants gathered and analyzed various
types of information and input. Hopefully, this will create a coherent picture of how
information about physical conditions on the ground combined with input from Township
volunteers and residents resulted in the recommendations in this Plan.

Task Force

The process that led to the adoption of this plan was directed by a Task Force consisting
of Thornbury Township volunteers appointed by the Board of Supervisors. The core of
the task force consisted of the Township’s Planning Commission members, but
representatives of the Park and Recreation Commission and the Board of Supervisors
were also represented. Additionally, other members of the Board of Supervisors
participated in a number of the task force meetings, as did members of the public. The
task force met once a month for most of the process and both reviewed and guided the
work of the consultants during those meetings. The task force consisted of the following
individuals:

Jim Jordan — Chairman
Brooks Durham

Peter DuFault
Elizabeth Murach
Percy Neall

Peter Delicci

Anne Connolly

Stephen Zippi
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Existing Plans, Policies, Planned Facilities, and Trail Easements

A range of existing plans and policies were considered during development of this plan,
as well as proposed trail facilities and trail easements. These include:

= 1995 Delaware Valley Regional Planning Commission (DVRPC), “Bicycle and
Pedestrian Mobility Plan”

= 1996 PennDOT, “Statewide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan”
= 1996 Thornbury Township — Delaware County, “Open Space and Recreation Plan”

= 2000 Chester County, “Recommended Bikeway Network Functional Classification
(map)”

= 2002 National Center for Bicycling and Walking, “Increasing Physical Activity
Through Community Design”

= 2004 Thornbury Township, “Thornbury Township Comprehensive Plan”

= 2004 Chester County Cycling Coalition, “Recommended Plan for Bicycle and
Pedestrian Corridor Adjacent to SR202”

= 2006 Thornbury Township, “Thornbury Township Trailways Map”
= 2007 Thornbury Township, “Squire Cheyney and Waln Run Park Master Plan”

The plans from DVRPC, PennDOT, and National Center for Bicycling and Walking
contain goals, objectives, and policies that strongly support the provision of walking and
bicycling facilities along roadways and off-road corridors. These documents conceptually
support the inclusion of walking and bicycling facilities as a critical part of the
transportation network and for recreational purposes. While supportive of the provision
of pedestrian and bicycle facilities throughout the commonwealth and region, the goals,
objectives, and recommendations in these plans are not specific to Thornbury Township.

Chester County’s recommended bikeway network map and Thornbury Township’s
Comprehensive Plan contain recommendations specifically applicable to this planning
effort. The Open Space and Recreation Plan from Thornbury Township — Delaware
County contains recommended trails and paths immediately adjacent to our Township
which could be relevant to our plans. Similarly, the bicycle/pedestrian corridor adjacent
to SR202 proposed by the Chester County Cycling Coalition and endorsed by the Chester
County Planning Commission would pass through Thornbury Township and would have
a direct bearing on this planning effort. Finally, the park master plan that Thornbury
Township is preparing concurrently with this plan will include recommendations for trail
systems within the two parks in question, which this plan will link to. These plans and
proposals are discussed in greater detail below:

Chester County’s “Recommended Bikeway Network Functional Classification” map —
This map, adopted by the County Commissioners, classifies roads throughout the county
for their importance as part of a bicycle network and according to the level of cyclist that
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should be encouraged to use any given road. The classifications included on the map
include

= Beginner Recreation — roads and trails that are safe for recreational bicyclists of
limited experience.

= |Intermediate Recreation — roads that would be appropriate for an intermediate
recreational cyclist to ride on.

= Commuter / Connector — Roads that are not ideal recreational routes but are adequate
as potential connectors between other recreational roads and as commute routes for
cyclists whose priority is getting to a destination as quickly and efficiently as
possible.

= Advanced — Roads that may be appropriate for commuting and as connectors between
other recreational roads, but which are only appropriate for the most confident and
experienced cyclists to ride on.

The map includes only a few sections of roads within Thornbury Township under any of
these classifications. The portion of New Street from SR 926 to Thornbury Road and all
of Thornbury Road are classified for “intermediate recreation” use. The Township’s
position is that Thornbury Road is very bicycle and pedestrian friendly and would be
appropriate for any level of bicyclist, but that New Street is appropriate only for
relatively experienced bicyclists, given its very narrow width and relatively high traffic
volumes and speeds. The Chester County map also classifies all of Westtown Road and
the portion of SR 926 from the eastern Township boundary to Westbourne Road as
appropriate for “commuter/connector” use. The Township’s position is that Westtown
Road is appropriately classified, but that SR 926 is not. Although this eastern portion of
SR 926 is wider and has greater site distance than the section to the west, the very high
traffic volumes and high speeds experienced on this road make it appropriate only for the
most advance cyclists.

Thornbury Township Comprehensive Plan — The Comprehensive Plan is the driving
force behind this Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan. The transportation and circulation
portion of the Comprehensive Plan contains text that addresses pedestrian and bicycle
facilities and a circulation plan map (see Comprehensive Plan map 7b) that includes
walking paths, bike routes, and dual use walking and bike facilities.

The network of walking and bicycling facilities included in the circulation map duplicates
the same network in the Township’s “Official Map”, adopted in 2000. This map included
an extensive network of walking paths throughout the Township, from the western edge
to the eastern edge. Many of these paths are shown as off-road facilities, with many
passing through privately owned open spaces. For example, one portion of the path
passes through the Penn Oaks golf course and a private estate from William Penn
Boulevard to Concord Road and then through several other private parcels as it continues
east to Westtown-Thornton Road. Another proposed path connects from Westbourne
Road to the Township’s southern boundary by passing through one large private property
and then along the back yard property lines between two residential developments. A
similar path is located exclusively on private properties between Westtown Road and
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Cheyney University. The official map, upon which this map in the Comprehensive Plan
was based, was adopted with limited public participation and there is limited discussion
of it in the Comprehensive Plan document.

In addition to the map of pedestrian and bicycle facilities, the Comprehensive Plan
specifically calls for the preparation of a township-wide bicycle and trail plan. This
Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan is the direct result of this Comprehensive Plan
recommendation. Because that recommendation is such a guiding force behind this plan,
it is included below in its entirety:

Prepare a Township-wide Bicycle and Trail Plan. This plan should explore the
feasibility of providing an effective pedestrian circulation system in the Township
that provides opportunities for destination walking, such as to parks and
commercial areas, and for recreational walking and hiking. It should also
incorporate the Bicycle Route recommendations discussed above (note — from the
Chester County map). The Township Official Map identifies a trail network that
has been partially implemented through the dedication of trail easements through
the land development process and actual trail construction in Goose Creek Park.
This Official Map should be updated as part of the Township-wide Trail Plan.
Public participation should be a key component of the project.

Since adoption of the Comprehensive Plan, the paths included on the Official Map and in
the Comprehensive Plan have come under additional scrutiny. Many in the Township
have objected to these trails, primarily due to their location on private property. As a
result of these objections, one of the first principles the Task Force agreed on in the
creation of this Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan is that paths should be located in
existing public rights-of-way to the greatest extent possible. In other words, paths should
be located adjacent to existing roadways almost exclusively. Off-road paths should only
be explored where on-road facilities are not practical and where they would not impact
nearby residential properties.

Thornbury Township — Delaware County — This township, directly adjacent to our
township to the south, adopted an Open Space and Recreation Plan in 1996. This plan
contains a series of proposed trail alignments, some of which have been realized at this
time. These existing and proposed trails could link up with trails in our township at three
locations:

= College Hill Road — One of Thornbury Township Delaware County’s trails would
cross Creek Road less than 1,000 feet east of the Township boundary at the
intersection of College Hill Road, Creek Road, and Tanguy Road.

= SEPTA Right-of-way — An existing unpaved pathway runs along the SEPTA railroad
tracks in a wide rail right-of-way in Thornbury Delaware County. This right-of-way
continue through Thornbury Township and Westtown Township, through to West
Chester Borough. While the existing trail does not continue as far north as the
Township boundary, it crosses Cheyney Road just south of the Township boundary
and could be linked to paths in our Township.
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= Thornbury Delaware County proposes a trail along Westtown-Thornton Road from
the Township boundary south as far as Glen Mills Road. This path could continue
north in our Township to Echo Hill Road and tie into to our Township’s network of
trails at Echo Hill Road and Waln Run Park.

Chester County Cycling Coalition — As noted above, the Chester County Cycling
Coalition (a local advocacy group) has recommended a bicycle/pedestrian accessible
corridor be built adjacent to SR202 as part of PennDOT’s proposed widening of SR202.
This effort arose because PennDOT did not provide specific proposals for bicycle or
pedestrian access to SR202 as part of their widening project. PennDOT’s Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for this major road widening project only mentioned
bicycle or pedestrian access to this corridor in the most general terms. The Coalition and
the Chester County Planning Commission addressed this oversight with this proposed
corridor. All four Chester County Townships that would be affected by this corridor,
including Thornbury Township, have conceptually endorsed this proposal. PennDOT has
indicated that it will address this proposed corridor in the Final EIS for the road widening
project.

This bicycle/pedestrian corridor is conceptually illustrated on Map 3 and would be
located both along existing roads and would include some off-road portions. The corridor
would pass through Westtown on the east side of SR202 along Dalmally Drive and would
access the shopping area at the intersection of SR202 and SR926. The corridor would
then cross SR202 at SR926. It would proceed south through Thornbury using trails and
existing sidewalks within the Brandywine at Thornbury neighborhood and then would
pass into Birmingham Township. How it would pass into Birmingham Township is
uncertain. The initial proposal included an off-road trail from Brandywine at Thornbury
to an existing sewer plant in Birmingham Township, and then using the sewer plant’s
access road to continue to the south. Because of additional construction at Brandywine at
Thornbury, however, this configuration may be more difficult and this portion of the
corridor may need to be re-examined.

Thornbury Township Trailways Map — This map, as updated in March of 2006, shows
existing Township-owned properties and Township-controlled trail easements. The
Township-owned properties consist of Goose Creek Park, which is already developed and
open to the public, and Waln Run and Squire Cheyney Parks, which are currently in the
planning phase as discussed below. The trail easements included on this map are
illustrated on Map 3 and include the following sections:

= South New Street — There are two contiguous easements located along South New
Street between Thornbury Road and Militia Hill Drive. The northern portion is
located on the east side of New Street and runs north from a tributary of Radley Run
for approximately 700-750 feet toward the intersection with Thornbury Road. The
southern portion is located on the west side of New Street and runs from the same
tributary approximately 850-900 feet to the south to the edge of the Sandy Hollow
Heritage Park property. While a trail on this easement would link to this park facility,
it would not connect to any populated areas on the other end. It also is located along a
topographically difficult section of New Street for trail development. Finally, since it
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is located on opposite sides of the street, a crossing of New Street at the stream
crossing would be required.

= Allen Tract — A trail easement is located along two sides of the Allen tract, located on
the south side of Westbourne Road to the east of Concord Road. The trail easements
runs along the entire frontage of this property on Westbourne Road and along the east
edge of this property, linking to the Waln Run park property to the southeast. As part
of a 2006 development approval on this property, the Township required construction
of a trail along this easement. This trail is under construction as this document is
being drafted.

= Waln Run to Echo Hill Road — On the south side of Waln Run Park, there is a 50 foot
wide trail easement that links the park to Echo Hill Road near its intersection with
Westtown-Thornton Road. A trail within this easement would link the park property
to the Echo Hill neighborhood and, potentially, with additional neighborhoods located
to the south along Westtown-Thornton.

= Westtown Road — There is a 50 foot trail easement located along the southwest side
of Westtown Road from Dilworthtown Road to the bend in the road located
approximately one quarter mile south of SR926. There is also a small connected
portion of this easement located along the north side of Dilworthtown Road from
Westtown Road to the SEPTA rail right-of-way to the west. Given it’s proximity to
the Township soccer fields and Cheyney University, this easement could be a key link
in a Township-wide trail network.

Thornbury Township Master Plan for Squire Cheyney and Waln Run Parks — This
planning effort is being conducted concurrently with this Township-wide trail planning
effort, so there is no document to refer to at the time of publication. The Parks Master
Plan will develop a full set of facilities and uses for the two parks. Both parks are likely
to contain trails, although the specific configurations, lengths, and locations of those trails
within the parks will be determined by the Master Plan. As such, this Township-wide
plan will assume that trails will be developed in the two parks and links to the two parks
will be included in this plan. This plan makes no assumptions about the configuration,
priority, or costs of the trails within the two parks. Accommodation will need to be made
at the design and engineering phase for trail development both within and leading to the
park sites to link the park trails into the township-wide trail network. General loop trails
are shown conceptually on Map 3 to indicate that trails are likely within both parks.
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removal of vegetation, and/or significant landscaping work to make any such paths
visually compatible with the area after construction. Examples of such sections of
road include Concord Road from Westbourne Road south to Dilworthtown Road and
SR926 from Westbourne Road to the shopping area at SR202.

= Off-Road Sections — Although the intent of this plan is to stay within existing road
rights-of-way to the greatest extent possible, there are a few key connections that
would greatly benefit from short off-road sections. These sections were only
considered if they would not impact residential areas. Examples include a connection
along the SEPTA line from Goose Creek Park to Bayard Rustin High School (in
Westtown Township) and a connection between Westtown-Thornton Road and
Westtown Road through the Township soccer field property and an adjacent vacant
floodplain property.

Destinations / Generators

In addition to documenting road conditions, likely destinations or “trip generators” were
identified both within and adjacent to the Township. Both commercial destinations and
recreational destinations were identified. Examples of commercial destinations include
the large shopping centers at the intersections of SR202 and SR926 and at SR202 and
Dilworthtown Road and smaller locations such as the shops at Goose Creek and the
convenience store/gas station at SR202 and Penn Oaks Drive. Recreational destinations
include both parks and schools. Future parks (Squire Cheyney and Waln Run) were also
included since they’re likely to be significant destinations once developed. Additional
input on destinations, particularly the most popular destinations, was received in the
survey of Township residents, discussed below. Destinations are shown on Map 3.

Challenging Areas / Connections

Based on the various types of information gathered to this point, a few particularly
challenging locations and connections were identified. These are key neighborhoods and
destinations that would be difficult to connect to other key destinations and/or to other
parts of a potential network. The most challenging areas and connections are discussed
below and are illustrated on Map 3:

= Shopping areas at SR202 and both SR926 and Dilworthtown Road — These are the
two largest commercial centers in the Township and contain the most diverse
combination of shops and services. Both are located at major intersections, however,
to which bicycle and pedestrian access is not available. Each of these centers is more
accessible to residents of adjacent Townships, but not from residential portions of
Thornbury Township. Further, because of the difficulty of locating paths adjacent to
the roads they are located on, the possibilities for future bicycle or pedestrian
facilities are limited. The best possibility for access to either of these shopping centers
from any area within Thornbury Township is to the shopping centers at SR202 / SR926
from the Brandywine at Thornbury neighborhood to the west of SR202. While access
from this neighborhood would require a crossing of SR202, such a crossing would be
less challenging to provide than access from the east side of SR202 along either
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SR202 or SR926. This would be particularly true once PennDOT constructs planned
improvements to SR202 and constructs a proposed grade-separated interchange that
would provide a bridge over SR202 that could be designed to provide bicycle /
pedestrian access.

Bayard Rustin High School — This school is located in Westtown Township just west
of Shiloh Road, immediately north of the Thornbury Township boundary at SR926.
In addition to being the high school that Thornbury public school students attend, this
school presents recreational opportunities to Township residents. Providing access to
this school presents challenges because it would require crossing SR926, either at-
grade or via a SEPTA railroad underpass adjacent to Goose Creek Park. A crossing
through the SEPTA underpass would require a crossing of the SEPTA railroad tracks,
which are very lightly used by a tourist train on weekends. But both the use of the
underpass and a rail crossing would require agreement and provision of facilities by
SEPTA, as well as agreement from Westtown Township and the West Chester Area
School District. An at-grade crossing would have to be approved by PennDOT and
located at the intersection of SR926 with Shilo Road to the north and Westtown-
Thornton Road to the south. Access to such a crossing via Westtown-Thornton Road
would be challenging due to the width and topography of the road. Either of these
crossings could be feasible, but both present physical and/or bureaucratic challenges.

South Concord Road Neighborhoods — The portion of Concord Road between
Westbourne Road and Dilworthtown Road provides the sole access to five separate
residential neighborhoods and numerous individual properties. Because of the
physical limitations of this roadway and high traffic volumes, providing a trail linking
these neighborhoods to each other and to the rest of the Township will be challenging
and expensive. Without such a trail, however, a significant portion of the Township’s
population, which currently has no safe pedestrian or bicycling opportunities, would
continue to be isolated from shopping and recreational destinations within and
beyond the Township.

Thornbury Estates — This neighborhood is accessible only via SR202 at Greentree
Drive and Red Lion Road. While pedestrian and bicycle friendly within the confines
of its local roads, this neighborhood is largely isolated from the rest of the Township.
There is a crosswalk across SR202 at Greentree Drive that provides a link to the
Brandywine at Thornbury neighborhood to the west side of SR202. There is no access
for pedestrians or cyclists to the shopping centers located nearby at SR202 and SR926
or to the rest of the part of the Township to the east of SR202. Further, there would be
no way to provide access to these shopping opportunities or to the rest of the eastern
part of the Township without passing through residential properties. Short of making
such a connection, however, this neighborhood would continue to be isolated from
the rest of the destinations in the eastern portion of the Township.
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Public Questionnaire

A questionnaire and invitation to a public meeting was included in the September 2006
Township newsletter, which was sent to every household and business in the Township.
A copy of the questionnaire and results are included in Appendix A of this document. A
questionnaire was chosen for this plan rather than a formal survey because the intent was
to get a general idea of resident’s thoughts and wishes for a trail network. The Township
wanted as much participation as possible. Rather than attempt to achieve a statistically
precise level of input from a sample of Township residents, the intent of using an
informal questionnaire was to invite any Township resident or business to join the
process and have their input considered.

Approximately 920 copies of the questionnaire were distributed to households and
approximately 20-25 were sent to businesses. Additional copies were sent to surrounding
municipalities and the press. Of these, 60 households responded. Most of the respondents
included addresses or general locations of their households, and the respondents came
from all geographic areas of the Township.

Key results from the questionnaire are as follows:

= The most popular walking/biking activities that are currently done within the
Township are recreational walking or biking (45 respondents), running or jogging
(33 respondents), and nature walks (27 respondents).

= The vast majority of respondents (52) indicated that it is currently “not easy”
getting places in and around the Township by biking or walking, with only five
indicating that getting around is “somewhat easy” and only one saying it is
“easy”. Many of these negative responses were expanded upon with comments
indicating just how difficult and dangerous these respondents found getting
around the Township on foot or bicycle to be.

= A similar majority of respondents (51) indicated that members of their households
would be likely to use new waking or bicycling facilities if they were constructed,
with only seven indicating they would not use such facilities. A somewhat smaller
majority (37) indicated that they would use their cars less often if biking and
walking facilities were provided, with eight indicating that such facilities would
not reduce their auto use and another 15 indicating they were not sure.

= Question #5 listed a number of activities that could be undertaken if new
walking/biking facilities were provided and respondents were asked to list which
activities they would be likely to participate in. All activities received numerous
positive responses, with the activities likely to generate the most participation
being recreational walking/biking, biking or walking to shopping/service
locations, and biking or walking to recreational sites. Biking or walking to social
engagements and to school were the activities that received the fewest responses
of the possibilities listed.

= A few respondents indicated that children in their households used informal
pathways to get from place to place, but none of these was mentioned more than
once and all crossed private property.
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Appendix A — Public Questionnaire Results

RESIDENT SURVEY

Thornbury Township Bicycle/Pedestrian Mobility Plan

Are you a household or business (circle)

How many total people live in your home, or occupy your business? __ various

What is your location within the Township? (Please provide street name, neighborhood, general description
of location — it is not necessary to provide your specific address)

1.

various

Presently, do you or anyone in your household or workplace; participate in any of the following
activities in Thornbury Township? (check all that apply)

More than Between 5 and Less than

Activity 10 times/ month 10 times/month 5 times/ month Never*
Run or jog 018 a5 O 10 0 27
Bike or walk to shopping 02 04 O 5 049
Bike or walk to school

or religious services 02 ao O1 057
Bike or walk to parks or other 05 Os 01 O 46

recreation areas
Bike or walk to work 02 o o 058
Bike, hike or walk recreationally O 26 013 O 6 015
Cross Country Ski (in season) 01 a2 a3 054
Partake in nature walks O 8 a3 16 33
Other O O O

“Never” responses were not counted — it was assumed that anyone not responding in the
affirmative did not participate in those activities so non-responding participants were tabulated
under “never”.

In general, how do you or your household or business find it getting to places in and around the
Township by bike or walking?
O Easy-1 O Somewhat easy - 5 O Not easy - 52

If pedestrian walking and biking access were improved between neighborhoods, parks, schools, and
shopping areas, would members of your household or business be likely to use the new connections?
O Yes-51 ONo-7

If a pedestrian walking and biking access were improved, would you use your car less often?
O Yes-37 ONo-8 O Notsure - 14

If community connections or links were improved, in which activities would you or your household or
business participate?
O Bike or walk to shopping / services - 39 O Bike or walk to school - 9

O Bike or walk to recreational sites - 37 O Bike or walk to social engagements - 16
O Runorjog- 19 O Nature walks - 29
O Bike, hike, or walk recreationally - 43 O other
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10.

Please ask any children in your household if there are any informal trails or paths that they use in their
daily travels around the neighborhood, to visit other neighborhoods, or to get to commercial areas.
Please describe any such trails and their locations: Chester Creek Trail, along Railroad / through yards
to shopping area at 926 & 202 / through Penn Oaks Golf Club / along 202 to shopping areas / into
Goose Creek Park.

In regard to a path or trail, please indicate whether you would recommend encouraging or discouraging
each of the following activities:

Activity Encourage  Neutral Discourage

Develop a pedestrian walking

or biking network in Thornbury Township 54 04 a2
Improve walking or biking access to shopping centers

and retail development 051 a7 a2
Promote more secure bike racks at shopping areas

and other destinations 045 014 a1
Improve inter-municipal biking and walking connections 051 a6 a3
Develop links to larger county-wide bike and hiking trails 050 a6 04
Preserve undeveloped land along natural corridors 56 04 oo
Increase walking and biking opportunities to travel

throughout the Township in a safe and interesting manner 55 O3 a2

Please list your major destination points within the Township, and the corridor(s) or route(s) you
currently travel, or would like to travel on foot or by bicycle.

Goose Creek Park, Shops, & Soccer Fields — 28 /926 & 202 Shopping — 26 / Dilworthtown Shopping
— 18/ Bayard Rustin High School — 7 / Cheyney University and Squire Cheyney Park — 5 / Other Parks
— 3/ Stetson — Starkweather Schools — 3 / Pete’s Produce — 3 / Penn Oaks CC - 3

Do you have any concerns about having biking and walking paths in Thornbury Township? If so,
please identify:
Traffic related safety — 5/ Homeowner Privacy & Security — 6 / Litter — 2 / Noise - 2

Do you have any additional comments regarding the future of a Township-wide bike and pedestrian
path system?

Several comments complementing Township on Plan and urging implementation / Connect
Neighborhoods / sidewalks should be required in new developments / keep paths in less busy areas /
prefer non-paved paths
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