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INTRODUCTION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
PORTAGE AREA TRAIL FEASIBILITY STUDY
The Martin Branch Trail
This document represents the culmination of planning efforts spearheaded by the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission. This was a joint effort between the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission, their Recreation Subcommittee and The
EADS Group, which comprises the planning team. The Portage Area Trail Feasibility
Study builds on the simultaneously prepared Portage Area Multi-Municipal
Comprehensive Plan and Park, Recreation and Open Space Plan. The following report
is a technical resource, a trail related educational primer and a source of inspiration for
how a trail can be constructed in the Portage Region. The planning team did not set out
to answer every question, prepare detailed specifications or concretely assign
responsibilities to individuals and/or organizations not willing or able to do so but rather
attempted to realistically describe existing opportunities, obstacles and solutions as well
as the financial and other realities associated with developing, operating and
maintaining what will be known as the Martin Branch Trail.
Planning activities began in October 2011 and continued through 2012, and comprised
the following:






The use of secondary data from various sources including but not limited to the Portage
Area Multi-Municipal Comprehensive Plan (2012), the Portage Area Recreation and
Open Space Plan, Cambria County Comprehensive Plan Update (2011), User Survey
and Economic Impact Analyses prepared by the Rails to Trails Conservancy, budgetary
information from the Conemaugh Valley Conservancy and the Rails to Trail of Central
Pennsylvania, information from State and Federal agencies and other local sources.
Local engagement with twelve (12) property owners including with Mr. Mark Blaisdell,
the land manager representative for the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee and Cooney
Brothers Coal Company, the Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission, Mr. Michael
Barton, the forestry consultant for the Portage Area Municipal Authority and
representative of the Wind Energy Education Center, community workshops, public
meetings and a planning Charrette, a recreation survey where input from the general
public was received, coordination with the Portage Area Municipal Authority on the
status of their Martindale Water Improvement Project and the Portage Borough Sewer
Authority on the status of their Sanitary Sewer Extension Project and meetings with the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and their Recreation Subcommittee.
Extensive field investigations, especially in the aggregation of information on conditions
within the March Branch Trail Corridor.

This planning project was financed in part by a grant from the Community Conservation
Partnerships Program, Keystone Recreation, Park and Conservation Fund, under the
administration of the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources,
Bureau of Recreation and Conservation. Partial funding also included funding via the
Pennsylvania Department of Community and Economic Development’s (DCED) Land
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Use Planning and Technical Assistance Program as well as local funding from the three
municipalities – Portage Township, Portage Borough and Cassandra Borough.
Engagement and participation with the Portage Area Regional Planning Commission
(PARPC) and their Recreation Subcommittee guided the Trail Feasibility planning
process. Development of the Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study involved regular
participation from the PARPC and the Recreation Subcommittee. Current and past
members of PARPC include the following:
Joseph Beyer, Jr., Chairman
Richard Bernazzoli
Ron Cadwallader, Jr.
Eunice Dobrowolski
Bonnie Fox
Ray Kargo
Kim Plummer
John Roman
Renee Santell
Tristese Serenko
George Shuniak

Portage Township
Portage Borough
Portage Borough
Portage Borough
Portage Borough
Portage Township
Portage Township
Portage Township
Cassandra Borough
Portage Township
Cassandra Borough

Richard Rice, Past Chairman (Deceased)
Diane Batche – past member
Barbara Koban – past member

Portage Township
Portage Borough
Portage Township

Members of the Recreation Subcommittee were quite active in the process and
provided a real sense of enthusiasm and realism to the process. Members brought a
wide range of perspectives to the process including those of local residents and
recreation enthusiasts to those of the Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission and
those of High School students. Current and past members of the Recreation
Subcommittee include the following:
Richard Rice (Deceased)
Polly Vandzura
Jeremy Burkett
Marty Slonoc
Justin Irwin
John Miko
Joe Beyer, III
Chelsea Dividock
Conner Corrente
Mindy Hodge

Past Chairman of the PARPC
Portage Area Joint Recreation
Commission
Resident/recreation enthusiast
Resident/recreation enthusiast
Youth Association
St. Francis University/local
baseball organizations
Student - Portage Area School District
Student - Portage Area School District
Student - Portage Area School District
Resident
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STUDY PURPOSE AND GOALS
The overall purpose of the Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study is to determine the
development potential of the Martin Branch Trail envisioned to generally be aligned
between PA Rt. 164 and Trout Run between Portage Borough and a proposed Wind
Energy Education Center to be located just west of Martindale in Portage Township.
Portions of the Trail will be located in the right-of-way of the former Martin Branch of the
Pennsylvania Railroad between Portage Borough and Martindale, on land surrounding
the right-of-way and on land around to the north of Martindale to the Wind Energy
Education Center. A Study Location map showing the Trail Corridor is provided on the
following page. The overall goal of the Study is to provide a realistic overview of the
proposed alignment, property owner concerns and support, limitations and opportunities
in the Trail Corridor and operation, maintenance and development requirements for a
public use trail so that informed decisions can be made regarding its future. Simply
stated this Study identifies a manner in which the Martin Branch Trail could be
constructed between Portage Borough and the Martindale area of Portage Township.
In doing this, the Study includes:


A description of the Legal Feasibility of obtaining easements and/or acquiring
land for the Trail.



Public opinion for the Trail gathered through a Public Participation process.



The potential demand for and potential use of the Trail.



Identification of the physical characteristics and encroachments along the Trail
Corridor.



Operation, maintenance and security factors associated with the long-term
operation of the Trail.



A Trail Concept Plan that highlights the recommended Trail alignment and
auxiliary facilities including methods for overcoming potential conflicts and
encroachments.



A description of the financial realities of developing, operating and maintaining
the Trail.

1

20
13

SR 2009

CAMBRIA TWP

!
(
164

MUNSTER TWP

SR

2
SR

01

9

ALLEGHENY TWP
SR
3

01 2

CRESSON TWP
015

Lilly

SR
2

!

LILLY BOROUGH
Upper Dutchtown

0
SR 2

!

17

Lower Dutchtown
!

!
(

New Germany

53
!
(

160

!

Moshannon

!

CASSANDRA BOROUGH

WASHINGTON TWP

Plane Bank
!

!

2
SR

Cassandra

011

Jamestown
!
!

Oil City

Scarlan Hill

!

(AM

SR 2
0

Sonman
rn

!
!

12

!

Bens Creek

Shoemaker

!

WILMORE BOROUGH

PORTAGE BOROUGH

CAMBRIA

Moudy Hill
!

53
!
(

Wilmore Heights

Miller Shaft
Redbird
Spring Hill!
!

0
SR 2

!

!

06

TRAIL CORRIDOR

PORTAGE TWP

008
SR 2

SUMMERHILL TWP

Fiddlers Green
!

!
(
164

SR 2
0

CROYLE TWP

UNTY

JUNIATA TWP
COUNTY

e
uth
So
lk
o
f
r
No

Wilmore
!

)

BLAIR CO

!
(
53

TK

Puritan
!

06

Martindale
20
10

!
(

Blue Knob

164

!

FREEDOM TWP
008
SR 3

SR 200
7

SR

SR 3001

!
(

!

160

SR 3010

!

SR 2004

GREENFIELD TWP

Sidman

002
SR 3

3

!

!
(
869

SR
300

ADAMS TWP
ADAMS TWP

Beaverdale

PAVIA TWP

!

Portage Area
Regional Planning Commission

0

[
1

2

Miles

Portage Borough, Portage Township
and Cassandra Borough

Portage Area
Trail Feasibility Study
STUDY LOCATION MAP

Right of Way of the Former Martin Branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad Description
The entire right-of-way of the former
Martin Branch of the Pennsylvania
Railroad actually extends from what is
now the intersection of Branch Street
and Caldwell Avenue in Portage
Borough to the Puritan mine located
just east of the village of Martindale in
Portage Township. The track was
removed and the trace leveled
between Caldwell and Mountain
Avenues in the Borough during the
1970’s to provide parking.
This Trail Feasibility Study focuses on the portion of right-of-way located between
Johnson Avenue in Portage Borough and the village of Martindale in Portage Township.
This portion is generally aligned in between PA Rt. 164 and Trout Run and in addition to
Portage Borough and Martindale, is located near the villages of Miller Shaft, Redbird,
Fiddlers Green and Puritan. This portion of the right-of-way is approximately 22-acres
in size and extends for approximately 14,000-ft. The right-of-way is mainly intact with a
single physical gap located where Municipal Road now crosses it near Miller Shaft. The
width of the right-of-way varies considerably with some sections extending 100-feet
across while other sections are only 15-feet or less across. A majority of the right-ofway however is between 50-ft and 95-ft across which provides more than enough room
to align the Martin Branch Trail within.
The right-of-way is located primarily on wooded land with portions having been
previously disturbed from mining and rail road related activities, coal refuse pile
additions/reclamations and from previous flooding events. In fact, there are a number of
coal refuse piles still located in or adjacent to the right-of way including a larger pile in
the Miller Shaft area known locally as the Miller Shaft Boney Pile. A detailed map of the
right-of-way is provided on the following page.
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LEGAL FEASIBILITY
The following section describes the ownership status of the right-of-way of the former
Martin Branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad between Portage Borough and the village of
Martindale in Portage Township, land surrounding the right-of-way and land around to
the north of Martindale to the proposed Wind Energy Center. A description of the
feasibility of obtaining long-term easements or other form of agreement for the proposed
Martin Branch Trail is also provided. Parcel and ownership information was obtained by
reviewing available parcel information provided on the Cambria County GIS Web Site
and Cambria County Tax Maps (2011). The accuracy of this information was then
confirmed through contact with the land owners.
Ownership Status of Right-of-Way
No portion of the former Martin Branch Railroad right-of-way between Portage Borough
and Martindale is still owned by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company which indicates
that portions of the right-of-way were acquired overtime by adjacent property owners or
other interests. The right-of-way is currently made up of seven (7) parcels with seven
different property owners. Table LF-1 provides ownership information for these seven
(7) parcels.
TABLE LF-1
OWNERSHIP STATUS
Right-of-Way of the Former Martin Branch Railroad
General
Location

Parcel No.

Deed
Book/Page

Corridor
Wide

48-016. -214.000

1975/1430

Miller
Shaft

48-026. -130.000

1161/0682

48-026. -128.000

1158/0486

48-026. -129.000
48-028. -214.000

1158/0491
1287/0284

48-028. -211.000

1157/0239

48-028. -212.000

1157/0244

Fiddlers
Green

Ownership
Gerald P Neugebauer
Jr. Trustee
Dominic & Diane Bellvia
Richard & Patricia
Thompson
Ronald & Alice Popchak
Joseph & Cathy Franey
Dale & Josephine
Steward
Albert & Joan Kopnicky
totals

Parcel
Size
(acre)

% Ownership
of the
Right-of-Way

19.249

87.9%

1.329

6.1%

0.229

1.0%

0.258
0.572

1.2%
2.6%

0.147

0.7%

0.108
21.892

0.5%
100%

Source: Cambria County GIS Web Mapping and Cambria County Tax Maps 2011, compiled by the EADS
Group 2012

As shown above, the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee is the largest owner of the rightof-way owning approximately 88% (19.249 acres) of it. The next largest owner is the
Bellvia family which owns approximately 6% (1.3 acres). Together, the other five (5)
owners own the remaining approximately 6% (1.3 acres) of the right-of-way. Gaps in
ownership of the right-of-way by the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee are located near
5

the villages of Miller Shaft and Fiddlers Green. In Miller Shaft, the Bellvia family owns a
considerable portion of the right-of-way north of Municipal Road. Smaller portions of the
right-of-way south of Municipal Road are owned by the Thompson and Popchak families
who both reside on Miller Shaft Road. In the Fiddlers Green area, the Franey family
owns a portion of the right-of-way with an old industrial building on it identified by an
adjacent Portage Area Historical Society Auto Tour sign (#18) as a former Blacksmith
Shop. Smaller portions of the right-of-way adjacent to the Franey property are owned
by the Steward and Kopnicky families who both reside on adjoining parcels. A Right-ofWay Ownership map which highlights the portion of right-of-way owned by each owner
is provided on the following page.
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Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000

Portage Borough
Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000

164

Dominic & Diane Bellvia
Parcel No. 48-026. -130.000
Richard & Patricia Thompson
Parcel No. 48-026. -128.000

Miller Shaft

Dominic & Diane Bellvia
Parcel No. 48-026. -130.000

Redbird

Ronald & Alice Popchak
Parcel No. 48-026. -129.000

Portage Township

Spring Hill
Richard & Patricia Thompson
Parcel No. 48-026. -128.000

Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000

Ronald & Alice Popchak
Parcel No. 48-026. -129.000

Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000

Miller Shaft

Fiddlers Green

Joseph & Cathy Franey
Parcel No. 48-028. -214.000
Dale & Josephine Steward
Parcel No. 48-028. - 211.000

Trou
t

Albert & Joan Kopnicky
Parcel No. 48-028. -212.000

Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000

Run
164

Puritan

Gerald P Neugebauer Trustee
Parcel No. 48-016. -214.000
Joseph & Cathy Franey
Parcel No. 48-028. -214.000

Martindale

Dale & Josephine Steward
Parcel No. 48-028. - 211.000

Germantown

Albert & Joan Kopnicky
Parcel No. 48-028. -212.000
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Right-of-Way Owner Contact and Level of Interest
As part of the planning process, the EADS Group contacted the owner or representative
of the owner of each of the seven (7) parcels that make up the right-of-way. The EADS
Group met privately with Mr. Mark Blaidsdell, the land manager representative for the
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee, in December 2011 to discuss the Trail Feasibility
Study and the need for a trail easement through the portion of right-of-way owned by
the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee. It was indicated by Mr. Blaisdell in that meeting
that he would be in favor of granting an easement through right-of-way for a public use
trail. Mr. Blaisdell also indicated he would be in favor of granting an easement through
property owned by the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee that surrounded the right-ofway. Mr. Blaisdell also serves as the land manager representative for the Cooney
Brothers Coal Company which also owns property surrounding the right-of-way. Mr.
Blaisdell indicated in the meeting that, if needed, the Cooney Brothers Coal Company
would be in favor of granting an easement for a public use trail through their land.
The other six (6) owners of the right-of-way were contacted by letter issued by the
EADS Group in late February 2012. The purpose of the letter was to introduce the Trail
Feasibility Study, the overall trail concept and to suggest having a telephone
conversation and/or private meeting to discuss the Trail’s alignment and the potential for
granting a trail easement through their property. Property owners were notified in that
letter that decisions about the alignment were being made in the near future and that it
was important to understand their concerns and questions regarding a possible trail
easement through their property. They were also informed in that letter that their input
would be used to help develop an alignment and concept with the least possible
opposition and impacts to surrounding property owners. The EADS Group conducted
telephone interviews with five of the six property owners starting in March 2012.
Repeated attempts by the EADS Group to contact one property owner in the Miller
Shaft area were unsuccessful. From input received from the telephone interviews, it
was determined that only one property owner (Bellvia Family) in the Miller Shaft area
and only one property owner (Franey Family) in the Fiddlers Green area are able to
consider a trail easement through their property. These two property owners further
indicated they would consider an easement for only a non-motorized trail. The other
right-of-way owners in the Miller Shaft and Fiddlers Green areas also indicated they
were only in favor of a non-motorized trail. Although in favor of a non-motorized trail,
these other owners are not able to consider a trail easement for various reasons
including that they had built a physical structure in the right-of-way area or that the rightof-way area had been converted into a backyard area and disturbance was not desired.
Further discussions/negotiations with the property owners not able to consider a trail
easement was not considered warranted and therefore was not completed as part of
this Study. None of the right-of-way owners contacted indicated a desire to sell their
property outright to the eventual Trail Owner/Operator. Because trail easements will not
be able to be obtained in both the Miller Shaft and Fiddlers Green areas, portions of the
Martin Branch Trail will need to be aligned outside of the right-of-way in those areas.
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Surrounding Land Owners
Land owners surrounding the right-of-way and land owners around to the north of
Martindale to the proposed Wind Energy Education Center were identified to aid in
developing alternative alignment(s) for the Martin Branch Trail in the Miller Shaft and
Fiddlers Green areas and also for evaluating the potential for developing the Trail
around Martindale to the proposed Wind Energy Education Center. Table LF-2
provides ownership information for the surrounding land owners.
TABLE LF-2
OWNERSHIP STATUS
Surrounding Land Owners
General
Location

Surrounding the
right-of-way and
Martindale
Surrounding the
right-of-way
Surrounding
Martindale
Surrounding the
right-of-way
Surrounding the
right-of-way
Surrounding the
right-of-way
Surrounding the
right-of-way
Surrounding the
right-of-way

Parcel No(s).

Ownership

Total
Acres

48-016. -123.002
48-009. -102.000
48-005. -100.001

Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee

2,445.59

48-009. -101.000

Wenturine Brothers Lumber Co.

783.47

48-008. -148.000
48-008. -147.000
48-006. -100.000
48-007. -100.000

Portage Borough Municipal Authority

578.67

48-009. -105.000

Cooney Brothers Coal Co.

7.85

48-026. -209.000
48-026. -211.000
48-022. -600.000
48-022. -600.001
48-022. -600.002
48-022. -618.000

Dominic & Diane Bellvia

5.70

Don Metzler

2.17

48-028. -210.000

Highland Sewer and Water Authority

1.04

48-026. -301.000
Portage Township Supervisors
0.54
48-026. -200.001
Source: Cambria County GIS Web Mapping and Cambria County Tax Maps 2011, compiled by the EADS
Group 2012

As shown above, the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee owns a significant amount of the
land surrounding the right-of-way and around Martindale. Other larger land owners
surrounding the right-of-way or around Martindale include the Wenturine Brother
Lumber Company, Portage Borough Municipal Authority, Cooney Brothers Coal
Company, the Bellvia Family, Mr. Don Metzler, Highland Sewer and Water Authority
and the Portage Township Supervisors. The remainder of the land surrounding the
right-of-way is owned by individual home owners. A map showing the location of the
surrounding land owners is provided on the following page.
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Surrounding Land Owner Contact and Level of Interest
The EADS Group contacted each of the surrounding land owners identified in Table LF2 above. As noted previously, Mr. Mark Blaisdell, land manager representative for the
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee and the Cooney Brother Coal Company indicated he
would be in favor of granting trail easements through these properties. The EADS
Group also solicited input from the Portage Borough Municipal Authority, the Portage
Township Supervisors, Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company, Mr. Don Metzler and the
Highland Sewer and Water Authority. The EADS Group discussed the Trail Feasibility
Study with the Portage Borough Municipal Authority and Portage Township Supervisors
as part of the Public Participation process and received no specific objections to
granting trail easements from them. The EADS Group sent letters that introduced the
Trail Feasibility Study, the overall concept, the potential need for a trail easement
through their property and to suggest having a telephone conversation and/or private
meeting to discuss the Martin Branch Trail to the Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company,
Mr. Don Metzler and the Highland Sewer and Water Authority. In a follow up telephone
interview with Mr. Ed Englehart, manager of the Highland Sewer and Water Authority,
he indicated the Authority would be in favor or granting an easement through their
property for a public use trail. Input received from Mr. Metzler indicated he is in favor of
a public use trail but would be interested in some form of purchase agreement rather
than an easement agreement. A field meeting was conducted with representatives from
the Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company. At that meeting, the Company cautiously
indicated their willingness to work with the eventual Trail operators on some type of land
use agreement. The representatives also noted a number of concerns mainly regarding
liability and whether an easement or subdividing a portion of their land and selling it
outright to the Trail operators would better protect them from trail related liability issues.
In a follow up meeting between the EADS Group and the Attorney representing the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company, it was suggested by their Attorney that he would
recommend to them that selling a portion of the land outright would best protect them
from liability issues. Therefore, for planning purposes, it will be shown that the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company prefers a land acquisition agreement.
Agreement Options
The use of an easement is the preferred agreement option for the Gerald P Neugebauer
Jr Trustee and most of the other property owners. The easement agreement should be
provide for a 20 foot wide permanent easement with provisions for additional temporary
construction easements as needed. Mr. Don Metlzer and the Wenturine Brothers
Lumber Company have indicated a preference to selling their property outright.
Title Search Activity
No discrepancies in land ownership or concerns over parcel boundaries were identified
during the Study. Therefore, no additional title search activity outside of what may be
necessary to prepare easement agreements and/or to satisfy funding agency
requirements is recommended.
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Conclusions
A total of twelve (12) individual property owners were contacted to gauge their level of
interest in the Martin Branch Trail and in granting an easement for the Trail through their
property or in selling their property to the eventual Trail Owner/Operator. The following
Table LF-3 summarizes their level of interest and preferred land agreement option.
TABLE LF-3
LAND OWNER INTEREST AND PREFERRED LAND AGREEMENT OPTION
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study

Owner
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee
Dominic & Diane Bellvia
Joseph & Cathy Franey
Richard & Patricia Thompson
Ronald and Alice Popchak
Dale & Josephine Steward
Albert & Joan Kopnicky
Portage Borough Municipal
Authority
Highland Sewer and Water
Authority
Portage Township Supervisors
Don L. Metzler
Wenturine Brothers Lumber
Company

Source: the EADS Group 2012

General Location
of Land Owned
Right-of-Way and
Surrounding Land
Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way
Right-of-Way
Surrounding
Martindale
Surrounding
Martindale
Surrounding the
Right-of-Way
Surrounding the
Right-of-Way
Surrounding the
Right-of-Way

In Favor
of a NonMotorized
Trail

Trail
Land
Easement Acquisition
Agreement Agreement

Yes

Yes

-

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
No
No
No

-

Yes

Yes

-

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

-

Yes

Yes

-

Yes

From those property owners contacted, none were found to have objections to a nonmotorized trail. One (1) property owner in Miller Shaft and two (2) in Fiddlers Green
cordially indicated they were not able to consider a trail easement through their
property. Because trail easements will not be able to be obtained in the Miller Shaft and
Fiddlers Green areas, portions of the Martin Branch Trail will need to be aligned outside
of the right-of-way in those areas. Fortunately, all other right-of-way and surrounding
land owners including those surrounding the areas where easements cannot be
obtained and those owning land around to the north of Martindale have indicated a
willingness to grant a trail easement or sell their property outright to the eventual Trail
Owner/Operator. Because of this, the Trail can be aligned on land owned by willing
owners between Portage Borough and the proposed Wind Energy Education Center. It
is therefore determined to be legally feasible to develop the Martin Branch Trail between
Portage Borough and the proposed Wind Energy Center in Portage Township.
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DEMAND FOR AND POTENTIAL USE OF THE TRAIL
The following section describes the demand for and potential use of the Martin Branch
Trail. The Trail will address the outdoor recreation needs of area residents as
expressed during the Public Participation portion of this planning effort and will provide
a way to enhance the Heritage and Nature Tourism potential in the Portage Region by
connecting area residents and other Trail users to the area’s rich industrial heritage as
well as to its natural resources and its forming wind energy industry.
Project Service Area
The Martin Branch Trail will generally follow between PA Rt. 164 and Trout Run
between Portage Borough and the proposed Wind Energy Education center to be
located off of PA Rt. 164 just east of the village of Martindale in Portage Township. The
Trail will connect Portage Borough with the villages of Miller Shaft, Redbird, Fiddlers
Green, Puritan and Martindale in Portage Township. Initially, the Trail is expected to
serve residents of Portage Township, Portage Borough and Cassandra Borough, those
from surrounding areas who are already using the existing recreation facilities in the
Portage Region and visitors to the Wind Energy Education Center.
Community Character and Background
The definition of "Portage" is to transport overland between bodies of water. The
genesis of the Portage Area began out of such a necessity to connect Philadelphia and
Pittsburgh for commerce purposes in the 1800’s. Water travel was possible from
Philadelphia to Hollidaysburg via the Schuylkill, Susquehanna and Juniata rivers and
from Johnstown to Pittsburgh and beyond by way of the Conemaugh, Kiskiminetas and
Allegheny Rivers. However, the Allegheny Ridge provided a non-navigable obstacle to
meeting this objective. The Allegheny Portage Railroad, in conjunction with the
Pennsylvania Canal, was to involve a 36 mile long route that contained ten planes, each
with a stationary engine at the crest; a stone viaduct across the Little Conemaugh River;
a 900 foot long tunnel; a skew-arch bridge of the tow spans, among several other minor
bridges; and 11 levels. The portage would involve a 1,400 foot rise in elevation from the
east and nearly 1,200 feet from the west.
Although Cambria County is situated entirely in the Allegheny Plateau Region of
Pennsylvania, an area of rolling uplands cut by deep, steep stream valleys, it is near the
eastern edge of the region where the plateau ends in the Allegheny Front. Portage
Borough, Portage Township and Cassandra Borough are located at near the western
side of the Allegheny Ridge. This region was historically key to traversing the Ridge
and accessing territory to the west. Several layers of physical features, man-made
structures and phases of development within the immediate area have merged to give
the Borough of Portage its present look. On the extreme northern edge of town and
outside of the historic district is PA Rte. 53, the route having been established during
the 1830s as the path of the Allegheny Portage Railroad. To the south and paralleling
Route 53 is the original Main Line of the Pennsylvania Railroad. Established during the
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1850s, it remains active as a spur serving a local coal operation. Between these two
transportation corridors on a northeast to southwest diagonal is the 15' high express
viaduct of the Pennsylvania Railroad, currently operated by Norfolk Southern. This 1896
addition to the landscape effectively disrupted residential development patterns in this
area isolating somewhat the northwest corner where some early development had
occurred.
Portage Borough has been the commercial and economic hub of the portion of Cambria
County known commonly referred to as “The Main Line” due to the fact the main line of
the former Pennsylvania Railroad bisects it. As a transfer point for coal shipments and
a market town and operations base for area mining concerns, the Portage Region
played a significant role in the local transportation and commercial history of
southwestern Pennsylvania. With the added growth of coal mining in the Portage
Region, the Portage lumber industry shifted emphasis to satisfy a steady demand for
both railroad ties and mine props. Logs were hauled along Main Street in Portage
Borough to a railroad tower on South Railroad Avenue preparatory to transportation out
of the region. No buildings or structures associated with these mills or the shipping of
lumber survive within Portage. However, a tram road which was later converted to the
Martin Run Railroad Branch and finally became the Pennsylvania Railroad's Martin's
Branch connected a mill which was located at what is now the intersection of Branch
Street and Caldwell Avenue in Portage Borough with the Puritan mine located near the
village or Puritan which is located in the proposed Trail corridor. The right-of-way of the
former Martin's Branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad actually extends through Portage
Borough and follows a line south through the center of Branch Street. The track was
removed and the trace leveled between Caldwell and Mountain Avenues in the Borough
during the 1970’s to provide parking. There are presently two rows of parking meters
designed to allow for head-in parking down the center of the right-of-way. Access to the
parking is along either side of Branch Street.
In addition to many current commercial activities, Portage Borough is home to
numerous houses of worship, varied residential areas, Crichton- McCormick Memorial
Park, a library, a museum, a senior center, the fire company and the area emergency
medical services providers. Highway transportation is critical to the Borough located
near the junction of PA Route 164 and PA Route 53, the latter also forms the northern
boundary of Borough. Cassandra Borough is the smallest of the three communities
both in terms of size and population and is mostly residential in nature. Derby Park is a
significant local and to some extent regional recreational facility. Cassandra was once
bisected by State Route 53 and as previously named Route 276. A review of historic
State highway maps suggests that a change in the alignment of the major State
highway bypassed Cassandra sometime after 1915 and before 1941.
http://www.portagepa.us/history_of_portage.htm,
http://www.livingplaces.com/PA/Cambria_County/Portage_Borough/Portage_Historic_District.html
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Portage Region Land Use Profile
The Portage Region has a diverse land use characteristic with relatively dense urban
areas found in Portage Borough and to a lesser extent Cassandra Borough with
suburban development extending outward from Portage Borough into Portage
Township. It is as likely to encounter pristine wooded hillsides and valleys, agricultural
land and surface waters as it is mining impacted land, refuse piles, degraded streams
and heavy industrial areas.
Development in Portage Township ranges from
undeveloped land, rural agricultural and residential areas to newer residential areas to
older small urban areas to mine refuse piles and windmills. A number of historic former
mining settlements with colorful names such as Oil City, Sonman, Miller Shaft, Redbird,
Fiddlers Green, Puritan and Shoemaker are located in Portage Township, along with
several larger villages such as Martindale and Jamestown, with locals often referring to
the latter as “Jimtown”. The following Table localizes the land uses in the Portage
Region and places them into a context.
TABLE D-1
EXISTING LAND USE: 2011
Portage Region
Acreage
Land Use Category
Residential
Commercial
Vacant Commercial
Mixed Residential/Commercial
Agricultural
Industrial
Public/Semi-Public
Transportation
Subtotal – Developed Land
Wooded Land
Vacant Non-Wooded Land
Subtotal – Undeveloped Land
Subtotal – Land
Surface Water
TOTAL ACREAGE

1,054.10
86.65
6.01
2.82
881.95
432.07
952.50
476.00
3,892.09
9,871.25
883.83
10,755.08
14,647.18
79.32
14,726.50

The Study Area
% of Total
% of
Developed
Land
7.16%
27.08%
0.59%
2.23%
0.04%
0.15%
0.02%
0.07%
5.99%
22.66%
2.93%
11.10%
6.47%
24.47%
3.23%
12.23%
26.43%
100.00%
67.03%
NA
6.00%
NA
73.03%
NA
99.46%
NA
0.54%
NA
100.00%
NA

Sources: The Study Area acreage and calculations and Field Work by The EADS Group; 2011

15

The following summarizes the major land use findings within the Portage Region while
the Regional Land Use Map on the following page locates these uses within the Region.


The majority of the land in the Portage Region is undeveloped with approximately 67%
(9,871 acres) being undeveloped Wooded land. Approximately 75% of Portage
Township is undeveloped with Wooded Land comprising a majority of that total.



Only approximately a quarter of the land area in Portage Township is developed while
Portage Borough and Cassandra Borough are mostly developed.



Wooded land accounts for 9,871 acres (67%) of the total land area with larger
concentrations found in the northeastern, southern and eastern sections of Portage
Township.



Residential use comprises 27% (1,054 acres) of developed land in the Region which is
the highest amongst developed land uses. In Portage Township, residential areas (837
acres) accounts for approximately 25% of the developed land but only accounts for
approximately 6% of the total land area. In Portage Borough, Residential uses are
critical accounting for nearly half of the developed land with the majority being Single
Family Residential.



Residential development in the Portage Region is predominantly single-family residential
although there are number of duplexes and multi-family housing in Portage Borough and
a modest supply of mobile homes in Portage Township.



Public/Semi-Public uses comprise 24% (953 acres) of the developed land area in the
Region.



Agricultural land accounts for approximately 23% (882 acres) of the developed acreage
in the Region but just under 6% of the total land area. Agricultural land is located in
Portage Township and is prevalent along Munster Road, Church Hill Road and Robel
Road in the northern portion of Portage Township and along Spring Hill Road and
Frankstown Road near Germantown in southwestern Portage Township.







Industrial areas in the Region account for 11% of the developed land and include areas
that are highly visible to residents and those traveling through the Region. These areas
include the manufacturing facilities on North and South Railroad Avenues in Portage
Borough, the coal processing facilities near Sonman and Shoemaker, the mine refuse
piles along PA Rt. 164 (Puritan Road), the large junk yard on PA Rt. 53 and the wind
turbines located along the Allegheny Ridge in eastern Portage Township.
Commercial development comprises a small portion of the total land area in the Region.
A concentration of highway commercial uses are located around the PA Rt. 164 and PA
Rt. 53 intersections and a concentration of downtown and mixed residential/commercial
uses are found along Main Street in downtown Portage. However, there are also a high
number of vacant commercial and vacant lots located along PA Rt. 53 and PA Rt. 164.
There are no enacted Zoning Ordinances in the Portage Region and only Portage
Township has a SALDO. There are no Agricultural Security Areas in the Region.

16

SR

!
(
164

SR

20
13

SR 2009

)


1
20

9

CENTRE

CLEARFIELD

)


)


)

)


INDIANA

)


219
t
u

)


SR
3

01 2

422
t
u
22
t
u

015

CAMBRIA

BLAIR
22
t
u

SR
2

99


WESTMORELAND

0
SR 2

17

219
t
u

)

)


53
!
(

!
(
160

SOMERSET

)


BEDFORD

)


)

)


2
SR

)


011

)

)

)

)

)

)


53
!
(

)


)

)

)


)

)


SR 2012

)


)


)

)

)

)

)

)


0
SR 2

53
!
(

)


06

TRAIL CORRIDOR
)


)

)


)


Trail Corridor

)


008
SR 2

Existing Land Use

)


)


)

)


)


)

)


)

)


!
(
164

Agricultural

)


)


)


)


)


)


)


SR 2
0

Residential

06
)


!
(
Mixed Residential/Commercial

SR

160

)


20
10
)


SR 200
7

)


)

)


Wooded Land

)

)


SR 2004

)

)


)


)


)

)


)


)


)


Vacant Non-Wooded

)


)


)


)


00

3

)


!
(

SR
3

)


Transportation 869

)

)


Portage Area
Regional Planning Commission

)


Residential
Commercial
Vacant Commercial
Mixed Residential/Commercial
Agricultural
Industrial
Public/Semi-Public
Transportation
Subtotal – Developed Land
Wooded Land
Vacant Non-Wooded
Subtotal – Undeveloped Land
Subtotal –Land
Surface Water
TOTAL ACREAGE

)


0

[
0.5

1
Miles

Portage Region
Acreage
% of Total % of Developed Land
1,054.10
7.16%
27.08%
86.65
0.59%
2.23%
6.01
0.04%
0.15%
2.82
0.02%
0.07%
881.95
5.99%
22.66%
432.07
2.93%
11.10%
952.50
6.47%
24.47%
476.00
3.23%
12.23%
26.43%
100.00%
3,892.09
2
300
9,871.25
67.03%
NA
SR
883.83
6.00%
NA
73.03%
NA
10,755.08
99.46%
NA
14,647.18
79.32
0.54%
NA
14,726.50
100.00%
NA
008

)


Public/Semi-Public

Surface Water

!
(

Land Use Category

164

)


Vacant Commercial

)


3
SR

Industrial

)


SR 3001

Commercial

SR 3010

)


Portage Area
Portage Borough, Portage Township
Trail Feasibility Study
and Cassandra Borough
PORTAGE REGION EXISTING LAND USE

Compatibility of Trail Development with Adjacent Land Uses
The Martin Branch Trail will be located in an area generally characterized by rounded
ridges and knobs and gently rolling hills dissected by steep stream valleys. A majority
of the Trail will be located through heavily forested areas and/or areas vegetated with
small trees, shrubs and other types of underbrush vegetation that is generally
unsuitable for intensive development or agriculture. A small portion of the Trail will be
aligned adjacent to a residential area in the village of Miller Shaft. This alignment was
actually suggested by land owners in that area so no impacts are anticipated in this
area. Overall, the Martin Branch Trail is compatible with adjacent land uses. The
following highlights land uses in and surrounding the right-of-way and around to the
north of Martindale.
Land Uses in and Surrounding the Right-of-Way of the former Martin Branch Railroad
A review of existing land uses within the right-of-way and a surrounding 200-ft area was
completed to evaluate compatibility with the Martin Branch Trail. Table D-2 highlights
these land uses.
TABLE D-2
EXISTING LAND USE IN AND SURROUNDING THE RIGHT-OF-WAY
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Land Use Category
Residential
Commercial
Industrial
Public/Semi-Public
Transportation
Subtotal – Developed Land
Wooded Land
Cleared or Grassland
Subtotal – Undeveloped Land
Surface Water
TOTAL ACREAGE

Sources: Land Use by The EADS Group; 2012

Acreage

% of Total

12.17
2.71
22.63
0.91
6.56
44.98
70.99
31.92
102.91
3.16
151.05

8.05%
1.79%
14.98%
0.60%
4.35%
29.78%
47.00%
21.13%
68.13%
2.09%
100.00%

% of Developed
Land
27.05%
6.02%
50.31%
2.02%
14.59%
100.00%
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

Land in and surrounding the right-of-way is approximately 68% undeveloped with an
additional 2% being surface waters. Overall, nearly half of the land area is wooded with
another approximately 21% being cleared or grasslands. Approximately 50% of the
developed land is classified as industrial with the majority of this being in a non-active
use consisting of the Miller Shaft and other smaller mine refuse piles located in and
surrounding the right-of-way. The Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile is located between
Portage Borough and the village of Miller Shaft and actually crosses the entire right-ofway. Some form of reclamation of the Pile will be needed to align the Trail through that
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area. The Trail can be aligned around the other smaller mine refuse piles located in the
right-of-way to avoid impacts. Approximately 6% of the developed land is classified as
commercial with the majority of this being actively used by Pro-Disposal which is a
waste management company located near Miller Shaft. Representatives of ProDisposal have indicated they would be agreeable to a public use trail if aligned outside
of any current or future operations areas. Residential areas near the right-of-way are
located in Portage Borough and the villages of Miller Shaft, Red Bird, Fiddlers Green,
Puritan and Martindale. To avoid conflicts in these areas, no portion of the Trail will be
located on a residential property and natural vegetation will be left in place to create a
buffer in these areas. A small portion of the Trail will use Miller Shaft road which is
adjacent to a residential area in the village of Miller Shaft. This alignment was actually
suggested by owners of the right-of-way contacted in Miller Shaft. No future objections
to a public use trail being aligned in this manner are expected.
Land uses Surrounding to the North of Martindale
A review of existing land uses surrounding potential alignments around to the north of
Martindale to the proposed Wind Energy Education Center was also conducted to
evaluate compatibility. The following Table D-3 highlights these land uses.
TABLE D-3
EXISTING LAND USE SURROUNDING MARTINDALE
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Land Use Category
Residential
Commercial
Industrial
Public/Semi-Public
Transportation
Subtotal – Developed Land
Wooded Land
Cleared or Grassland
Subtotal – Undeveloped Land
Surface Water
TOTAL ACREAGE

Sources: Land Use by The EADS Group; 2012

Acreage

% of Total

1.81
0.16
0.074
2.04
108.38
31.67
140.05
0.11
142.20

1.27%
NA
0.11%
0.05%
NA
1.43%
76.22%
22.27%
98.49%
0.08%
100.00%

% of Developed
Land
88.73%
NA
7.84%
3.63%
NA
100.00%
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

As shown above, approximately 98.5% of the land surrounding potential alignments to
the north of Martindale is undeveloped. Overall, nearly three quarters of the
undeveloped land area is wooded with another quarter being cleared or grasslands. No
portion of the Trail will be aligned through or in close proximity of a residential property.
Natural vegetation along the Trail will buffer it from surrounding areas.
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Portage Region Demographic Profile
The analysis of demographics such as population, households and demographic
change is important in understanding a community but also central to projecting
demand and future community needs.
The
Demographics are
analysis of demographics and population involves
important for
the review and interpretation of vital statistics that
understanding
change
taken together comprise a social profile of the area
and
planning
for
the
being studied.
This analysis is central to
future.
projections of all other future County and
community needs and is essential for sustaining or
improving the quality of life. Projections are used as a reference point from which
planning, policy evaluation and management of programs develop, and a sense of
demographic conditions and trends is a prerequisite for future planning. The Boroughs
of Cassandra and Portage and the Township of Portage, collectively referred to as the
Portage Region, have a modest population base totaling 6,425 in 2010. Overall, in
recent decades the Portage region as well as Cambria County has experienced a
declining population base between 1970 and 2010, sustaining a 21% decrease during
this time frame, which is largely consistent to the declines experienced on a County
level.
Population analysis requires a more detailed and comparative analysis to be meaningful
and to fully understand this demographic trend. This chapter will review the Portage
Region population in terms of the following:









Current population and population changes regionally and locally
Population projections
Household characteristics and comparisons
Age characteristics
Sex characteristics
Racial characteristics
Educational attainment and related characteristics
Ancestry and ethnicity characteristics

Much of this information will be placed in a comparative framework with comparisons
with the County. The analysis begins with a review of County and regional trends.
Regional Trends – County and State
An analysis of local trends in the Portage region is set in a context when viewed within
County and regional trends. In this subsection,
Cambria County
regional demographics and historic population
experienced a 23%
fluctuations are summarized. The data in this
population
decline since
section, analyzed collectively with socioeconomic
1970,
a
change
that is
data and conditions within Cambria County will
atypical of change
enable the Portage Region to better predict future
among adjacent
needs, opportunities, and constraints. Historic
counties.
trends and subsequent projections provide a basis
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for formulation of social, economic, and environmental policy recommendations relative
to growth and development in the Study Area. Table D-4 summarizes population
counts for Pennsylvania, Cambria County and surrounding counties during the 19702010 time period and change percentages that actually provide a clearer view of the
data. Overall, the County has experienced a continuously declining population
throughout this period. According to the 2010 U.S. Census, Cambria County's
population stood at 143,679 people, which as noted before comprises a net loss of
approximately 43,000 persons (23%) since 1970. Of the surrounding counties, only
Blair and Westmoreland have experienced a net decline during this 40-year period. By
comparison, Pennsylvania's population increased by 5.5% over the same time frame.
A review of this data suggests the following:






Cambria County (23.1%) along with Westmoreland County (3.1%) and Blair County
(6.1%) experienced net population declines during the 1970-2010 period, with
Cambria’s being the largest numeric and in percent decline.
Pennsylvania (5.5%), Bedford County (17.5%), Indiana County (11.9%), Somerset
County (2.2%) and Clearfield County (9.4%) all experienced net population
increases during the 1970-10 period.
Taken together, the population in Cambria and its six surrounding Counties declined
by 3.9% since 1970. This area had a 1970 population of 971,536 and a 2010
population of 933,963 resulting in an overall net loss of 37,573 persons.
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TABLE D-4
POPULATION TRENDS – PERSONS: 1970-2010
Cambria and Surrounding Counties and Pennsylvania

1970

1980

1990

2000

2010

1970-10
Change

1970-10 %
Change

Pennsylvania

11,793,909

11,864,720

11,881,643

12,281,054

12,440,621

646,712

5.5%

Cambria County

186,785

183,263

163,029

152,598

143,679

-43,106

-23.1%

Bedford County

42,353

46,784

47,919

49,984

49,762

7,409

17.5%

Indiana County

79,451

92,281

89,994

89,605

88,880

9,429

11.9%

Somerset County

76,037

81,243

78,218

80,023

77,742

1,705

2.2%

Clearfield County

74,619

83,578

78,097

83,382

81,642

7,023

9.4%

Blair County

135,356

136,621

130,542

129,144

127,089

-8,267

-6.1%

376,935

392,184

370,321

369,993

365,169

-11,766

-3.1%

971,536

1,015,954 958,120

954,729

933,963

-37,573

-3.9%

AREA

Westmoreland
County
Cambria and
Surrounding
Counties

Source: U.S. Census

Local Trends – Portage Region and Nearby
Table D-5 summarizes the population changes for the Portage Region as well as for
select nearby communities. Overall, the population within the Portage region has
comprised approximately 4.5% of the County’s total population.


There has been a steady decline of population in
the Portage Region and the constituent
municipalities during the 1970-2010 period,
largely reflecting the countywide percentage
decline. During this period the population of
Portage Borough (-36%) and Cassandra
Borough (-41%) declined significantly while that
of the Township (-3%) declined very slightly.



As is seen in the Table, population declines among all of the municipalities is the norm
with the only increases experienced in Portage Township during 1970-80 and
Cassandra during 2000-10.

The Portage Region
sustained a 21%
population decline
between 1970 and 2010,
largely reflecting the
decline Countywide.

22

TABLE D-5
POPULATION TRENDS - PERCENT CHANGE: 1980-2007
Cambria and Surrounding Counties and Pennsylvania
Municipality/Region 1970

1980

1990

2000

2010

Cassandra Borough

250

242

192

136

147

Portage Borough

4,151

3,510

3,105

2,837

Portage Township

3,750

4,503

4,089

Portage Region

8,151

8,255

Lilly Borough

1,429

Munster Township
Summerhill
Township
Washington
Township
Wilmore Borough
Surrounding
Region

19702010

%
1990change 2010

20002010

-103

-41.2%

-23.4%

+8.1%

2,638

-1,513

-36.4%

-15.0%

-7.0%

3,906

3,640

-110

-2.9%

-11.0%

-6.8%

7,386

6,879

6,425

-1,726

-21.2%

-13.0%

-6.6%

1,462

1,162

948

968

-461

-32.3%

-16.7%

+2.1%

517

683

688

675

690

173

33.5%

0.3%

+2.2%

2,709

2,632

2,798

2,724

2,467

-242

-8.9%

-11.8%

-9.4%

966

893

929

921

875

-91

-9.4%

-5.8%

-5.0%

386

356

277

252

225

-161

-41.7%

-18.8%

-10.7%

6,007

6,026

5,854

5,520

5,225

-782

-13.0%

-10.3%

-14.1%

Source: US Census with calculation/interpretation by The EADS Group
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Discussion at a Community Workshop in Cassandra suggest that the “increase”
may in that community may reflect the correction of an earlier Census error,
although a very small population base such as that in Cassandra may fluctuate
with relatively few demographic changes.



A comparison with select adjacent communities show that the Portage Region
communities are certainly not alone in the declining trend, in fact during the 19702010 period, only Munster Township sustained a population increase, and a rather
substantial one (+33%) at that. Munster’s experience reflects the relatively stable
population and even growth that have recently occurred elsewhere among Central
Cambria County communities.



The other Boroughs compared all sustained losses in keeping with those of the
Boroughs of Cassandra and Portage and the losses in the Townships of
Summerhill and Washington exceed that in Portage Township during the 19702010 period.

Overall, the population of the Portage Region declined from 8,151 people in 1970
to 6,425 in 2010, with declines especially notable in the Boroughs. For a longer
term perspective, historical data show that 11,909 people resided in the Portage
Region in 1920, with 4,804 in Portage Borough, 6,638 in Portage Township and
467 in Cassandra.
Population Projections
Population estimates and projections in this section are not intended to advocate
specific levels of growth, but are intended to serve as a reference point for which
planning, policy evaluation and the management of programs is essential. The
projections are based on identifiable demographic trends that have been
incorporated into the projection model. The accuracy of the projections relies
heavily on the adequacy of the model assumptions such as future fertility, mortality
and migration. Population projections at a municipal level are always a precarious
exercise, given the fact that small population bases are susceptible to many
variables that may skew figures positively or negatively. A number of projections
have been made for the region and are reviewed here.
2001 Comprehensive Plan
The Cambria County Planning Commission (CCPC) provided 2010 population
projections for Portage Borough and Portage Township but since Cassandra
Borough was not involved in that Plan, no projection was made for it. With the
benefit of an actual 2010 population via the Census, the CCPC projection can be
evaluated. Overall, they were relatively close, with the 2,589 projection for
Portage Borough being only 2.7% below the actual population and the 3,723
projection for Portage Township being only 2.2% above the actual 2010
population.
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Later Projections
In 2007 CCPC published projections for all 63 municipalities in the County,
including all three in the Portage Region, using statewide projections that were
made for the State Water Plan (SWP) being carried out by the PA Department of
Environmental Protection. Table D-6 summarizes these and offers a comparison
between actual and projected figures for 2010. As is seen the projection for
Cassandra was considerably below (70.9%) the actual 2010 population of 147,
creating doubt over the validity of the later projections. The projections for Portage
Borough and Township were closer but still below the actual Census figures. The
percent variation is shown in the third column (*).
TABLE D-6
SWP POPULATION PROJECTIONS: 2010 to 2030
Portage Region
Area
Cassandra Borough
Portage Borough
Portage Township
Portage Region

2010
Actual
147
2,638
3,640
6,425

Variation
in 2010*
+70.9%

SWP Projections
2010
2020

2030

86

32

33

+5.9%

2,491

2,189

2,183

+1.4%

3,589

3,348

3,337

+4.2%

6,166

5,569

5,553

Source: US Census for 2010 Actual; Projections as per State Water Plan.
NOTE: * Column shows how much higher 2010 actual figure was than that projected.

Local Projections
By utilizing historic trend data from the past twenty (20) years, alternate
projections were carried out as part of this planning effort. As the name suggests,
utilization of past trends assumes that demography will follow trends already in
evidence. By differing between short-term (10-year) and long-term (20-year)
trends in the past, a projected population range was developed for each
community as summarized in Table D-7.
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TABLE D-7
HISTORIC TREND POPULATION PROJECTIONS: 2010 to 2030
Portage Region
Area

2010
Actual

Cassandra Borough

2020
Projected

2030
Projected

147

127-157

117-167

Portage Borough

2,638

2,447-2,459

2,269-2,292

Portage Township

3,640

3,394-3,445

3,163-3,260

6,425

5,968-6,061

5,549-5,719

Portage Region
Source: The EADS Group

2010-30
Change
- 20.4%
to +13.6%
-13.1%
to -13.9%
-10.4%
to - 13.1%
-11.0
to -13.6%

Again, the above is based on the assumption that recent 20-year trends will
continue with no major in- or out-migration induced by various social or economic
forces. By 2030 it is projected that the region as a whole will sustain a population
decline in the range of 11%-14%, with the small
Barring unforeseen
size and population variations in Cassandra
economic or
creating the possibility for an increase or
residential
decrease there.
Obviously, atypical or
developments,
the
unanticipated occurrences will change the
Region’s population
dynamics and the population, such as an in-flux
decline
is expected to
of families with younger children, a new large
continue.
multi-family residential development or other
residential community.
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Age, Race and Sex
The age and sex distribution of residents are
Overall, the
factors in population change and in identifying
communities
in the
the type of services best suited for the majority
region
share
an
ethnic
of their residents. Healthy growth will take
diversity and racial
when there is a balance of age groups, a lower
homogeneity
although
median age and a number of persons in the
age
characteristics
crucial family-forming age groups.
For
vary among the
example, a community with a high percentage
communities.
of young adults in the childbearing years will
result in more rapid growth than a community with a high percentage of senior
citizens. The demand for services, in the younger community would likely be more
for child care facilities and other facilities related to that age group, where demand
for services, in the older community may be for elder care facilities. The 20 to 55
age groupings comprise the range of persons most eligible for family forming and
family/household sustaining. In addition this segment of the population comprises
much of the local labor force, and may be buying and/or selling homes. Any
substantial decline or imbalance in their numbers will impact the birth rate. Trends
in the upper age groups (65 or over) should be examined closely to determine
specialized housing and community facility needs specifically suited for the elderly.
Table D-8 highlights age, race and sex characteristics in a comparative format for
2000 and 2010. The following summarizes major trends and findings:


Sex: Typically in most populations females comprise a slightly higher percentage of
the population than males, and this is generally true in the Portage Region with the
exception of Cassandra. In addition the percentage spread between sexes in Portage
Borough is a bit wider than that for the County and the Township.



Median Age: This is one measure of the general age profile for a given population.
The population of Portage and Cassandra Boroughs is a little younger than that for
Cambria County, although the population of Portage Township is older than that for
the County. Overall, median age has been increasing in recent decades reflecting
various national trends including longer life expectancies and the aging of the “baby
boom” generation.



Population under 5 years of age: This is the pre-school population that is a barometer
for early-childhood needs (i.e. day care) and also provides a short-term forecast for
primary educational needs. Countywide 5% of the population is in this age cohort, a
figure largely reflected locally although the percent composition has declined in the
case of Cassandra and Portage Township.



Population between 5 and 18 years of age: This includes the school age population,
which has been declining countywide and in the Borough and Township of Portage,
but increasing in Cassandra.
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TABLE D-8
AGE, RACE AND SEX PROFILE/COMPARISON
Portage Region and Cambria County
Factor

Cambria County

Cassandra Borough

Portage Borough

Portage Township

Population
Sex (% of population)

152,598

136

2,837

3,906

Male
Female

Median Age
Under 5 years

2000

2010

143,679

2000

2010

147

2000

2010

2,638

2000

2010

3,640

48.5%
49.4%
51.5%
53.7%
46.5%
47.9%
49.6%
50.5%
51.5%
50.6%
48.5%
46.3%
53.5%
52.1%
50.4%
49.5%
41.2
43.8
38.3
43.1
41.7
42.7
41.3
46.3
7,669 7,243
5.0%
5.0%

Number
Percent

Between 5 and 18 years

8
5.9%

7
4.8%

150
5.3

158
6.0%

193
4.9%

160
4.4%

Number
Percent

24,376
16.0%

20,992
14.6%

23
15.2%

30
20.4%

436
15.4%

397
15.0%

646
16.6%

533
14.6%

Number
Percent

71,295
46.7%

63,266
44.0%

62
45.6%

67
45.6%

1,302
45.9%

1,125
42.6%

1,867
47.8%

1,581
43.4%

Between 20 and 55 years
Over 65 years
Number
Percent

Race (Single Race)
White
Black
Native American
Asian
Other

Multi-Racial

Percent of population

30,087
27,071
27
29
612
523
688
711
19.7%
18.8%
19.9%
19.7%
21.6%
19.8%
17.6%
19.5%
151,621
141,921
136
143
2822
2,611
3,890
3,620
95.8%
94.1%
100.0%
97.3%
99.5%
98.6%
99.1%
98.8%
2.8%
3.6%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%
0.3%
0.2%
0.4%
0.1%
0.1%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%
0.0%
0.1%
0.4%
0.5%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%
0.0%
0.2%
0.2%
0.2%
0.4%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.1%
0.0%
977
1,758
0
4
9
27
16
20
0.6%
1.2%
0.0%
2.7%
0.3%
1.0%
0.4%
0.5%

Source: US Census
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Population between 20 and 55 years of age: The younger half of this group includes
the family forming ages and in total this group represents the family-sustaining age
cohort, which has been declining countywide and in the Borough and Township of
Portage, but again increasing in Cassandra.



Persons over 65 years: Generally this cohort represents senior citizens, many of
whom may be retired, even though increasingly people are working longer in their
lives. In the past, the aggregate number and percent composition of this group has
been increasing, although this has not been the case in the County, Cassandra and
Portage Borough between 2000-2010. Countywide, approximately 19% of the
population is in this age cohort in 2010, a percentage that is fairly consistent among
the Portage Region communities.



Race: Historically the Portage Region has been comprised of white persons, with
percent black or other race well below the low 5.9% percentage countywide. This
remains true in 2010, with the only notable change among the County and the Portage
region being an increase in the multi-racial population.

With but a few exceptions noted above, the population of the Portage Region
reflects the sex and age characteristics of the County. In terms of age, the
following summarizes the Portage Region as of 2010:


A total of 325 persons are in the pre-school-age cohort, representing
approximately 5% of the population;



A total of 960 persons are in the school-age cohort, representing approximately
15% of the population;



A total of 2,773 persons are in the family-forming/sustaining cohort, representing
approximately 43% of the population; and



A total of 1,263 persons are in the post-65 age cohort, representing approximately
20% of the population.

Racially, the Portage Region is more homogeneous than the County as a whole, a
trait shared with much of the non-urban portion of Cambria County.

29

Educational Characteristics
The educational attainment of a population group provides a part of the demographic
profile but also may affect other aspects of the community such as the economic base.
Table D-9 provides a comparative educational profile for the Portage region on the
basis of that portion of the population over 25 years of age, a group generally
associated with a large segment of the labor force, as well as for the population over 3
years of age, a group generally associated with K-12 and young adult post-secondary
education attainment.
TABLE D-9
EDUCATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS AND COMPARISONS: 2010
Portage Region
Population 3+ yrs enrolled in
school
Jurisdiction/Measure

Pennsylvania
Percent
Cambria County
Percent
Cassandra Borough
Percent
Portage Borough
Percent
Portage Township
Percent

% enrolled in K12

3,172,787
65.7%
32,454
71.4%
13
15.4%
597
69.3%
673
73.4%

% enrolled in
college or
graduate school

28.2%
28.5%
84.6%
24.1%
20.7%

Source: US Census, ACS Survey, 2006-2010

Population 25 yrs+
% with less
than a 9th grade
education

8,558,693
4.0%
102,479
4.1%
97
2.1%
1,855
9.8%
2,719
5.3%

% with high
school
diploma or
higher

% with
bachelor’s
degree or
higher

87.4%

26.4%

87.6%

17.5%

81.4%

5.2%

83.0%

8.2%

85.2%

10.1%

There is a mixed picture on educational enrollment and attainment among the Portage Region
th
communities. In terms of Kindergarten through 12 Grade enrollment, the following emerges:


Overall, the percentages of residents within the Portage Region in the 3+ yrs age cohort
enrolled in a K-12 curriculum vary with the County figure with the Portage Borough figure
lower and the Portage Township figure higher, but both percentages and that for the County
above that for the State. (NOTE: The 15.4% figure for Cassandra is so low that it suggests
difficulties in sampling in the ACS Survey cited due to the small sample size rather than a
true finding.)



Conversely, the percentages of residents within the Portage Borough and Portage Township
in the 3+ yrs age cohort enrolled in college or graduate school are lower than comparable
figures for the county and for the State. This time the figure for Cassandra is so high that it
may again be reflective of sampling difficulties.
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Similarly there is a mixed picture on educational attainment for the population 25 years
of age or older:


The portion of the adult population of Portage Township and Portage Borough with less than
a 9th Grade education is in the single-digits but still higher than the percentages statewide
and countywide.



The percentage of the Portage Region adult
population with a High School or higher education
(81% - 85%) is moderately high but still below the
percentages statewide (87%) and countywide
(88%).



The percentage of the Portage Region adult population with a Bachelor’s Degree or higher
(5% - 10%) is relatively low when compared to the percentages statewide (26%) and
countywide (17%).

While educational
attainment measures
have been increasing,
the Region still has
some way to go.

Overall, educational attainment and enrollment have been increasing although in the
case of attainment, the region essentially lags behind the County and the State. The
County also lags behind the State in the percent of population holding an undergraduate
or graduate college degree.
Ancestry and Ethnicity
Table D-10 summarizes the ethnic/ancestry identification of the population in terms of
the percent of the sample identifying for each ethnic group. The sample allows multiple
ethnic identification accounting for individuals with ancestry in more than one ethnic
group. Countywide, the dominant ethnic identifications include German (34.1%), Irish
(18.5%), Italian (11.6%), Polish (11.1%), English (8.4%) and Slovak (7.5%).


Most of these ethnic groups are similarly or well-represented in two or more of the Portage
Region communities, such as persons who identify with English, German, Irish, Polish and
Slovak ethnicity.



Several ethnic groups are actually over-represented in the Portage region communities,
such as the Germans, Slovaks and Polish in Cassandra; the Italians, English and Russians
in Portage Borough; and the Polish in Portage Township.

While the racial composition of the Portage Region is not diverse, the ethnic
composition certainly is diverse, embracing roots from much of Northern, Southern and
Eastern Europe.
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TABLE D-10
MAJOR NATIONAL ANCENSTRY PROFILE: 2010
Portage Region

Identification
Total Population Sample
American
Arab
Czech
Danish
Dutch
English
French (except Basque)
French Canadian
German
Greek
Hungarian
Irish
Italian
Lithuanian
Norwegian
Polish
Portuguese
Russian
Scotch-Irish
Scottish
Slovak
Sub-Saharan African
Swedish
Swiss
Ukrainian
Welsh
West Indian (ex. Hispanic origin)

Source: US Census, 2010

Cambria
County

Cassandra Portage Portage
Borough
Borough Township

152,598

129

4.4%
0.5%
0.9%
0.0%
2.4%
8.4%
2.4%
0.1%
34.1%
0.3%
2.7%
18.5%
11.6%
0.4%
0.2%
11.1%
0.0%
1.4%
1.7%
1.8%
7.5%
0.1%
0.5%
0.3%
1.0%
1.9%
0.1%

0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
2.3%
10.1%
1.6%
0.0%
43.4%
0.0%
7.0%
19.4%
0.0%
3.1%
0.0%
20.2%
0.0%
7.0%
1.6%
0.0%
16.3%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.6%
0.0%

2,649

6.1%
0.0%
3.2%
0.0%
3.4%
12.7%
2.5%
0.0%
26.4%
0.0%
2.1%
9.4%
14.3%
0.9%
0.0%
12.8%
0.0%
10.8%
1.0%
2.8%
4.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
0.0%
1.4%
0.0%

3,682

3.7%
0.0%
1.9%
0.0%
3.0%
8.0%
1.4%
0.0%
33.7%
0.0%
3.5%
15.2%
3.5%
1.0%
0.0%
26.8%
0.0%
1.4%
2.4%
1.9%
8.4%
0.0%
1.1%
0.3%
1.1%
1.9%
0.0%
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Households
At first glance, the terms “household” and
Approximately 1/3 of
“family” may be viewed as being synonymous;
all households in the
however, there is an important distinction
Region are non-family
between them. Simply stated, a household is
households, and 29% of
one or more persons living together in a
households consist on
housing unit, a family is two or more related
one person.
persons living together under the same roof.
Thus, a household may include a family, a single person living alone or two or more
unrelated persons living together. To put it another way, every family is a household, but
not every household is a family. There are a number of differences and similarities
related to households and families in the Portage region and the County. Table D11profiles families and households in the Portage Region.
TABLE D-11
FAMILY/HOUSEHOLD CHARACTERISTICS AND COMPARISON: 2010
Portage Region

Factor

Cambria
County

Cassandra Portage Portage
Borough
Borough Township

Number of Families
37,835
42
702
Number of Husband/Wife
28,671
30
476
Families
Comparison: Husband/Wife
75.8%
71.4%
67.8%
Families as % of Families
Average Family Size
2.87
2.93
2.87
Number of Households
58,950
63
1,161
Average Household Size
2.30
2.33
2.25
Comparison: Families as %
64.2%
66.6%
60.5%
of Households
Single Person Households
Number
18,390
20
396
% of Total
31.2%
31.7%
34.1%
Households with Individuals 65+ years old
Number
19,407
19
400
% of Total
32.9%
30.2%
34.5%
Families with Related Children under 18 years
Number
15,236
18
315
% of Total
40.3%
42.9%
44.9%
Husband/Wife Families with Related Children under 18 years
Number
10,052
12
173
% of Total
35.1
40.0%
36.3

Source: US Census, 2010

1,038
836
80.5%
2.91
1,455
2.47
71.3%
356
24.5%
490
33.7%
365
35.2%
279
33.4
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The information suggests the following for the Portage Region:


Families: Countywide, the “classic” husband/wife family comprises just over 75% of all
families, meaning that approximately one-quarter of all families lack either a husband or a
wife. Comparatively, the same percentages for Cassandra and especially Portage Borough
are lower while that for the Township is higher.
o Countywide, families comprise 64% of all households, meaning that 36% of
households are non-families. Only in Portage Borough (61%) is the percentage
lower than that for the County.
o The average family size is fairly consistent for all compared at just under 3 persons.
o Countywide, approximately 40% of all families have school-age or pre-school age
children, while the percentage is higher in the Boroughs of Cassandra (43%) and
Portage (45%) but lower in Portage Township (35%).
o Countywide, approximately 35% of husband/wife families have school-age or preschool age children, while the percentage is higher in the Boroughs of Cassandra
(40%) and Portage (36%) but lower in Portage Township (33%).



Households: Countywide, there are 58,950 households, meaning that there are 21,115 nonfamily households. There are 21 non-family households in Cassandra, 459 in Portage
Borough and 417 in Portage Township.
o The average household size in the County is 2.30 persons, higher than that in
Portage Borough (2.25), lower than that in Portage Township (2.47) and nearly
identical to that in Cassandra (2.33).
o Countywide, single-person households (i.e. one person living alone) account for 31%
of all households, with the corresponding higher percentage in Portage Borough
(34%), lower percentage in Portage Township (25%) and identical percentage in
Cassandra (31%).
o Countywide, approximately one-third of households include individuals over 65 years
of age. The percentage in Cassandra is a little lower (30%), while it is a little higher
in Portage Borough (35%) and Portage Township (34%)

There are a number of similarities and differences among the Portage Region
communities and the County in relation to households and families:


Single person households and households with individuals over 65 years of age (some
overlap most likely) comprise an important segment of the Portage region.



The majority of families and of husband/wife families in the Portage region do not have
school-age or pre-school age children.



Non-family households comprise are an important segment of the community, but especially
so in Portage Borough where they comprise nearly 40% of all households.
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Source of Income
Households are sustained by income received
Households rely on
from any number of sources. People receive
various types of income
income from earnings, such as wages,
for sustainability,
salaries and profits, retirement and Social
ranging from
Security payments, and various governmental
wages/salaries to
programs including public assistance and
assistance.
Supplemental Social security Income (SSI).
The sources of income reflect aspects of local
demographics and are critical for future planning.
Table D-12 comparatively
summarizes the source of incomes for households in the County and Portage Region as
of 2010. It should be noted that a household may receive income from several sources;
thus, the percentages reflect the percent of households receiving income from each
source and thus for any community will not total 100%.
Table D-12
INCOME PROFILE FOR HOUSEHOLDS: 2000
Portage Region and Cambria County
Households/Type of Income
Households in Sample
With Earnings
Mean Annual Earnings
With Social Security
Mean Annual Social Security
With Retirement
Mean Annual Retirement
With SSI
Mean Annual SSI
With Cash Public Assistance

Cambria
County
58,802
40,631
(69.1%)
$53,506
23,350
(39.7%)
$15,140
16,455
(28.0%)
$13,690
3,303
(5.6%)
$7,807
2,057
(3.5%)
$1,793
6,573
(11.2%)

Mean Cash Public Assistance
With Food Stamp/SNAP
benefits in the past 12 months
Source: US Census, ACS Survey 2006-2010

Cassandra
Borough
60
45
(75.0%)
$57,004
22
(36.7%)
$15,341
13
(21.7%)
$8,438
0
(0.0%)
NA
0
(0.0%)
NA
0
(0.0%)

Portage
Borough
1,102
690
(62.6%)
$43,192
468
(42.5%)
$13,295
326
(29.6%)
$14,155
125
(11.3%)
$7,161
79
(7.2%)
$1,286
181
(16.4%)

Portage
Township
1,502
1,141
(76.0%)
$48,894
615
(40.9%)
$15,150
526
(35.0%)
$11,926
13
(0.9%)
$5,815
26
(1.7%)
$2,431
71
(4.7%)

The following summarizes and compares this data:


Countywide, just under 70% of households derive income from earnings, a figure
somewhat higher than that in Portage Borough (63%) but lower than that in Cassandra
(75%) and Portage Township (76%), reflecting more working households in the latter two
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communities. The annual average earnings in Portage Township and Borough are
below that for the County although the Cassandra average is notably higher.


Countywide, 40% of households depend on Social Security to some degree. While the
percentages vary somewhat this is largely reflected in the Portage Region, although a
slightly lower percentage of Cassandra households and a slightly higher percentage of
Portage Borough households rely on Social Security as income. The average income
from this source is lower in Portage Borough most likely reflecting lower past earnings by
current Borough residents.



Countywide, 28% of households rely on retirement income to some degree. The same
figure in Cassandra is much lower (22%), slightly higher in Portage Borough (30%) and
much higher in the Township (35%). Average retirement income in Portage Borough is
somewhat higher than that for the County but considerably lower in Cassandra and the
Township.



Countywide, just under 6% of households receive SSI assistance, while nearly 12% of
Portage Borough households receive this assistance. Percentages in the Township and
Cassandra are near or at 0%.



Countywide, 3.5% of households receive cash Public Assistance payments as at least
part of their income, while 7% of Portage Borough households receive this assistance.
Percentages are lower in the Township (2%) and at 0% in Cassandra.



Countywide, just over 11% of households received Food Stamp/Supplemental Nutrition
Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits. Again the percentage in the Township is lower
(5%), higher in Portage Borough (16%) and at zero in Cassandra.

Overall, while earnings are critical for all Portage Region communities and households,
Social Security and retirement income are also significant income sources. In addition,
Portage Borough households have a greater degree of reliance on several of the
assistance programs tailored towards meeting basic needs than other residents in the
Region.
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Summary
The review and analysis of population identifies certain trends and profiles related to
residents of the Portage Region.
















The population has been steadily declining in the County as well as in the
Portage Region in recent decades and in lieu of presently unforeseen
circumstances this trend is expected to continue.
The Portage region shares in the homogeneous racial profile of the non-urban
portion of the County, but has a high degree of ethnic diversity.
Portage Borough and Cassandra Borough have a somewhat younger median
age profile than the County while that of Portage Township is a bit older.
The countywide decline in pre-school and school-age residents is evident in the
Borough and Township of Portage but not in Cassandra.
Regionally, there is no real growth in the critical young-adult and middle age
grouping and stability in the post-65 population, both trends reflecting countywide
trends.
Educational attainment levels in the Portage Region are below those of the
County and State.
Characteristics of the household profile in the Portage region (i.e. lower average
household sizes, percent of 1-person households, family forming/sustaining
percentages) largely reflect the County profile although the prevalence of families
in general and husband/wife families is greater in the Township.
Households in Cassandra and Portage Township largely conform to the County
profile in terms of income sources, although a greater portion of those in Portage
Borough are more reliant on Social Security, SSI and SNAP.

The analysis of demographics and population is a key component of the planning
process as it helps to gain an appreciation of an area over a period and time and not
necessary as a snapshot of today’s conditions. The results highlight historic trends and
projected future conditions and establish a reference point from which planning, policy
evaluation and management of programs develop, and a sense of demographic
conditions and trends is a prerequisite for future planning.
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Trail Demand
The demand for more outdoor recreation and in particular hiking/biking trails is well
established in Cambria County and more importantly by the citizens of the Portage
Region. Outdoor activities have been important to Portage area residents for many
decades. They are not just seen as a “leisure activity” in the Portage area but as a part
of the way of life. The following section highlights this demand on a County and local
level. Results from a Public Opinion Survey conducted during the Cambria County
Comprehensive Plan Update (2011) and a portion of a Recreation Survey conducted for
this Trail Feasibility Study between November 2011 and April 2012 in the Portage
Region are provided as evidence of the desire for additional recreational opportunities in
the Region.
County Wide Demand
Cambria County is served by an extensive system of county wide and regional trails
including the Laurel Highland Hiking Trail, Ghost Town Trail, Path of the Flood Trail,
Prince Gallitzin State Park Trails, Bells Gap Rail Trail and the James Mayer Riverwalk
Trail. Although none of these trials are located in the Portage Region, they are
constructed and are important assets in the County and do attract a good number of
outdoor recreationists into the County. Cambria County residents expressed their
desire for more outdoor recreation opportunities during completion of the Cambria
County Comprehensive Plan Update (2011). As part of the public participation process
for the Plan update, the Cambria County Planning Commission (CCPC) conducted an
on-line Public Opinion Survey that provided an opportunity for residents to provide input
on strengths, issues and needs within the varied county communities. The Survey was
conducted between October and November 2010.
Results from the Survey
demonstrated the relative importance of outdoor forms of recreation to County
residents. Specifically, the results indicated the following:




Hiking/Biking Trails are seen as relatively important to County residents as 35%
of the respondents noted Hiking/Biking Trails as an important future
improvement.
Countywide, respondents ranked Hiking/Biking Trails and other forms of outdoor
recreation as among the “top 10” improvements county or local leaders should
address in the future.

It was also specifically noted in the County Plan that recreational opportunities can be
an incentive to attract new residents and that in an era of flat or no growth, multimunicipal approaches in providing recreational services are economically logical. It was
noted that both active and passive outdoor recreation and nature tourism can be an
important part of the economic base for municipalities. Development of the Martin
Branch Trail addresses the recreation, nature tourism and economic development
related themes established in the Cambria County Comprehensive Plan.
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Local Demand - Portage Region Recreation Survey
During the Public Participation Process for this Trail Feasibility Study, area residents
voiced their interest in outdoor recreation as a part of the community and indicated they
would like to see even more in the way of facilities and programming. A Recreation
Survey documenting the public perceptions on recreational facilities, programming and
needs was carried out between November 2011 and April 2012 in the Portage Region.
In the survey, area residents expressed an interest in a number of recreational facilities
including walking/hiking trails, bike trails, youth center and ATV/snowmobile trails. The
primary surveying means was an on-line survey via Survey Monkey that limited
responses to one per computer, although paper questionnaires were made available at
a series of community workshops in November 2011 and at the municipal buildings.
Completed paper questionnaires were collected and manually entered into Survey
Monkey to facilitate the analysis and interpretation of findings. A link to the on-line
survey was provided on the websites of Portage Borough, Portage Township and the
Portage Area School District. A total of 285 completed questionnaires were received as
a result of the outreach above, with responses by community generally consistent with
the population composition for the region, as summarized below.

Municipality
Cassandra
Borough
Portage
Borough
Portage
Township
Regional
Totals

# of Residents
Responding to
Survey

% Composition
of Respondents

2010 Population
as per US
Census

% Composition
of Regional
Population

10

3.5%

116

40.7%

2,638

41.1%

159

55.8%

3,640

56.7%

285

100%

6,425

100%

147

2.2%

Thus, Cassandra may be very slightly over-represented since with only 2.2% of the
population its residents accounted for 3.5% of the responses, however, given the tiny
population involved this slight over-representation actually helps the statistical review of
responses. Conversely, the Township is very slightly under-represented. It is thought
that none of these very slight aberrations have meaningful impact on the findings.
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Use of Facilities
The major public recreational facilities were identified in a survey item, including
Crichton McCormick Memorial Park, Derby Park in Cassandra, the Jamestown
Playground, Portage Area School District (PASD) facilities and the facilities of the
Portage Housing Community (administered by the Johnstown Housing Authority).
Space was provided for respondents to identify any other areas. Respondents were
asked which of the above recreation areas any member of their household visited within
the last 12 months. Multiple responses were permitted since it would be not uncommon
for a number of sites to be visited by a given household.
Household Use of Recreational Facilities
Facility

Response
Count

Response
Percent

55.6%

88.5%

91.0%

13.7%

44.4%
0.0%

66.4%
15.9%

66.7%
12.8%

36

12.9%

100.0%

7.1%

12.2%

35

12.6%

0.0%

10.6%

14.7%

3.6%

11.1%

2.7%

3.8%

9
1

113
3

156
3

Crichton McCormick Memorial Park

247

88.8%

PASD Recreational Facilities (i.e.

183

65.8%
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walking track, gym, fields, etc.)

Playground/Park at Portage Housing
Community/Apartments
Cassandra - Derby Park
Jamestown Playground/Park
Other (please specify)

Response Percent by Municipal
Residence
Cassandra
Portage
Portage
Borough
Borough
Township

10

Answered Question
278
Skipped Question
7
NOTES: Multiple responses permitted
Percentages reflect percent of those responding to the question

Nearly 90% of the households visited Crichton McCormick Memorial Park, far and
above the most popular recreational facility. Nearly two-thirds used the facilities of the
PASD. These results reveal an opportunity to connect the Martin Branch Trail with the
high number of users at these facilities. Trail Linkages to these facilities should be
considered to capture and attract those already using these facilities.
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Specific Recreation Facility Evaluation
Respondents were asked their feelings on the adequacy of specified types of facilities
within the recreational offerings within the region. Specifically, respondents were given
the choice to agree, disagree or have no opinion on the following statements on
recreation facilities (i.e. playgrounds, fields, parks, trails, etc.) in Portage Borough,
Cassandra Borough and Portage Township. A summary of the results follows.










There are adequate recreation facilities for organized sports
There are adequate recreation facilities for youth (age 3-12 years)
There are adequate recreation facilities for teens (age 13-18)
There are adequate recreation facilities for young adults (age 19-29)
There are adequate recreation facilities for middle-aged adults (age 30-59)
There are adequate recreation facilities for mature adults (age 60+)
There is adequate open space for passive recreation
There are adequate trails for hiking and biking
There are adequate trails for motorized recreation

Statement
There are adequate recreation facilities for
organized sports
There are adequate recreation facilities for
youth (age 3-12 years)
There are adequate recreation facilities for
teens (age 13-18)
There are adequate recreation facilities for
young adults (age 19-29)
There are adequate recreation facilities for
middle-aged adults (age 30-59)
There are adequate recreation facilities for
mature adults (age 60+)
There is adequate open space for passive
recreation
There are adequate trails for hiking and biking
There are adequate trails for motorized
recreation

Agree

Disagree

No Opinion

206
72.8%
196
69.3%
129
45.7%
96
34.2%
105
37.1%
106
37.7%
185
66.1%
97
34.4%
114
40.4%

61
21.6%
64
22.6%
139
49.3%
154
54.8%
138
48.8%
128
45.6%
66
23.6%
163
57.8%
131
46.5%

16
5.7%
23
8.1%
14
5.0%
31
11.0%
40
14.1%
47
16.7%
29
10.4%
22
7.8%
37
13.1%

Response
Count
283
283
282
281
283
281
280
282
282

Well over a majority of aggregate responses suggest adequate facilities for organized
sports, pre-teens and for passive recreation, although not for hiking and biking or for
young adults. Furthermore, approximately half of the respondents seem to feel that
there are not adequate recreational facilities for teens, middle-aged adults, mature
adults or for motorized recreation.
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Specific Recreation Facility Needs
Respondents were asked to identify the types of recreational facilities they feel are
needed in the area. The following delineates the responses.

Facility Needs
Walking/hiking trails
Bike trails
Youth center
ATV/snowmobile trails
Boating/fishing access areas
Dog (off-leash) park
In-line skating rink
Soccer fields
Nature parks/areas
Skateboard park
Public open space
Neighborhood playgrounds
Basketball courts
BMX track
Baseball/softball fields
Outdoor stage
Youth football fields
Health club
Picnic shelters/areas
Tennis courts
Equestrian trails
ADA/accessible facilities
Other
Answered question
Skipped question

Response
Count

185
180
137
134
110
108
106
103
90
89
87
82
80
80
69
68
67
64
57
56
40
38
28
275
10

Response
Percent

67.3%
65.5%
49.8%
48.7%
40.0%
39.3%
38.5%
37.5%
32.7%
32.4%
31.6%
29.8%
29.1%
29.1%
25.1%
24.7%
24.4%
23.3%
20.7%
20.4%
14.5%
13.8%
10.2%

Response Percent by Municipal
Residence

Cassandra
Borough

60.0%
70.0%
50.0%
90.0%
40.0%
20.0%
40.0%
40.0%
30.0%
40.0%
40.0%
20.0%
40.0%
30.0%
50.0%
20.0%
40.0%
20.0%
40.0%
20.0%
10.0%
10.0%
0.0%
10
0

Portage
Borough

64.9%
67.6%
53.2%
48.6%
40.5%
45.9%
40.5%
36.0%
37.8%
39.6%
30.6%
29.7%
29.7%
33.3%
26.1%
29.7%
24.3%
26.1%
20.7%
21.6%
12.6%
12.6%
11.7%
111
5

Portage
Township

69.5%
63.6%
47.4%
46.1%
39.6%
35.7%
37.0%
38.3%
29.2%
26.6%
31.8%
30.5%
27.9%
26.0%
22.7%
21.4%
23.4%
21.4%
19.5%
19.5%
16.2%
14.9%
9.7%
154
5

Trails are the most common and popular recreational facility needs, both walking/hiking
and bicycling across the board, regionally and locally within each of the three
communities. Approximately one-half of the respondents to this item see the need for a
youth center, again across the regional and the individual communities. The fourth
most popular need is for all-terrain vehicle (ATV) and snowmobile trails, as expressed
by just under one-half of the respondents from Portage Borough and Portage Township,
but by fully 90% of the Cassandra respondents. Overall, the percentage of regional
residents expressing the need for boating/fishing access is nearly identical with the
individual percentages for each community. Surprisingly many of the needs are viewed
similarly by the residents of the three communities. The following graphically depicts
the responses by community.
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Portage Township

The graphic reveals the relative
numerical popularity of bike and
walking/hiking trails but also the
perceived need for a youth center,
conforming to the order of needs seen in
Portage Borough as well. Significant
numbers also see the need for boating
and fishing areas, soccer fields, skating
rink and park, public open space and
neighborhood playgrounds.

Portage Borough
The graphic reveals the relative
numerical popularity of bike and
walking/hiking trails but also the
perceived need for a youth center.
Significant numbers also see the need
for an off-lease dog park, boating and
fishing areas, skating rink and park,
nature park and soccer fields.

Cassandra Borough
Numerically, the graphic shows the
popularity of ATV and snowmobile
trails, bike trails and walking trails is
obvious, as well as the need for
Ballfields and a youth center. Soccer
fields, youth football fields, open
space, picnic areas and boating and
fishing access were also popular
responses.
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Specific Recreation Programming Evaluation
Respondents were asked their feelings on the adequacy of specified types of
recreational programming within the region. Specifically, respondents were given the
choice to agree, disagree or have no opinion on the following statements on recreation
programs (i.e. organized sports/recreation, fitness, etc.) in Portage Borough, Cassandra
Borough and Portage Township. A summary of the results follows.





There are adequate recreation programs for school age kids (age 5-18)
There are adequate recreation programs for young adults (age 19-29)
There are adequate recreation programs for middle-aged adults (age 30-59)
There are adequate recreation programs for mature adults (age 60+)

Statement

Agree

Disagree

No Opinion

There are adequate recreation programs for
school age kids (age 5-18)
There are adequate recreation programs for
young adults (age 19-29)
There are adequate recreation programs for
middle-aged adults (age 30-59)
There are adequate recreation programs for
mature adults (age 60+)

186
65.7%
96
33.8%
81
28.8%
84
29.8%

69
24.4%
154
54.4%
154
54.8%
145
51.4%

28
9.9%
34
12.0%
46
16.4%
53
18.8%

Response
Count
283
284
281
282

While nearly two-thirds of the responses feel that there are adequate recreation
programs for school age children, a majority believe that that is the only identified age
grouping where adequate recreational programming exists.
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Specific Recreation Programming Needs
Respondents were asked to identify the types of recreational programming opportunities
they feel are needed in the area. A summary of the results follows.

Programming Needs Response Response
Count

Teen programs
Adult fitness programs
Adult sports leagues
Learn-to-swim
Youth fitness programs
Before/after school programs
Youth summer camps
Programs for mentally and
physically challenged
Art, dance & performing arts
Child care
Youth sports leagues
Senior-oriented programs
Nature/environmental
education
Martial arts
Pre-school programs
Other

Answered question
Skipped question

Percent

Response Percent by Municipal
Residence
Cassandra
Portage
Portage
Borough
Borough
Township
66.7%
60.2%
60.4%
33.3%
59.3%
50.0%
44.4%
51.3%
43.8%
22.2%
44.2%
47.9%
55.6%
45.1%
43.1%
33.3%
39.8%
39.6%
44.4%
39.8%
38.9%

161
142
125
121
118
105
105

60.5%
53.4%
47.0%
45.5%
44.4%
39.5%
39.5%

104

39.1%

22.2%

43.4%

36.8%

99
90
89
88

37.2%
33.8%
33.5%
33.1%

33.3%
22.2%
44.4%
22.2%

36.3%
42.5%
37.2%
34.5%

38.2%
27.8%
29.9%
32.6%

87

32.7%

22.2%

36.3%

30.6%

75
68
10

28.2%
25.6%
3.8%

22.2%
33.3%
0.0%
9
1

33.6%
27.4%
5.3%
113
3

24.3%
23.6%
2.8%
144
15

266
19

Recreational programming focused on teens is by far the most popular type of
programming in the region as well as in the three communities. Elsewhere, there are
variations among certain perceived programming needs. Adult fitness, programs for the
challenged, child care and nature/environmental education is identified particularly by
Portage Borough residents, while youth fitness, youth sports and pre-school
programming is important among the Cassandra residents responding. Adult fitness
programming is a need by both Portage Township and Portage Borough residents. The
Martin Branch Trail can help address the recreation programming needs of the region
by being both a physical recreation asset and a platform for different types and styles of
recreation programming perhaps not possible elsewhere in the region.
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Portage Borough
The graphic shows the numerical
popularity of teen programs, adult
fitness and adult sports as well as
youth fitness, swimming, special
needs and child care programs
among Portage Borough respondents.

Portage Township
The graphic shows the numerical
popularity of teen programs, adult
fitness, swimming, youth fitness
before/after school, youth summer
camps, arts related and special
needs programs among Portage
Township respondents.

Cassandra Borough
The graphic shows the numerical
popularity of teen programs and youth
fitness programs, as well as adult
sports, youth sports and youth
summer camp programming among
Cassandra respondents.
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Household Information
For planning and future programming purposes, respondents were asked to describe
their respective households, identifying the number of persons in certain age cohorts Pre-school, School-age, Young adult, Middle-age adults and Mature adults. The 284
responding households (only one person not responding to this item) together comprise
a total of 621 persons. The table below delineates the age grouping represented by the
respondents.

Age Cohorts
Pre-school
School-age (5-18)
Young adult (19-29)
Middle-age adults (3059)
Mature adults (60+)
Total Population
Represented by
Respondents

Answered question
Skipped question

Number in
each
Cohort

Percent of
Responding
Population

28
202
91

4.5%
32.5%
14.7%

247
53
621
284
1

39.8%
8.5%
100%

Response Percent by Municipal
Residence

Cassandra
Borough

Portage
Borough

Portage
Township

9.1%
31.8%
9.1%

5.6%
32.5%
13.9%

3,5%
32.6%
15.6%

45.5%
4.5%

39.3%
8.7%

39.8%
8.6%

22
10
0

252
116
0

347
158
1

Regionally, only a small portion of the responding households contain pre-schoolers,
but given the older demographic profile of the region as a whole, the portion with older
residents is relatively small as well. Respondents from Cassandra are more likely to
have pre-school and less likely to have mature adults than the other two communities.
Overall, the household profile suggests that the survey results reflect the perceptions of
residents ranging from school age through the family-forming/sustaining years.
Summary
Results of the Recreation Survey described above indicate that both motorized and
non-motorized trails are seen as a major need in the region. The results also indicate
residents heavily use area recreational facilities and would like to see even more in the
way of recreation facilities and programming. It is also suggested from the Survey that
there is special interest in recreation facilities and programming for all age groups, since
like most everywhere area residents are remaining active into their senior years. These
results reveal the need for a public use trail that will serve a wide range of age groups
and abilities.
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Profile of Trail Users
The results of Portage Region Recreation Survey suggest that the Martin Branch Trail
will appeal to a broad spectrum of School-age (5-18), Young Adult (19-29), Middle-age
adults (30-59) and Mature adults (60+) users from Portage Borough, Portage Township
and Cassandra Borough. It is anticipated that the Trail will be used during all four
seasons of the year for a variety of non-motorized uses including walking, hiking,
jogging, nature watching, biking, cross-country skiing and snow shoeing. It is anticipated
that the majority of use will occur during the summer and fall months. Although facilities
for equestrian users are not specifically recommended in the Study, this use will not be
specifically banned from the Trail.
Initial Usage Levels
Initially the Martin Branch Trail will be primarily used by residents of Portage Borough,
Portage Township and Cassandra Borough. It also can be expected that the Trail will
serve residents in municipalities surrounding the Portage Region including Wilmore and
Lilly Boroughs and Munster, Summerhill and Washington Townships that are already
using recreation facilities in the Portage Region and those residents/visitors coming to
the Portage Region to visit the Wind Energy Education Center. According to the 2010
US Census, the population of the Portage Region (6,425) and the surrounding
municipalities (5,225) together was approximately 11,650. Information provided by Mr.
Michael Barton of the Wind Energy Education Center indicates he has provided Wind
Turbines tours to an average of approximately 1,700 individuals per year between 2007
and 2012. These 1,700 individuals coming to the area along with the 11,650 residents
already in the Portage region and surrounding areas totals approximately 13,350
residents and visitors that will provide a ready audience for the Martin Branch Trail.
Although not all residents and visitors will actually use the Trail, it is believed a
significant portion will use it on multiple occasions. Using a conservative 5% user rate
and an average of five (5) visits per user translates to over 3,300 total user visits per
year. Increasing the user rate to 10% and the average visits per user to ten (10),
translates to an initial usage level of over 13,000 total user visits per year.
Future Usage Levels
Cambria County is served by an extensive system of existing outdoor recreational
facilities including land and water trails and greenways, municipal parks, state and
federal lands and boating and fishing on public access impoundments and waterways.
Together, they help to establish Cambria County as a known destination for
hikers/bikers and outdoor recreation enthusiasts looking for both passive and active
forms of recreation. The success of these existing recreation areas has helped to
increase the public’s awareness and interest in recreation opportunities within the
County. The Martin Branch Trail will add to the County’s reputation as a designation for
outdoor recreation enthusiasts and will help to attract more users to the outdoor
recreation assets in the County. Therefore, as a result of this collective draw, it is
expected that the usage of the levels of the Martin Branch Trail will increase annually.
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Actual usage levels on seven (7) trails located across Pennsylvania including the
Armstrong Trail, Pine Creek Trail, Oil Heritage Regional Trail System, the York County
Heritage Rail Trail, Perkiomen Trail, Schuylkill River Trail and the nearby Ghost Town
Trail were reviewed to help further define the projected usage of the Martin Branch Trail.
The following Table D-13 presents available usage information for the seven (7) trails.
TABLE D-13
TRAIL USAGE COMPARISON
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Trail
Ghost Town Trail
Armstrong Trail
Pine Creek Trail
Oil Heritage Regional
Trail System
Heritage Rail Trail
County Park
Perkiomen Trail
Schuylkill River Trail

Length
(miles)

Surveyed
Year

Cambria County
Armstrong and
Clarion Counties
Tioga County

36

2008

Annual Number
of Total User
Visits
75,600

39

2010

80,638

57

2006

138,227

Venango County

60

2006

160,792

York County

23

2007

394,823

21

2007

397,814

130

2008

800,000

Service Area

Montgomery
County
Southeastern
Pennsylvania

Source: Rails-To-Trails Conservancy - User Survey and Economic Impact Analyzes

Although the lengths and service areas of the trails shown above vary from the Martin
Branch Trail, this information does help to provide an expectation of the amount of
usage the Martin Branch Trail could receive in the future. Although it is unlikely the
Martin Branch Trail will experience over 100,000 total user visits per year, it can be
expected to eventually attract a usage level relatively close to the Ghost Town Trail.
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Linkages and Connections
The Martin Branch Trail will address the outdoor recreation needs expressed in the
Portage Region Recreation survey and will provide a realistic way to link area residents
and other trail users to the area’s rich coal, rail and natural heritage and to existing
recreation facilities. The following identifies some of the heritage resources, recreation
areas and other points of interest located in or in proximity to the Martin Branch Trail
Corridor. Location signs and Interpretation panels will be installed appropriately along
the Trail to call out the location of these resources. Because of the high number of
heritage, recreation and other points of interest connected to or within proximity of the
Trail Corridor, the Martin Branch Trail can be promoted as both a Portage Area
recreation asset and a local heritage tourism asset. A map highlighting these resources
is provided on page 61.
Coal and Rail Heritage Resources
Coal mines in the immediate vicinity of Portage were contained within the valleys of
Spring Run and Trout Run which form a "V" shape that intersects at the western end
Portage. A number of satellite mining communities were also established in association
with these mines including Sonman, Shoemaker, and
Benscreek to the northeast and Blue Bird, Miller Shaft,
Red Bird, Fiddler's Green, Puritan, and Martindale to the
southeast. Portage's Main Line location at the base of
the "V" and the center of operations made it a natural
residential and commercial hub. Although there were no
mines listed as Portage mines, Portage miners worked in
all mines up and down the line. Among them was
Martin’s Colliery #1 and a shaft in Puritan, opened by
John Calvin Martin, an early lumber entrepreneur as
well. Martin also developed the three-mile “Martin
Branch” railroad in the 1880’s, after the extension of a
rail spur was not approved by the Pennsylvania Rail
Road (PRR).
The short line apparently became
profitable as Martin leased the coal to other operators then charged them for shipping
on the Martin Branch line. Apparently after looking at the success, the PRR reversed
itself and bought line in 1886. This triggered even more mining activities along the
Martin Branch. By 1925, the Sonman Shaft Coal Company had 597 employees. After
the Great Depression, the company was acquired by the Koppers Coal Company and
employed 1,120 (Fitzsimons 1990: 10). Trail users will be connected this coal and rail
heritage through the Portage Area Historical Society’s Coal Heritage Auto Tour Stops
and the Portage Borough Historic District.
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The Portage Area Historical Society’s Coal Heritage Auto Tour Stops
The Portage Area Historical Society was formed in 1992 as a 501(c) (3) charitable
foundation. The Society is dedicated to the preservation, education and exploration of
the rich industrial history of Portage and the surrounding local area. The Historical
Society manages the Portage Station Museum located in the 1926 original (restored)
railroad depot building in Portage. The museum contains extraordinary displays of area
history and culture formed through the influences of coal mining, railroads, steel,
forests, water, and recreation. Dedicated volunteers staff, manage, and operate the
museum, its programs and activities. Vestiges of the boom era in coal mining still
remain in the Portage Region and especially in the Trail Corridor. The Society identified
and signed a Coal Heritage Auto Tour to mark the location of eighteen (18) “stops”
showing the location of the coal related places that helped shape the coal heritage and
history of the Portage Area. Of the eighteen (18) “stops”, seven (7) are located in the
Trail Corridor. These seven (7) “stops” are summarized as follows:


Stop #10 Acid Mine Drainage – Trout Run is heavily polluted from discharges coming
from old upstream mines between Portage and Martindale. Most notably of these is the
Miller Shaft and Puritan Mine discharges:
o

Miller Shaft Abandoned Mine Drainage
(AMD) Discharge - The Discharge itself
is located between Portage Borough
and Miller Shaft. The discharge flows in
its own channel for approximately 200-ft
before entering Trout Run. At the mouth
of the discharge there is an average flow
of 6,384 GPM and a pH that fluctuates
from 4.8 to 6.3.
The Trout Run
Watershed Association is actively
involved with remediation of this
discharge.

o

Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage
(AMD) Discharge and Treatment
System - The Puritan AMD Discharge
and Treatment System are located off of
PA Rt. 164 near Puritan in Portage
Township.
The System is located
completely across right-of-way of the
former Martin Branch railroad.
The
Trout Run Watershed Association is
actively involved with remediation of this
discharge.
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Stop #13 - Refuse Pile – The Miller Shaft
Mine Refuse Pile is located on Rt. 164 near
Miller Shaft. The pile is owned by the

Cooney Brothers Coal Company and is
currently under lease to the Robindale
Energy Company. In addition to the Miller
Shaft Mine Refuse Pile there are
numerous smaller mine refuse piles
located in and adjacent to the right-of-way.
A higher concentration of these smaller
mine refuse piles area located between
Fiddlers Green and Martindale.


Stop #14 – Mining Office - surrounding the Portage Township Municipal Building
is the area of the old Miller Shaft mining complex of the Former Johnstown Coal
and Coke Company. The Miller Coal Company originally opened a shaft south of
Portage on Trout Run in about 1910. The Johnstown Coal and Coke Company
purchased the mine and associated buildings at the Miller Shaft in about 1930.
The mine continued to operate until 1955, when Johnstown Coal and Coke
Company began to shut down all of its Pennsylvania mines (Fitzsimons 1990:
43). The Municipal Building was once the mining office. In the late 1980s, the
National Park Service noted that:
Three buildings remain at the site – a mule
barn, a blacksmith and carpenter shop,
and an office. The mule barn was erected
about 1920 and has yellow-brick walls,
brick pilasters, a gable roof, and a stone
foundation. The nearby blacksmith and
carpenter shop may have been built in the
1910s. According to a Sanborn Insurance
map of 1927, the building contained stone
masonry walls; however, they are now
largely infilled with concrete block. North of
these two structures stands the office building, the second one built near the
Miller Shaft. Johnstown Coal & Coke apparently tore down the original office in
the 1930s when the company built a new larger building. Now abandoned, this
second office building is a one-story, yellow-brick structure with a gable roof, and
three gable-roof dormers. All of the windows have been infilled with block or
covered with plywood. A concrete-block garage addition was erected on the east
end of the building in the 1960s. Although the office building is abandoned, the
former mule barn located near Fiddlers Green is occupied by an auto repair
shop, and the blacksmith and carpenter shop is used by a sanitation company
(Fitzsimons 1990: 43).



Stop # 15 Company Houses - adjacent to Portage Township Municipal Building along
Miller Shaft Road is a row of houses that are an excellent example of company houses
built for the workers by the coal company.
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Stop #16 Mine Entrance – located approximately 0.2 mile above Municipal Rd. on the
left side of PA Rt. 164 is the sealed entrance to the former Jailbird Mine. It is an
excellent example of a sealed mine entrance.



Stop #17 - Martin Branch Railroad – as noted previously, Calvin Martin, an early lumber
entrepreneur developed the three-mile “Martin Branch” railroad in the 1880’s, after the
extension of a rail spur was not approved by the PRR. The short line carried coal to
market from 34 mines located “up the creek” between Portage and Martindale.



Stop #18 - Blacksmith Shop – the former
Blacksmith Shop of the Johnstown Coal and Coke
Company is located near Fiddlers Green and is
currently used as an auto repair shop. In addition,
adjacent to the Shop is the location of the former
site No. 2 Tipple and No. 2 Mine. The area has
since been reclaimed and remains a cleared
grassed area.

Portage Borough - The Portage Historic District
Trail users will be connected to
the Portage Historic District on
the northern terminus of the
Trail. The District was listed on
the National Register of Historic
Places in 1995. As described in
the District’s nomination form
(Smith 1995), the Portage
Historic District reflects the
Portage Region’s industrial past
including its railroad influences.
It contains 637 buildings, of
which 561 are contributing, and
encompasses about 50% of the
Borough’s area. The Portage
Historic District contains comparatively few noncontributing resources for a district of
this size. The settlement patterns and streetscapes remain largely intact with relatively
little new construction occurring within the historic district. Although alterations,
especially to historic building materials, and demolition, most notably in the commercial
district have taken their toll; a strong sense of the historic feeling, spatial relationships
and associations is still evident. Overall, only approximately twelve percent of the
Portage Historic District is rated noncontributing. The District retains its feeling and
association with the transportation systems that placed it on the "industrial 'Main Street'
of Pennsylvania" and the commercial enterprises and labor community that cooperated
to keep it there.
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Natural Heritage Resources
While much of the industrial heritage of the Portage region revolved around the
extraction of natural resource, first timber then coal, increasingly residents are
interested in enhancing, preserving and enjoying the natural features of the area,
especially as some of the excesses of timber and coal boom eras are remediated. A
number of Natural Heritage Resources are located in and in proximity to the Trail
Corridor including Trout Run, Landscape Conservation Areas, a State Game Land,
Wind Turbines and a proposed Wind Energy Education Center as described below






Trout Run - is the dominant surface water feature
through the Trail Corridor. Trout Run is listed as a
Cold Water Fishery (CWF) by Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP).
Trout Run starts in the higher elevations surrounding
Martindale and generally flows parallel to PA Rt. 164
in Portage Township and cuts through Portage
Borough before flowing into the Little Conemaugh
River. Trout Run carries pollution from the Miller
Shaft and other several small AMD discharges. One
larger and several smaller tributaries cross through
the Trail Corridor. The Martin Branch Trail will be
aligned parallel to Trout Run for most of its length. The Trout Run Watershed
Association and the Traditional Anglers of Pennsylvania (TAP) have been
working to transform this resource into a productive fishery.
Landscape Conservation Areas - the Cambria
County Natural Heritage Inventory (NHI) identified
two (2) Landscape Conservation Areas in Portage
Township, Allegheny Front Landscape Conservation
Area #5 and the Allegheny Front Landscape
Conservation Area #6, as having ecological
significance. They are described in the NHI as
regional assets that improve quality of life by
providing a landscape imbued with a sense of beauty
and wilderness and their high ecological integrity
offers unique capacity to support biodiversity and
human health. Trail users will pass through
Allegheny Front Landscape Conservation Area #5
near Puritan and Martindale.
State Game Lands No. 26 – Although not located in the Trail Corridor, a portion
of State Game Land No. 26 is located nearby in southern Portage Township. In
total, State Game Lands No. 26 provides over 1,200 acres of open space for
hunting, fishing and nature watching.
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Wind Turbines - perhaps curiously, the Portage
region’s long association with energy and the
Allegheny Front has manifested itself in a
completely different form in the 21st Century. After
providing wood to fuel locomotives and coal for
homes, transportation and industry, the Portage
region’s location near the Allegheny Front, an early
obstacle to travel, made it a good location for wind
turbines. Approximately 30 turbines are located
near the Trail Corridor most of which will be visible
to Trail users. Scores more are located in nearby
communities in Cambria and Blair Counties. An
ironic “green energy” twist for an area long
associated with fossil fuels.
Wind Energy Education Center – The Center will be formally named the
Environmental Resources Information, Technology and Education Center
(ERITEC) but will be known locally as the Wind Energy Education Center. It will
provide education and support services to several projects being installed along the
Appalachian Ridge. The Center will be run by a non-profit organization that

provides education, outreach and support services to a wide variety of people
ranging tom individuals, schools, universities, industry, professional
organizations, state organizations and political bodies. It is committed to helping

projects cause as little disturbance as possible to the environment ensuring the aquatic,
plant and wildlife is not harmed. The Wind Energy Education Center will serve as

southern terminus and Trail Head location for the Martin Branch Trail.
Recreation Resources

The Martin Branch Trail will provide linkages to significant recreation resources
including the Crichton McCormick Memorial Park, Portage Area School District
recreation facilities and the Main Line Canal Greenway. The Trail will also be located in
close proximity to existing on-road motorized tours, several other proposed trails and a
proposed greenway. The following further describes these facilities and their resources.


Crichton McCormick Memorial Park - This is a multi-purpose site operated by the
Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission (PAJRC) that serves recreational
needs for residents of Portage and the larger region. The Park is comprised of
an assortment of active and passive recreational facilities, as summarized below.
o

Swimming Pool: The pool is a popular
summertime destination for area residents.
Discussions with Portage Area School
Students during a focus group meeting in
April 2012 suggests that it is “the place to
be” in the summertime for Portage youth.
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o

Pavilions:
There are ten (10) picnic
pavilions of varying sizes, accommodating
anywhere from 40 – 200 persons. The
pavilions or shelters are generally located
in the eastcentral and southeastern
sections of the Park, with a number in the
wooded and others in cleared areas of the
Park.

o

Lighted Courts: Lighted tennis courts and
a lighted basketball court are located on a
side drive near the Park’s entrance. These
courts have hard surfaces and are in good
condition. There also is an unlighted court
between the basketball court and two
tennis courts with a stabilized surface. A
gravel parking area is located in this
section as well.

o

Ball Fields: There are four (4) ball fields
located in the northwestern and western
sections of the Park including a lighted
Little League field, two softball fields and a
Pee Wee baseball field, all generally
located in the and western sections of the
Park.

o

Trail: A meandering trail winds its way through sections of the Park and is especially
visible along the southern and eastern sections of the Park. The trail traverses some
extremely scenic areas as well as yards adjacent to neighboring residential areas.

o

Wooden Playground Equipment:
A
children’s play area, Project Kids Place,
comprised of a wooden play apparatus area
and a wooded ship is located in the Park.
The Playground attracts a large number of
users annually to the Park.

o

Fish Nursery: Probably one of the more unique facilities
within the Park is the Kane Run Trout Nursery operated by
the Traditional Anglers of Pennsylvania (TAP) in
conjunction with the Pennsylvania Fish and Boat
Commission. The nursery is open to the public and
supplies 3,000 trout per year to area streams. TAP sees
the nursery as a part of environmental tourism and as a
means of attracting more potential fisherman/women.

o

Monument: A monument in memory of the miners killed during the famous Sonman
Mine Explosion in 1940 is located near the Park entrance.
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Portage Area School District (PASD) Facilities - The Portage Area School District
serves the residents in Portage Borough, Cassandra Borough and Portage
Township. The District operates the Portage Area Jr./Sr. High School and the
Portage Area Elementary-Middle School which along with the District’s
administrative offices are located together at 84 Mountain Avenue. School
District buildings, facilities and athletic fields are located in both Portage Borough
and Portage Township. The PASD maintains a number of athletic and
recreational facilities, as summarized below.
o

Playground: This play area is located on the
PASD Campus at the top of Mountain
Avenue in front of the Elementary School.
This is a relatively new facility consisting of a
variety of new play equipment in excellent
condition, including a large swing set (11
swings during field visit), slides, climbing
apparatus and picnic tables. Signage posts
the facility for children 12 years and younger,
and hours from 8:00 AM to dusk.

o

Baseball Complex: This facility is located off
campus and consists of two baseball fields.
Pete Haschak Memorial Baseball Field is the
home of the Portage Mustangs varsity
baseball team. The pony field, which is
adjacent to Haschak Field, is the home of
the Portage Mustangs junior varsity and
junior high baseball teams.

o

Elementary Gymnasium: The Elementary School Gymnasium can be accessed at
the main entrance of the Portage Area Elementary School, which is across the
parking lot from the high school. This gym consists of a small gym and two locker
rooms. Currently, the junior girls basketball team, junior high and varsity wrestling,
and the junior high girls volleyball teams call the Elementary Gym their home.

o

Fitness Center: Opened in the summer of
2010, the Portage Area School District Fitness
Center is located in the High School. The
center is divided into three areas: cardio
machines, pin machines, and free weights.
The fitness center is used by physical
education classes, athletic teams, and
students before, during, and after school
hours.
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o

Football Stadium: Located off campus, the
historic Portage Area Football Stadium is
home to the varsity, junior varsity, and junior
high football teams. The football stadium, the
result of a Works Progress Administration
project, was constructed in the 1930s.

o

Len Chappell Gymnasium: The Len Chappell Gymnasium is located in the High
School. It was dedicated to Len Chappell, former Portage, Wake Forest, and New
York Knicks standout.

o

Softball Field: Located behind the high school, the softball field is the home of the
Portage Mustangs softball team.

o

Track: The Portage Area School District Track
is located behind the high school. It can be
easily accessed between the high school and
elementary school. It is the home of the
Portage Mustangs varsity and junior high boys
and girls track and field teams. Signage
permits use and restrictions for others.

o

Wrestling Room: Opened in 2011, the wrestling room is the practice facility for the
Portage Mustangs varsity and junior high wrestling teams. It is located in the
Elementary School.
Source: http://www.portageareasd.org/?DivisionID=11019&DepartmentID=11460

Main Line Canal Greenway™ - The Main Line Canal Greenway is a 320-mile
corridor that follows the historic path of the Main Line Canal System connecting
Pittsburgh and Harrisburg, and points between. The Allegheny Ridge portion of
this Greenway extends approximately one (1) mile to either side of the Little
Conemaugh River through the Portage Region. The Portage Borough end of the
Trail will be located in the Greenway. The Greenway It is not a single, longdistance trail for unimpeded travel but is intended to serve as a physical
connector that improves opportunities for public access, linkage to important
destinations, and economic development. Its core directive is to facilitate a
continuous land and water based recreation system that serves as a connectivity
and unification tool for local governments and organizations wishing to create
recreation, heritage, environmental, educational, and economic development
projects that maximize the quality of life for Pennsylvania residents.
Path of Progress National Heritage Tour Route – This national heritage driving
route winds through nine southwestern Pennsylvania counties. The tour route is
the link to discovering the industrial and cultural heritage of Southwestern
Pennsylvania and its influence on the development of the nation. Along the route
you can explore four National Parks, 18 State Parks and many other State and
private historical sites to discover the story of a people who helped a nation to
grow, from the American Revolution through the Industrial Revolution and into
the future. The Route follows PA Rt. 53 just north of the Trail Corridor and also
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follows PA Rts. 160, 869 and State Route 3024 and connects to various
industrial and cultural heritage sites within Cambria County. Sites that are
highlighted along the Route in and near the Portage Region include:
•
•
•
•
•
•


Floods, Mines & Inclines Motorcycle Tour - This 120 mile designated Motorcycle
tour loops through Cambria, Indiana and Blair Counties and is designed to
feature sites related to the areas floods, mines and inclines. This Motor Tour
follows PA Rt. 53 north of the Trail Corridor and connects the Portage Region
with Johnstown, Seward, Armaugh, Yellow Creek Lake, Carrolltown, Patton,
Glendale Lake, Ashville, Cresson, Lilly, Wilmore, St. Michael-Sidman and South
Fork and to sites related to the areas floods, mines and inclines, including
•
•
•
•
•
•
•



The Portage Station Museum
Wilmore-Summerhill-Ehrenfeld – These Main Line communities along PA 53
follow the Path of the Allegheny Portage and Pennsylvania Railroads and
continue the coal mining heritage of the Region
Sidman-Salix-Elton – These communities follow the Main Line’s connection to
Windber and served as trading centers
South Fork Fishing and Hunting Club Historic District
The Eureka Mine 40 Coal Heritage Overlook
Johnstown Flood National Memorial

Allegheny Portage Railroad National Historic Site
Seldom Seen Coal Mine
Johnstown 1889 Flood Memorial National Historic Site
Johnstown Heritage Discovery Center
Wagner-Ritter House
Johnstown Flood Museum
Johnstown Incline Plane

Allegheny Mountains Motorcycle Tour - This designated Motorcycle tour is
approximately 155 miles in length and loops through for through gently rolling
hills that dip down into farm-filled valleys of the Allegheny Mountains. This Motor
Tour also follows PA Rt. 53 just north of the Trail Corridor and connects the
Portage Region with Johnstown, South Fork, St. Michael-Sidman, Wilmore,
Cresson and to various Heritage Sites including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Allegheny Portage Railroad National Historic Site/Horseshoe Curve
Altoona Railroaders Memorial Museum
Johnstown 1889 Flood Memorial National Historic Site
Johnstown Heritage Discovery Center
Wagner-Ritter House
Johnstown Flood Museum
Johnstown Incline Plane
Somerset Historical Center
Fort Bedford Museum
Old Bedford Village
Baker Mansion
Reiser House Visitor's Center & Canal Basin Park
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Proposed Trails and Greenways - The Southern Alleghenies Greenways and
Open Space Network Plan completed in 2007 outlines a series of policies and
projects for linking existing natural and man-made resources within the Southern
Alleghenies Region (Cambria, Blair, Bedford, Fulton, Huntingdon and Somerset
Counties). By connecting these assets into a comprehensive greenway network,
the region’s natural resources are leveraged to promote and strengthen their
value to the region. The Southern Alleghenies Greenways and Open Space
Network Plan proposed a number of greenway and trail corridors within or near
the Portage Region.
o

Ghost Town Trail Connector Greenway - The Ghost Town Trail Connector is an
approximately 18 mile recreational corridor envisioned to extend the existing
Ghost Town Trail into the Portage Region. This corridor would extend from near
Portage Borough northward along Summerhill Township’s eastern border to
connect with the existing Ghost Town Trail near Ebensburg Borough. Portions of
the corridor would run adjacent to the Wilmore Reservoir in Portage Township. A
maintained 6'-10' wide multipurpose trail is also proposed.

o

Portage South Trail - This proposed trail would extend southeast from Portage
Borough and terminate in State Gameland #26. The approximately 5.5 mile
corridor is envisioned to consist of a maintained dirt trail.

o

Little Conemaugh Trail - This proposed trail would stretch approximately 4.5
miles from the Wildwood Springs Trail to the Main Line Canal Greenway™. The
Little Conemaugh Trail accesses State Gameland #279 and is envisioned to
consist of a maintained dirt trail.

Proposed Mainline Trail - The Allegheny Ridge Corporation is leading the
planning efforts for this proposed trail. As the name implies, this proposed trail
would run along the course of the mainline canal. The trail would provide a
physical connection between Ehrenfeld, Summerhill and Wilmore Boroughs and
would cross through Croyle and Summerhill Townships. The trail would also
connect through the Portage area (north of the Martin Branch Trail Corridor), Lilly
and onto Cresson. The trail would have a southern terminus in Ehrenfeld where
it would connect with the Path of the Flood Trail. Once completed, the Mainline
Trail would become part of the Pennsylvania Mainline Canal HarrisburgPittsburgh Greenway.
Proposed Forest Hills Trails - Recent planning efforts in the adjacent Forest Hills
Region have identified three (3) proposed trail segments that would connect the
St. Michael area with Sidman, Sidman to the Beaverdam Run Reservoir along
the Rt. 869 corridor and Sidman to Gallitzin State Forest Land. These trails
would be located just southwest of the Martin Branch Trail Corridor and would
have the potential to ultimately connect with the Martin Branch Trail in Portage
Township.
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Conclusions
Demand for more outdoor forms of recreation including hiking and biking trails and
recreation programming is high in the Portage Region as evidenced by the results of the
Portage Region Recreation survey. The Martin Branch Trail will directly address this
demand. The Martin Branch Trail will initially be a local use Trail that will improve the
quality of life for residents in the Portage Region. The Trail will not initially be physically
connected to a larger regional trail network but will be in proximity to proposed trails and
greenways including the Main Line Canal Trail, Forest Hills Trails, Portage South Trail
and the Ghost Town Trail Connector Greenway and can serve as an incubator for their
development. The Trail will connect users to a significant number of local assets
including a Wind Energy Education Center, the Miller Shaft Abandoned Mine Drainage
(AMD) and Puritan AMD Treatment System, a registered Historic District, a Landscape
Conservation Area, Trout Run and seven (7) Coal Heritage Auto Tour stops, existing
recreation areas and to the villages of Martindale, Puritan, Fiddlers Green, Redbird and
Miller Shaft in Portage Township and to Portage Borough. Signs will be installed along
the Trail to call out the location of these resources and Interpretation panels will be
installed at the Puritan AMD Treatment System and at the Wind Energy Education
Center. The Martin Branch Trail will become part of the Mainline Canal Greenway and
will help to improve public access to outdoor recreation and can serve as an incubator
for other recreation, heritage, environmental, educational, and economic development
related projects. The Martin Branch Trail will be promoted as a Portage Area recreation
asset and acknowledged as a local heritage tourism asset that provides a realistic way
to connect Portage residents and other trail users to local industrial and natural heritage
and recreation resources.
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PHYSICAL INVENTORY AND ASSESSMENT
The following section summarizes the results of a physical inventory and assessment of
the Trail Corridor between Portage Borough and the proposed Wind Energy Education
Center located to the east of Martindale in Portage Township. The inventory and
assessment focused on existing features including dimensions of the right-of-way and
surrounding land use, natural and wildlife features, structures within the Corridor, the
location and capacity of infrastructure and utilities, intersection and access points and
other environmental features.
The Physical Inventory was completed using a
combination of secondary sources and field investigations.
Physiographic Analysis
The Trail Corridor is located in the Appalachian Plateaus Physiographic Province which
includes the Allegheny Front and the Allegheny Ridge. This area is generally
characterized by rounded ridges and knobs and gently rolling hills dissected by steep
stream valleys. The Trail Corridor is heavily forested and generally unsuitable for
intensive development or agriculture. The following further highlights the physiographic
features of the Trail Corridor.


Right-of-Way Width, Length and Boundaries - The right-of-way of the former
Martin Branch between Portage Borough and Martindale in Portage Township is
approximately 14,000-ft in length.
The width of the right-of-way varies
considerably with some sections extending 100-feet across while other sections
are only 15-feet or less across. Approximately 88% (11,500-ft) of the right-ofway is over 50-ft across. Narrower sections (less than 15-ft across) do exist near
the Portage Borough and Martindale but account for only approximately 1.5%
(200-ft) of the right-of-way. The most narrow point on the Portage Borough end
is approximately 15-ft across and extends for approximately 60-ft which is still
enough room to align a pedestrian trail within. Portions of the last 140-ft of rightof-way on the Martindale end are less than 5-ft across which would restrict the
ability to construct the Trail in that area.
Overall, the right-of-way is
approximately 22-acres in size. Table PA-1 localizes the width and length for
four selected sections of the right-of-way.
TABLE PA-1
WIDTH AND DISTANCE OF RIGHT-OF-WAY
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Section

Portage Borough to Miller Shaft
Miller Shaft to Fiddlers Green
Fiddlers Green to the Puritan AMD System
Puritan AMD System to Martindale

Source: The EADS Group, 2012

Approximate Width
(ft)
15 to 95
50 to 95
50 to 90
<10 to 100

Distance
(ft)
2,250
4,353
4,118
3,093
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Topography in the Right-of-Way - As a former rail bed, there are no significantly
steep or abrupt grade changes along the linear alignment of the right-of-way.
Overall, the change in elevation between Portage Borough and the Village of
Martindale is approximately 430-ft with the elevation near Portage Borough being
approximately 1716-ft and the elevation near Martindale being approximately
2146-ft. When factoring in the approximately 14,000-ft total length of the right-ofway, the overall slope between Portage Borough and Martindale is calculated to
be approximately 3.1%. The following Table localizes the elevation change and
overall slope for four selected sections of the right-of-way.
TABLE PA-2
Elevation and Average Slope in Right-of-Way
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Section

Portage Borough to Miller Shaft
Miller Shaft to Fiddlers Green
Fiddlers Green to the Puritan AMD System
Puritan AMD System to Martindale

Source: The EADS Group (2012)




Distance
(ft)
2,250
4,353
4,118
3,093

Elevation
Change
(ft)
60
136
136
98

Overall
Slope
(%)
2.7
3.1
3.3
3.2

Martindale to Wind Energy Education Center - The distance of the Trail between
the end of the right-of-way near Martindale and the proposed Wind Energy
Education Center is approximately 10,000-ft depending on the final alignment.
Regardless of the final route, the Trail can be aligned through property large
enough to allow for its construction.
Steep Slopes - Topographic features such as slope (or gradient) of the land, can
be limiting to development of trails. In general, slopes that are greater than 25%
are considered steep and require more special measures to attempt
development. Naturally occurring steep slopes are not located within the right-ofway itself although steep slopes are located in close proximity on both sides of
the right-of-way for most of its length north of between Miller Shaft and the
Portage Area School District Campus. Naturally occurring steep slopes in the
15% to 20% range are also located around to the north of Martindale towards the
Wind Energy Education Center. The Martin Branch Trail in those areas will
necessarily encounter these steeper slopes and will result in the Trail have
steeper gradients in those areas.
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Composition of Former Rail Bed and
Surrounding Area - The composition of the
former rail bed varies along its length although
it primarily has a moderately compacted dirt
base and is vegetated with small trees, shrubs
and other types of underbrush. Rail road ties
marking the location of the former rail bed were
identified throughout the right-of-way.
Motorized vehicles actively use the right-of-way
and surrounding areas and have created
compacted trails and areas cleared of most
vegetation.
A network of compacted haul
roads constructed from previous timbering
activities is located around Martindale to the
Wind Energy Education Center.





Erosion and Drainage Problems – No
significant areas of erosion and sedimentation
were identified during the field investigation.
However, hydric soils are located through the
Trail Corridor which creates the potential for
erosion and sedimentation issues during
construction of the Trail. Surface puddles in
larger ruts/depressions were observed on
established ATV trails in and adjacent to the
right-of-way. Stream bank erosion along Trout Run was also observed in a
number of locations. These areas are outside of the right-of-way and will not be
further impacted by development of the Martin Branch Trail. Three defined
drainage channels that convey surface water from Becks Lane and upslope
areas are located between Puritan and Martindale.
Land Use in and surrounding the Right-of-Way – Land use information prepared
by the EADS Group for the Portage Area Regional Comprehensive Plan (2012)
was reviewed to evaluate land uses in the right-of-way and in a 200-ft area
surrounding it. The following Table highlights the existing land uses.
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TABLE PA-3
EXISTING LAND USE IN AND SURROUNDING THE RIGHT-OF-WAY
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Land Use Category
Residential
Commercial
Industrial
Public/Semi-Public
Transportation
Subtotal – Developed Land
Wooded Land
Cleared or Grassland
Subtotal – Undeveloped Land
Surface Water
TOTAL ACREAGE

Sources: Land Use by The EADS Group; 2012

Acreage

% of Total

12.17
2.71
22.63
0.91
6.56
44.98
70.99
31.92
102.91
3.16
151.05

8.05%
1.79%
14.98%
0.60%
4.35%
29.78%
47.00%
21.13%
68.13%
2.09%
100.00%

% of Developed
Land
27.05%
6.02%
50.31%
2.02%
14.59%
100.00%
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

As shown above, land in and surrounding the right-of-way is approximately 68%
undeveloped with approximately 30% being developed and approximately 2%
being surface waters. Overall, nearly half of the land area is wooded with
another approximately 21% being cleared or grasslands. Approximately 50% of
the developed land is in industrial use with the majority of this being attributed to
the Miller Shaft and other smaller mine refuse piles located in and surrounding
the right-of-way. Residential uses account for approximately 27% of the
developed land but only approximately 8% of the total land area. The residential
areas located in the Trail Corridor include Portage Borough and the Villages of
Miller Shaft, Red Bird, Fiddlers Green, Puritan and Martindale. No residential
areas are located in the right-of-way itself and no portion of the Trail is expected
to be aligned through a residential property.


Land Use Around Martindale to the Wind Energy Education Center - A review of
existing land uses surrounding two potential Trail alignments around to the north
of Martindale to the proposed Wind Energy Education Center was also
conducted. It was found that approximately 98.5% of that area is undeveloped
with only approximately 1.4% being developed and approximately 0.11% being
surface waters. Overall, nearly three quarters of the land area is wooded with
nearly another quarter being cleared or grasslands. Approximately 1.3% of the
developed land is in residential use. No portion of the Trail will be aligned
through a residential property and no active agricultural lands will be impacted
with development of the Trail around Martindale to the Wind Energy Education
Center.
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Portage Borough, Portage Township
and Cassandra Borough

Natural Features Inventory
The following describes surface water and other significant natural features including
wetlands and floodplains that intersect or are adjacent to the right-of-way and/or the
area surrounding Martindale. A map highlighting the natural features is provided on
page 70.


Surface Waters - Trout Run is the dominant surface
water feature through the Trail Corridor. Trout Run is
listed as a Cold Water Fishery (CWF) by
Pennsylvania
Department
of
Environmental
Protection (PADEP). Trout Run starts in the higher
elevations surrounding Martindale and generally flows
parallel to PA Rt. 164 in Portage Township and cuts
through Portage Borough before flowing into the Little
Conemaugh River. Trout Run carries pollution from
the Miller Shaft and other several small AMD
discharges including the Puritan AMD discharge
located near the Village of Puritan and from
malfunctioning
on-lot
septic
systems. Trout
Run
crosses
through
the
right-of-way approximately 200-ft south of
Portage Borough and as a result of
previous flooding activities, portions of
Trout Run are now located in sections of
the right-of-way near Fiddlers Green and
Puritan. A large unnamed tributary to Trout
Run, approximately 10-ft wide, crosses the right-of-way near Fiddlers Green.
Smaller surface drainage ways are located
through the right-of-way. These features
are located near Portage Borough, Fiddlers
Green and Puritan. The Puritan AMD
discharge flow crosses through the right-ofway on the east side of the Puritan AMD
Discharge Treatment System with the
discharge from the System itself being
located to the west. A small unnamed
tributary to Trout run is also located near
the proposed Wind Energy Education
Center.
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Construction of the Martin Branch Trail over Trout Run, its tributaries and/or any
surface drainage ways will require permitting from the Pennsylvania Department
of Environmental Protection (PADEP). It is expected that a General Permit (GP)
7 – Minor Road Crossings will be needed for any new crossing of a small
tributary and/or defined surface drainage ways to Trout Run. It is expected that
any new bridge crossing the large tributary or Trout Run itself will require a more
extensive permitting process and will most likely require a Water Obstruction and
Encroachment Section 404 Joint Permit issued by the PADEP and the US Army
Corps of Engineers.






Water Bodies – There are no identified
ponds or lakes located in the right-of-way.
Two water bodies are located in proximity
to the area surround Martindale to the
Wind Energy Education Center. These
include the Martindale Reservoir, located
east of Martindale along PA Rt. 164 and a
sedimentation pond located on top of a
plateau to the north of Martindale.
Neither waterbody is expected to be
impacted during construction of the Trail.
Floodplain and Wetlands - A significant portion of the right-of-way is located in
the 100-year floodplain of Trout Run and the larger unnamed tributary near
Fiddlers Green.
One wetland located during field investigations for the
Martindale Water Improvement Project is located in the right-of-way west of the
Puritan AMD Treatment System. No other wetlands indentified in the National
Wetland Inventory are located in the right-of-way or around Martindale. The
Martin Branch Trail can be constructed around the identified wetland to minimize
potential impacts and the need for wetland related permitting. Constructing the
Trail in a portion of the 100-year floodplain may be subject to the requirements of
Portage Township’s Floodplain Ordinance.
Rock Outcropping – A rock outcropping
was identified near Fiddlers Green on the
northeast side of Trout Run. The rock
outcropping is located where an alternative
Trail alignment is required in that area. The
rock outcropping is not expected to
interfere with development of the Trail.
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Wildlife Analysis
The following section identifies and describes existing vegetation and wildlife features
including species of concern and sensitive habitat areas located in or surrounding the
Trail Corridor. A Wildlife Analysis map highlighting the identified features is provided on
the page 73.




Vegetation - The majority of the
right-of-way is vegetated with
grasslands,
underbrush
and
woods areas. Construction of the
Trail will minimally impact some
wooded areas but since the rightof-way area has historically been
in an industrial use, has mine
refuse piles scattered throughout
and is actively used by ATV and
other motorized vehicles, and is
currently being impacted by the
Martindale Water Improvement
Project, there are few vegetation
and wildlife resources that would be newly impacted by development of the Trail.
There are no designated State Parks, National Wildlife Refuges, National Game
Preserves, Wilderness Areas or Wild or Scenic Rivers located in the vicinity of
the Trail Corridor.
Wildlife - A Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) Project
Environmental Review was conducted for the Trail Corridor in June 2012. The
Review indicated there may be potential impacts to the Northern Myotis Bat, also
known as the Northern Longed-eared Bat, within the project area and that further
review by the PA Game Commission was necessary. In was indicated in a
response received by the Pennsylvania Game Commission in August 2012 that
they determined there are no known occurrences of state listed threatened or
endangered bird or mammal species associated with the project. However, the
Game Commission noted that potential impacts to species of special concern
may be associated with the project. It was therefore suggested by the Game
Commission that to the best extent practicable, all trees or dead snags greater
than 5 inches in diameter at breast height that need to be harvested to facilitate
the project should be cut between November 1 and March 31, to avoid potential
impacts to the Northern Myotis and other tree roosting bats within the area. The
PNDI Review also noted that no further reviews are required from the PA
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources, the PA Fish and Boat
Commission and the US Fish and Wildlife Service and that no impacts to
federally listed or proposed species are anticipated. Therefore, no further
consultation/coordination under the Endangered Species Act (87 Stat. 884, as
amended; 16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq. is required.
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Natural Heritage Area - One area
in the Trail Corridor was identified
in the Cambria County Natural
Heritage Inventory (NHI) as
having ecological significance.
This area is identified as the
Allegheny
Front
Landscape
Conservation
Area
#5.
Landscape Conservation Areas
are relatively intact natural
landscapes such as large areas of
forest unbroken by roads or other
fragmenting features; areas that
function as a corridor connecting
patches of natural landscapes; and regions in which a high number of other
biodiversity features are concentrated. Allegheny Front Landscape Conservation
Areas #5 is described in the NHI as a regional asset that improves quality of life
by providing a landscape imbued with a sense of beauty and wilderness, provide
a sustainable economic base, and their high ecological integrity offers unique
capacity to support biodiversity and human health. The portion of the Allegheny
Front Landscape Conservation Areas #5 in the Trail Corridor has previously been
disturbed from various activities including timber cutting, mine land restoration
and the installation of Wind Turbine Sites. Therefore, no significant impacts to
the Allegheny Front Landscape Conservation Area #5 are anticipated from
construction of the Trail.
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Structures and Encroachments
The following section identifies and describes existing bridges, culverts, abandoned
structures and encroachments located in and surrounding the Trail Corridor. A
Structures map highlighting the identified features is provided on page 79.


Bridges - Three (3) bridges in various conditions are located in the Corridor. One
bridge remains in useable condition, the other is in need of repairs and only one
abutment in marginal condition remains for third. The following further describes
each of the bridges:

Location: Former Martin Branch rail bridge over Trout
Run near Portage Borough.
Condition: The concrete abutment on the southern side
of Trout Run is visible and appears to be in good
condition. Heavy vegetation has overgrown most of the
abutment making a more detailed evaluation not
possible. No decking remains and no abutment(s) were
visible on the northern side of Trout Run. There is an
estimated 10-ft change in elevation from bank to bank
with the higher elevation being on the northern side. A
complete new bridge structure will need to be installed.
Location: Former Martin Branch rail bridge crossing
over a large unnamed tributary to Trout Run near the
Village of Fiddlers Green.
Condition: The bridge abutments are constructed of
wood timbers and concrete which appear to be in good
condition. Most of the decking is gone and would need
replaced to make it useable for the Trail.

Location: Former Martin Branch rail bridge crossing
over larger unnamed tributary to Trout Run near the
Village of Fiddlers Green. Is located approximately 20-ft
downstream of the bridge shown above.
Condition: The bridge appears to be a large rectangular
concrete culvert and appears to be in good condition.
The decking is not visible as it is covered with
compacted dirt and vegetation. Evidence that ATVs are
actively using this bridge was observed. No apparent
structural repairs would be needed to use it for the Trail.
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Culverts - two (2) culverts in good condition were identified in the Trail Corridor.
The following further describes each of the culverts:

Location: Located along former Martin Branch rail bed
approximately 1,000-ft east of Miller Shaft.
Condition:
The culvert appears to be constructed from concrete
and is in good condition. The culvert is approximately
10-inches in diameter and appears to convey storm
water and other surface water runoff across the right-ofway. Evidence that ATVs are actively crossing over the
culvert was observed

Location: Located along former Martin Branch rail bed
approximately 1,000-ft west of Fiddlers Green.
Condition:
The culvert appears to be constructed from concrete
and is in good condition. The culvert is approximately
10-inches in diameter and conveys surface water runoff
to Trout Run. Evidence that ATVs are actively crossing
over the culvert was observed
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Abandoned Structures - Abandoned former rail and/or mining related structures
are located scattered in and/or adjacent to the right-of-way most noticeably
between Miller Shaft and Fiddlers Green. A comprehensive structural analysis of
each was beyond the scope of this study, however based on a visual review,
they appear to be in stable but unusable condition. None are located in the direct
path of where the Trail would be located. The following highlights some of the
different the types of abandoned structures found in the right-of-way.

Tall enclosed
concrete block
structure

Small enclosed
concrete block
structure

Brick and concrete
structure with
internal access

Brick and concrete
structure with
internal access

In addition to the abandoned structures located near the right-of-way, there are various
water system appurtenances from the Portage Area Water Authority and Highland
Sewer and Water Authority water systems located adjacent to the right-of-way. The
following highlights some of the different the types of appurtenances found near the
right-of-way between Miller Shaft and Fiddlers Green. None are located in the direct
path of where the Trail would be located.

Portage Water
Authority Structure
near Fiddlers Green

Highland Sewer and
Water Authority –
Water Valve
between Miller Shaft
and Fiddles Green

Abandoned Water
Tank Base between
Miller Shaft and
Fiddles Green

Highland Sewer and
Water Authority
Valve Pit between
Miller Shaft and
Fiddles Green
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Trail Encroachments
A number of encroachments including mine refuse piles, Abandoned Mine Drainage
(AMD) discharges and a treatment system, areas where the right-of-way has been
disturbed and ATV trails are located through the Trail Corridor. The following
summarizes these identified encroachments.








Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile - The most
significant encroachment in the Trail
Corridor is the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse
Pile located near the Village of Miller Shaft.
The pile is owned by the Cooney Brothers
Coal Company which has leased it and the
surrounding land to the Robindale Energy
Company.
There is optimism that
Robindale Energy will move forward with
removal of the pile for an energy related or
other end use.
Smaller Mine Refuse Piles – In addition to
the large Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile
there are numerous smaller mine refuse
piles located through the Trail Corridor. A
higher concentration of these refuse piles
area located between Fiddlers Green and
Martindale. It is understood from various
sources including representatives of the
Robindale Energy Company and the
Cooney Brothers Coal Company that there
are no future plans to remove any of these
smaller mine refuse piles.
Pro Disposal – A considerable portion of the right-of-way and surrounding land
south of the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile is owned by the Bellvia family and is
used by Pro-Disposal, a waste management company for their operations.
Representatives of Pro-Disposal have indicated they would be agreeable to the
Trail if aligned adjacent to Trout Run and outside of any future operations areas.
Miller Shaft AMD Discharge – Located near
the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile is the
Miller Shaft AMD Discharge. Remediation
of the Discharge is considered a priority and
although the discharge point is not located
directly in the right-of-way, future treatment
of the discharge may require treatment
facilities to be located in the right-of-way.
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Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD)
Discharge Treatment System – The Trout
Run Watershed Association is the sponsor
and operator of a newly constructed (2012)
treatment system designed to collect and
treat flows from the Puritan AMD discharge.
The Treatment Facility is located near the
Village of Puritan and was constructed
across the entire right-of-way. The Trout
Run Watershed Association has indicated
they will allow the Trail to be aligned on top
of an approximately 8-ft wide compacted earth berm constructed for the
treatment system.
Right-of-Way Disturbance - Portions of the
right-of-way have been disturbed by
previous flooding activities in two areas.
One of the disturbed areas is generally
located between Fiddlers Green and the
Puritan AMD Treatment Facility and the
other is generally located between the
Puritan and Martindale. Local residents
indicate the disturbance is the result of
major flooding that occurred in 1977.
ATV Trails – ATVs and other motorize vehicles actively use the Trail Corridor
including portions of the right-of-way for recreational riding. Information received
during the Public Participation process indicates that a high volume of ATV riders
are actively using the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile, Miller Shaft Road and land
surrounding Miller Shaft. A network of trails and evidence of riders using the
Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile and areas between Miller Shaft, Fiddlers Green
and Martindale was observed during field
investigations. In fact, there is a continuous
approximately 8-ft wide compacted dirt and
boney material base trail connecting Miller
Shaft and Fiddlers Green. Review of aerial
mapping shows that this motorized trail is
located in or immediately adjacent to the
right-of-way. The use of bollard and gates
will be used to prevent motorized uses from
accessing the Martin Branch Trail.
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STRUCTURES ANALYSIS

Infrastructure and Utilities
The following identifies infrastructure and utility resources located in or adjacent to the
Trail Corridor and describes their potential for serving development of the Trail. A map
highlighting their location is provided on the following page.










Public Water - Public water from the Portage Water Authority is available
throughout the Trail Corridor. Water lines are located along PA Rt. 164 and
through the villages of Miller Shaft, Redbird, Fiddlers Green, Puritan and
Martindale. The Water Authority has adequate reserve capacity in their system
to serve trail development. The Portage Borough Municipal Authority is moving
towards completion of a Water System Improvement Project which includes
installation of approximately 19,000 lineal feet of water line of various sizes and
appurtenances from the Martindale Water Treatment Plant site, through
Martindale, Puritan and Fiddlers Green and installation of 14,000 lineal feet of
water line of various sizes through the Spring Hill Area of Portage Township.
This project is expected to be completed by 2013.
Public Sewage - The Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) provides public
sanitary sewer service to portions of the Trail Corridor including Portage Borough
and portions of Miller Shaft and Redbird. The sanitary sewer line serving the
Miller Shaft and Red Bird area terminates at the end of Miller Shaft Road in Miller
Shaft. There is adequate capacity in the system to serve trail development in
that area. The Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) is in design stage of a
Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project that will extend
public sanitary service through Fiddlers Green, Puritan and into Martindale. The
preliminary alignment of the new sanitary sewer line will take it through most of
the right-of-way. Completion of this project is anticipated by 2015.
Electricity - The majority of the Portage Region is serviced by Penelec although
portions of Portage Township along PA Rt. 164 to Martindale are served by the
REA Energy Cooperative. Over head electric lines are located along PA Rt. 164
along the entire length of the Trail Corridor and could be accessed to serve trail
development.
Telephone - Land line telephone service is primarily provided throughout the Trail
Corridor by Verizon. The Verizon wireless coverage area is slightly more limited
with scattered service located along PA Rt. 164 east of Martindale and in the
higher elevations northeast and southeast of Martindale.
Natural Gas - The Portage Region is served by the Peoples Natural Gas
Company. Service is available in Portage Borough and in the Trail Corridor
along PA Rt. 164 in Portage Township.
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Intersection and Access Points
The dominant transportation feature through the Trail Corridor is PA Rt. 164. PA Rt.
164 is located on the west side of the Corridor and is parallel to it along most of its
length. PA Rt. 164 connects the Portage Region with US Route 22 to the north and
Interstate 99 to the east. PA Rt. 164 also connects the Portage Region to the Blue
Knob Recreation Area in Blair County. A total of nine (9) intersection/access points
from PA Rt. 164 to the Trail Corridor where identified. These include direct access from
local roads and other pathways that connect PA Rt. 164 to the Corridor. The following
describes each of these intersection/access points. A map highlighting the location of
these intersection and access points is provided on page 85.
Johnson Avenue – Located in Portage Borough,
Johnson Avenue is the northern terminus of the Trail
Johnson Avenue connects with the Corridor
approximately 300-ft east of PA Rt. 164. This access
point can provide maintenance equipment,
emergency vehicular and pedestrian access.

Access Point near NAPA Auto Parts Store – This
access point is located off of PA Rt. 164 behind the
NAPA Auto Parts Store in Portage Borough. As
observed during field investigations, this access way
is actively used by ATV and other motorized
vehicles. This access way can provide maintenance
equipment and pedestrian access.

Municipal Road – Located near the village of Miller
Shaft, Municipal Road intersects with the right-of-way
and Miller Shaft Rd. approximately 300-ft east of PA
Rt. 164. Municipal Road crosses the right-of-way
and creates the only physical gap in the right-of-way.
This access point can provide maintenance
equipment, emergency vehicle and pedestrian
access.
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Miller Shaft Road – As noted above, Miller Shaft
Road connects with Municipal Road in the village of
Miller Shaft. Field investigation and map
interpretation suggests Miller Shaft Road is on a
section of right-of-way.
This access point can
provide maintenance equipment, emergency vehicle
and pedestrian access.

Access Point across from RDs Tavern – This
access point is located across PA Rt. 164 from RDs
Tavern near Fiddlers Green. This access way has a
dirt base and as observed during field investigations
is actively used by ATV and other motorized
vehicles. This access point is located on the inside
of a sharp bend and has limited sight distances. It
can provide maintenance equipment, and emergency
vehicle access.

Access Point for Puritan AMD Discharge
Treatment System – A construction/maintenance
access ramp was installed for the construction of the
Puritan AMD Discharge Treatment System located
near Puritan. The access ramp has a loosely
compacted gravel base and is switch backed cut into
the hillside at an approximately 10% slope. This
access point can provide maintenance equipment,
emergency vehicle and pedestrian access.

Becks Lane – Becks Lane is located in Puritan just
east of the Puritan AMD Treatment System. Becks
Lane actually connects with PA Rt. 164 in two
locations approximately 2,200-ft apart from each
other. Approximately four smaller access paths,
seemingly used for local ATV or pedestrian use,
connects Becks Lane to the right-of-way. These
existing access ways can provide pedestrian access
only.
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Wind Turbine Road - This access road, known
locally as Turbine Road, has a compacted dirt and
gravel base and connects PA Rt. 164 to the wind
turbines located above to the north of Martindale.
This road intersects the Trail Corridor between
Martindale and the Wind Energy Education Center.
This access point can provide maintenance
equipment and emergency vehicle access.

Wind Energy Education Center – An existing
driveway extends for approximately 200-ft between
PA Rt. 164 and where the Wind Energy Education
Center will be located. This area marks the southern
terminus of the Trail. This access point can provide
maintenance equipment, emergency vehicular and
pedestrian access.
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Environmental Hazards
The following describes potential environmental hazards through the Trail Corridor and
need for additional environmental studies. Physical testing of materials and/or water
quality testing by the EADS Group was beyond the scope of this assessment.
Environmental areas of concern are related to the previous industrial use through the
Corridor, the presence of mine refuse materials in and surrounding the right-of-way and
the identification of on-lot sewage malfunction areas as described below.






Former Industrial Uses - The former Martin Branch of the Pennsylvania Rail
Road was located through the Trail Corridor. It is not known however, what, if
any, hazard materials were transported, stored or spilled within the Corridor.
Therefore, the potential does exists for some form of hazardous materials to be
located in the Corridor. However, considering that active operations of the rail
line ceased approximately 40 years ago and that the areas surrounding the rightof-way is well vegetated with trees and underbrush growing on it and that no
specific areas of concern were identified by the EADS Group during field
investigations, the probability that toxic or other forms of hazard waste remain on
the surface is low. A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment is recommended
prior to acquiring any land for the Trail. In depth soil or other testing for
hazardous materials is recommended only if extensive excavation or disturbance
of surface areas is required during construction of the Trail.
Mine Refuse Materials – Mine refuse piles are located through the Trail Corridor.
Although it is unknown what level of environmental degradation these piles are
having on the land underneath them or on surrounding groundwater, the
presence of this material in and of itself is not necessary an environmental
hazard if left undisturbed. Additional environmental assessment of the mine
refuse piles and/or refuse materials found on surrounding areas is recommended
only if they are to be excavated and removed or disturbed during construction of
the Trail.
On-Lot Sewage System Malfunction Areas - The Cambria County Sewage
Enforcement Agency completed an On-Lot Sewage Study and Needs
Assessment for the Fiddlers Green, Puritan and Martindale area in October
2010. The documentation of need consisted of an identification of soil
types/suitability, a field survey of residences and a facilities inventory.
Approximately 93% of the 137 homes inspected in the Green, Puritan and
Martindale area were found to have failing or suspected failing systems. The
right-of-way is not adjacent to residential lots in those areas and no visible signs
of sewage flows were observed during field investigations.
Additional
environmental assessment for the presence of sewage flows is recommended
only if clear visual evidence of such flows are observed during construction of the
Trail. Completion of the Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary Sewer
Extension and Stormwater Separation Project (anticipated by 2015) will eliminate
these malfunctioning on-lot systems.
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Conclusions
Taken together, the information provided in this Section describes potential physical
constraints and opportunities that will affect the development potential of the Martin
Branch Trail. The existing physical and natural features described in this Section do not
prohibit development of the Martin Branch Trail but do affect the development potential
of the Martin Branch Trail. In other words, existing conditions in the Trail Corridor do
not make development of the Trail unfeasible; however, overcoming certain existing
features such as the Trail’s close proximity to Trout Run and its tributaries, the Miller
Shaft Mine Refuse Pile, Pro-Disposal, steep slopes and active motorized use in the
Corridor will be a real challenge and do increase the difficulty of developing the Trail.
Conversely, the number of existing intersection and access points and the existing
utilities and on-going and proposed infrastructure projects through the Corridor along
with the relatively minimal grade change through the right-of-way of the former Martin
Branch will certainly aid development of the Trail. Opportunities also exist to connect
the Trail to existing natural features such as Trout Run, Allegheny Front Landscape
Conservation Area #5, the Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD) Discharge
Treatment System and the Miller Shaft AMD Discharge. In this way the Trail can be
more than a recreation feature in the Portage Region and can serve as a way to
connect residents to local natural and heritage resources. The resources identified in
this section and evaluated early in the planning process so that informed decisions
could be made about how the Trail could best be developed through the Trail Corridor.
Without question, one of the most important and most complicated aspects of
developing the Martin Branch Trail will involve blending its development with and in
some areas literally around existing physical and natural features in the Trail Corridor.
.
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
An extensive and all-encompassing Public Participation process was completed during
the planning process for this Trail Feasibility Study. The process included three
Community Workshops that included a 3-day interactive Planning Charrette, a Citizens
Recreation Survey, meetings with the Portage Areas Regional Planning Commission
and their Recreation Subcommittee, a meeting with the Portage Area Joint Recreation
Commission, contact with land owners in the Trail Corridor and field meetings with land
owners and other interested parties connected to the Trail Corridor. The following
further describes the Public Participation process completed for this Trail Feasibility
Study.
Community Workshops #1
The planning process required the gathering and analysis of information from various
sources, including original research and field studies, published information and reports,
discussion and most importantly input and feedback from the general public. As a
means of beginning the public participation process, a series of Community Workshops
were conducted at various locations in the Portage Region. The initial set of Workshops
was conducted at the initiation of the planning process in late 2011. The dates and
locations of the workshops were as follows:






Cassandra Borough Monday November 14th
Location: Cassandra Bough Building

7:00 PM

Portage Borough
Tuesday November 15th
Location: Portage Area Elementary School Auditorium

7:00 PM

Portage Township
Thursday, November 17th
Location: Portage Area Elementary School Auditorium

7:00 PM

Representatives from the Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and The EADS
Group coordinated the workshops. The workshops followed the same format with
attendees being provided information on the planning process in general and more
importantly, were solicited to input on a number of factors related to the plan including
strengths, weaknesses and issues faced by or anticipated to face Portage Area
residents and recreation related issues and opportunities. Persons residing, doing
business or just interested in the future of Portage Area were urged to attend.
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Planning Charrette – Community Workshop #2
A second set of Community Workshops was held in the form of a three-day planning
charrette during April 17th – 19th 2012 for the purpose of reviewing the planning process
and findings to date including results of field investigations, conducting key person/focus
group meetings and to receive local input on preliminary recommendations. A series of
focus group workshops occurred as well as two public sessions at the opening and
closing of the workshops. The first public session held on April 17 th at the Chatterbox, a
local coffee shop and eatery was attended by 34 residents and the second session held
on April 19th at the Portage Borough/Fire Company Building was attended by 13
residents. The second public session, which closed the workshops, included a review
of ideas and lessons learned and preliminary recommendations.
The focus group schedule and participants were chosen in coordination with the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and personal invitations were sent,
posters were displayed advertising the public sessions, press releases were published
by the local weekly (Portage) and daily (Johnstown) newspapers. An advance interview
describing the planning and participation process with the Planning Commission Chair
was broadcast by a Johnstown television station on the day of the first public session.
A separate focus group of senior citizens met on April 25, 2012 due to a previously
scheduled event with the local seniors group during the April 17th – 19th period. The
focus group sessions on April 17th were held at the Chatterbox in Portage Borough,
while the remaining sessions on April 18th and 19th were in the Portage Borough
Administrative Building. The April 25th senior session was held at the Portage Area
Senior Citizens Center.
With the exception of the workshop session involving the Portage Area Joint Recreation
Commission (PAJRC), all of the focus group sessions involved a review of the planning
process as of that time, as well as an identification of major issues identified so far:










Reversing Demographic Trends
Improving Housing Choices
Traffic & Circulation Issues
Revitalizing the Business District
Land Use & Infrastructure Inequities
Addressing Mining & Other Environmental Remediation
Maintaining Public Services
Recreation -Quality of Life/Developmental Incentive
Martin Branch Trail

Each was described in detail using a PowerPoint presentation of bullet points, maps
and photographs. Public comment was then welcomed. In the case of the focus
groups, the respective groups were then asked what role they saw for their group or
organization in addressing one or more of the issues. A total of 116 people participated
in the Workshop Sessions. The following summarizes the organizations that attended
these sessions:
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Group
Sewer and Water Authorities
Municipal Officials Portage Area School District
Library and Historical Society
Development Agencies
Recreation
Civic Groups
Environmental
Community Events
Public Safety
Group Senior Group

Participants
Portage Area Sewer Authority and Portage Water
Authority
Portage Borough, Portage Township and Cassandra
Borough
High School Students
Portage Public Library and Portage Area Historical
Society
Portage Area Industrial Development Association, The
Portage Regional Endowment Fund, Cambria County
Redevelopment Authority
Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission
Portage Rotary Club, Portage Woman's Club, Portage
PTO
Trout Run Watershed Association and Traditional
Anglers of Pennsylvania
Summerfest Committee and Winterfest Committee
Portage Volunteer Fire Company, Portage Area
Ambulance and Portage Borough Police Department
Portage Senior Citizen Center

Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission Meeting
The EADS Group presented an overview of the envisioned Martin Branch Trail to the
Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission at their September 17, 2012 meeting.
Specific aspects of the Trail including its alignment and phased implementation
approach, issues and opportunities, land owner responses and operation and
maintenance tasks and responsibilities were addressed during the meeting. Additional
topics discussed at this meeting included potential roles the Recreation Commission
could have in the development, operation and maintenance of the Martin Branch Trail.
Three (3) alternatives were presented for how the Recreation Commission could be
involved with operating and maintaining the Trail. These alternatives included:




The Commission taking on the Trail as an additional project
The Commission forming a Trails Subcommittee to guide the Trail project
The Commission providing guidance and technical support for the formation of a
new Trail Organization such as Friends of the Martin Branch Trail

No formal response regarding the Martin Branch Trail in general or the role the
Commission could have on the development of the Martin Branch Trail and/or just the
Operation and Maintenance of it was provided at the meeting or otherwise afterwards.
It is therefore not believed that the Joint Recreation Commission will take a leading role
in the development of the Trail. Most likely a new organization will need to be created
to oversee the development, operation and maintenance of the Martin Branch Trail.
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Portage Area Recreation Survey
A public survey documenting the public perceptions on recreational facilities,
programming and needs was carried out between November 2011 and April 2012 in the
Portage Region. The primary surveying means was an on-line survey via Survey
Monkey that limited responses to one per computer, although paper questionnaires
were made available at a series of community workshops in November 2011 and at the
municipal buildings. Completed paper questionnaires were collected and manually
entered into Survey Monkey to facilitate the analysis and interpretation of findings. A
link to the on-line survey was provided on the websites of Portage Borough, Portage
Township and the Portage Area School District.
A total of 285 completed
questionnaires were received as a result of the outreach above, with responses by
community generally consistent with the population composition for the region. In
summary, area residents expressed an interest in a number of recreational facilities
including walking/hiking trails, bike trails, youth center and ATV/snowmobile trails.
Residents also expressed a need for additional recreational programming. A detailed
breakdown of the results from the survey is provided in the Demand for and Potential
Use of the Trail Section of this Report.
Land Owner Contact
As discussed previously in the Legal Feasibility section, the EADS Group contacted a
total of twelve (12) land owners including those owning portions of the former Martin
Branch railroad right-of-way and surrounding land owners in the Trail Corridor. These
property owners were notified by letter that decisions about the alignment were being
made in the near future and that it was important to understand their concerns and
questions regarding a possible trail easement through their property. They were also
informed in that letter that their input would be used to help develop an alignment and
concept with the least possible opposition and impacts to surrounding property owners.
An offer was made in the letter to have a telephone conversation and/or private meeting
to discuss the trail alignment and the potential for granting a trail easement through their
property. The EADS Group conducted telephone interviews with the property owners
starting in March 2012. The EADS Group also met privately with Mr. Mark Blaisdell, the
land manager representative for the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr. Trustee and the Cooney
Brothers Coal Company, in December 2011 to discuss the Trail Feasibility Study and
the need for a Trail easement through their property. From those property owners
contacted, none were found to have objections to a public non-motorized trail. Property
owners did have objections to constructing a motorized trail citing concerns that this
would increase the level of unsupervised motorized use through the Corridor which
could impact residential areas. It is therefore determined to be legally feasible to
develop the Martin Branch Trail between Portage Borough and the proposed Wind
Energy Center in Portage Township.
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Field Meetings
The EADS Group conducted field meetings with representatives of the Trout Run
Watershed Association and Cambria County Conservation District, the Wind Energy
Education Center and Portage Borough Municipal Authority, and representatives of the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company. The purpose of these meetings was to
investigate and discuss specific issues and concerns related to the Trail and to identify
opportunities that would facilitate development of the Martin Branch Trail. These
meetings also provided an opportunity to obtain local insight and guidance and to
develop partnerships that would be beneficial for developing the Martin Branch Trail.
The following summarizes each of the field meetings.
Trout Run Watershed Association and Cambria County Conservation District
A meeting was held on June 26, 2012 with Mr. Dennis Beck of the Trout Run
Watershed Association and Mr. John Dryzal of the Cambria County Conservation
District to discuss the Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage Treatment System and in
particular how the Trail could be aligned around the Treatment System. The following
summarizes the key points from the meeting:










Mr. Beck and Mr. Dryzal both agreed that using the approximately 8-ft wide compacted
earth berm constructed for the AMD System would be an acceptable way to align the
trail around the AMD System. The berm is located on the Trout Run side of the System.
Mr. Beck and Mr. Dryzal requested that a split rail or similar style of fencing be installed
along the top of the berm adjacent to the System to guide trail users around and to
protect users from falling into/accessing the system.
Two small foot bridges (approximately 5-ft in length) will need to be installed to cross the
discharge channel on the downstream side and the actual AMD discharge flow on the
upstream side.
Mr. Beck and Mr. Dryzal recommended installing interpretation signage at each end of
the System. The signage may include diagrams of the system, construction photos,
information about Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD) and general ‘How Does it Work’
type of description of the System. It was recommended that at least 1 bench also be
installed near each sign.
Mr. Beck and Mr. Dryzal both agreed that the cleared area near the top of the AMD
System access ramp would be a suitable location for a Trail Head. The land is owned
by the Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company.
It was also noted that permission would be granted from the Trout Run Watershed
Association to use the access ramp for a public access way for the trail. The access
ramp has a loosely compacted gravel base. The ramp is switch backed cut into the
hillside and is sloped at approximately 10%. Minor improvements to the surface would
be needed to allow for safer public use
The Trout Run Watershed Association is responsible for the operation and maintenance
of the AMD System, berm and surrounding grounds. Some in-kind maintenance is to be
provided by Portage Township.
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Wind Energy Education Center and Portage Borough Municipal Authority
A meeting was held with Mr. Michael Barton of the Wind Energy Education Center and
Forestry Consultant for Portage Borough Municipal Authority on June 26, 2012 to
identify potential alignments on the Authority’s land around to the north of Martindale to
the proposed Wind Energy Education Center and on identifying how resources from the
Education Center could be used to facilitate development of the Trail. The following
summarizes the key points from this meeting:













The formal name of the Wind Energy Education Center will be the Environmental
Resources Information Technology and Education Center (ERITEC).
The Center will be located on land owned by the Portage Area Water Authority across
PA Rt. 164 from the Martindale Reservoir.
The site has recently been cleared cut and is currently being cleared for construction.
Mr. Barton anticipates having a foundation is place by Fall 2012 (funding is in place)
The Education Center will have ties to the St. Francis and Penn State Wind Energy
Centers and will have interns from these centers to supplement staffing needs.
Mr. Barton has given tours of the Windmills to over 8,000 visitors in the past five years
and anticipates that number to increase significantly once the Center is completed
(fundraising is underway).
Mr. Barton anticipates completion of a Business Plan for the Center to be completed by
the end of 2012.
Mr. Barton committed himself and his interns and future staff to assist as needed with
construction, operation and maintenance of the Trail between the Puritan AMD System
and the Education Center and if he is able for other portions of the Trail.
Mr. Barton identified on a map the location of an existing trail network located between
the road accessing the Wind Turbines and the proposed Wind Energy Center. He
indicated the trails were in good condition and would need only a half of day (estimated)
work by a backhoe to be ready for public use.
Mr. Barton noted that the Portage Area Water Authority was going to timber the land
surrounding the Wind Education Center by the end of the year and that he would be
overseeing that timbering. He indicated, if possible, he could locate major haul roads
that could serve as the alignment of the trail.
Mr. Barton sketched on a map two potential ways the trail could be aligned around
Martindale. One route would primarily use existing timbering haul roads on Wenturine
Brothers Lumber Company and Cooney Brothers Land and would take the trail higher up
on Cooney Brother’s land and by their existing sedimentation pond. The other route
would require excavating along the hillside closer to Martindale. He estimated this would
take a backhoe approximately 3-4 days to complete this route. Both routes would start
near the Martindale side of the railroad right-of-way and would eventually lead to the
road accessing the Turbines. Each would require at least one bridge crossing
(approximately 50-ft).

Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company
A meeting was held on August 28, 2012 with Mr. Ron Westover, Mr. Kim Wenturine and
Mr. Bob Larson of the Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company to discuss use of
Wenturine Brother Lumber Company land near the Puritan AMD Treatment System and
adjacent to PA Rt. 164 for a Trail Head and their land between Becks Lane and Trout
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Run for alignment of the Martin Branch Trail. Mr. Wenturine stated the Company is not
initially opposed to using their land for the Trail and cautiously indicated they would be
willing to work with the Trail organization on an agreement. Mr. Wenturine indicated
that if they entered into an agreement, it would be for areas to be used for both the Trail
Head and Trail itself. Mr. Wenturine stated that the Company would need to discuss a
number of issues and concerns with their legal counsel (Attorney William Barbin) and
that their ultimate decision to enter into an agreement for use of their land would be
based on their legal counsel’s advice on the matter. No timeline for this consultation
was given. The following summarizes the issues and concerns raised by the Wenturine
Brothers Lumber Company:


Liability – the Company needs to protect themselves from future liability issues if they
grant easements for the Trail Head and Trail. They need to learn more about how they
can protect themselves and the Company should someone get hurt or otherwise while
on their property.



Mine Refuse Pile Lease – the Company indicated they entered into a lease agreement
with Robindale Energy for the mine refuse piles located on their property. The Company
needs to verify if this lease agreement is still in place and, if so, what are the terms. The
Company believes Robindale will be removing the Piles at some point in the future but
did not know when. The Company is concerned that the developed Trail and Trail
easement will impede Robindale’s access to the piles and restrict their ability to remove
them. The Company does want the piles removed for water quality improvement
purposes and to remove a liability from their land.



Easement versus Acquisition Agreement – the Company is unsure which form of
agreement would be in their best interest. They noted the land has no significant value
to them for future timbering or selling for land development. They indicated subdividing
the land and selling it outright to the Trail organization could be easier and could present
fewer issues for them in the future. No initial sale price was discussed. They are also
unsure how selling the land would impact their mine refuse pile lease with Robindale
Energy.

In a follow up meeting between the EADS Group and the Attorney representing the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company, it was suggested by their Attorney that he would
recommend to them that selling a portion of the land outright would best protect them
from liability issues. Therefore, for planning purposes, it will be described that the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company prefers a land acquisition agreement.
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Portage Area Regional Planning Commission Meetings
A total of nine (9) working sessions were held with the Portage Area Regional Planning
Commission representatives throughout the planning process. These meetings were
used to review draft narrative sections and mapping and to discuss issues and
opportunities relating to the Martin Branch Trail. Information regarding the Trail’s
alignment, management and maintenance, Trail Head locations, Trail linkages and
property owner status were presented and discussed. Meetings were held on the
following days:










October 10, 2011
January 9, 2012
March 12, 2012
April 9, 2012
May 14, 2012
August 13, 2012
September 10, 2012
October 8, 2012
January 14, 2013

Recreation Subcommittee Meetings
The Portage Area Regional Planning Commission’s Recreation Subcommittee formally
met on three (3) occasions during the planning process. Meetings with the Recreation
Subcommittee were held on the following days:




December 12, 2011
June 6, 2012
August 22, 2012

These meetings focused on presenting and discussing detailed aspects of the Martin
Branch Trail including right-of-way and surrounding land ownership and cooperation,
facility conditions, alignment and status of the Martindale Water Improvement Project
and Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater
Separation Projects, obstacles and opportunities in the Trail Corridor, operation and
maintenance responsibilities and results of the Citizens Recreation Survey. The
Recreation Subcommittee provided valuable input into the Study and provided guidance
on Trail related matters including the approach for mitigating motorized uses in the
Corridor, identifying alternative alignments and linkages, sources of in-kind services, the
Trail Concept Plan and the phased Implementation approach.
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Conclusions
The EADS Group reviewed and discussed at length the information received during the
public participation process with the Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and
their Recreation Subcommittee. The process of interpreting this information was
important to assure that the needs, concerns and opportunities identified by residents,
land owners, local organizations and authorities were understood and considered. The
following are some of the key conclusions and recommendations made by the Portage
Area Regional Planning Commission and Recreation Subcommittee regarding the
Martin Branch Trail.
















The Trail will be a single tread non-motorized recreation trail serving pedestrians,
joggers, hikers, nature enthusiasts and off road bicyclists.
As possible, the Trail should be aligned on existing haul roads and on portions of
the Martindale Water Improvement Project and the Portage Area Sewer Authority
(PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project.
Connect the Trail to the proposed Wind Energy Center and designate the Center
as the southern terminus of the Trail.
Utilize the earthen berm around the Puritan Treatment System for the Trail.
Trail sections with steeper slopes between Puritan and the Wind Energy
Education Center will create a more challenging Trail that will appeal to more
active users – this feature should be promoted.
Consider offers from members of the Recreation Subcommittee and other to
assist in creating and installing Trail signage and other amenities.
The Trail should not encourage or restrict motorized uses in the Corridor and
aligning the Trail on existing motorized trails or otherwise directly impacting
motorized uses in the Corridor is not supported.
Mitigation measures including installing bollards at bridge crossing and at Trail
Heads and signage indicating use of the Trail by non-motorized users and an
education effort focused on how motorized and non-motorized users could both
use the Trail are supported as methods to discourage motorized users.
Having Portage Borough and/or Portage Township provide security for the Trail
or otherwise paying a third party for security are not seen as viable options.
Promote the Trail as both a recreation asset and nature/heritage tourism asset
and acknowledge that the Trail be used as a way to physically connect Portage
area residents and visitors with local heritage and related resources.
Installing mile markers, location/identification signage along the Trail to highlight
the Portage Area Historical Society Auto Tour Stop and other natural heritage
assets and installing interpretative panels at the Puritan Mine Drainage System
will increase the experience of using the Trail.
Connecting the Trail to Portage Borough is critical to its long term success and
popularity/use among Borough Residents.
Constructing Trail Heads at the Wind Energy Education Center, near the Puritan
Mine Drainage System on land owned by the Wenturine Brothers Lumber
Company, near Miller Shaft and in Portage Borough is supported.
96

TRAIL OPERATION, MAINTENANCE AND SECURITY
The following section describes the realities of operating and maintaining the Martin
Branch Trail. A description of organizational options and examples of operators in
Cambria and surrounding counties are provided along with an overview of suggested
maintenance tasks and equipment. The potential role local agencies and organizations
could have in the operation and maintenance of the Trail and sources of in-kind services
are also described. Finally, safety and security, liability protection and insurance needs
are discussed.
Trail Operation
As of the writing of this Report there is no organization identified that will develop, own,
operate or maintain the entire Martin Branch Trail. Although it would be helpful to have
an organization(s) in place it is common not to have one identified during the feasibility
phase of a trail project. However, before construction of the Martin Branch Trail can
move forward, an individual and/or organization responsible for its development,
operation and maintenance will need to be in place. Not having a willing and able
individual/organization in place severely decreases the feasibility of developing the
Martin Branch Trail.
Trail Operator Responsibilities
The operator of the Martin Branch Trail will be primarily responsible for day to day
functioning of the Trail. This will include administration of the organization itself,
maintaining adequate insurance coverage, coordination with legal and accounting
representation and addressing issues from land owners. The Martin Branch Trail
Operator will also manage all activities associated with the Trail including advertisement
and promotion, special Trail programming and/or events, maintaining consistency in the
look and level of service along the Trail and most importantly obtaining and maintaining
adequate funding levels for these activities. The operator of the Martin Branch Trail will
also likely be responsible for obtaining the Trail Easements and acquiring land required
for the Trail.
Organizational Options
Trail Operators typically include non-profit volunteer based organizations, municipally
formed authorities and commissions, or are owned by a County and operated by their
Parks and Recreation Department. The following further describes these different types
of trail organizations.


Non-Profit Organization - Non-profit trail organizations often take the form of Land
Trusts, Associations and Conservancies and are typically are made up of dedicated local
residents who have a vested interest in the long-term sustainability of the trail and have
an intricate knowledge of the trail corridor, surrounding land owners and are
knowledgeable about the types of users not wanted on the trail. Non-profit trail
organizations have by-laws, a board of directors, subcommittees and members at large.
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Non-profit organizations are directly eligible for most grant sources and could apply for
grant funds on its own without the need of a separate sponsor. A disadvantage to this
form of organization is that long term sustainability and consistency of the organization is
difficult to achieve. The ability to maintain dedicated persons able to run the
organization, recruit volunteers, schedule and manage trail maintenance activities and/or
work days, acquire operating and maintenance funds and to serve as contacts for all trail
related comments or questions can be a major challenge.


Trail Authority – The Municipality Authorities Act of 1945 describes an authority as “a
body corporate and politic” authorized to acquire, construct, finance, improve, maintain
and operate projects, provide financing for insurance reserves, make loans, and to
borrow money and issue bonds to finance them. A Recreation Authority is a separate
legal entity with power to incur debt, own property and finance its activities by means of
user charges or lease rentals. Authorities in the Portage Region have been formed
primarily to own and operate the public sanitary sewer and public water systems and
their respective treatment plants and associated facilities. A Trail Authority would be
able to receive grants, execute easements and employ staff and other such actions.
Authority members would be appointed by the local incorporating governments.
Authorities are political in nature which can result in conflicts that are detrimental to
effective management of the Trail and can result in an in-consistent trail experience.



Trail Commission - The Intergovernmental Cooperation Law enables two or more
jurisdictions to cooperate in the exercise of any function, power or responsibility of
government. A Joint Recreation Commission currently exists in the Portage Region.
The Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission was created by the Borough of Portage,
Portage Township and the Portage Area School District on April 9, 1991. The Portage
Area Joint Recreation Commission was formed to acquire, develop and operate regional
recreation areas and facilities and to review the nature and scope of existing recreational
facilities and activities in the Portage Area. Similar to the Joint Recreation Commission,
Portage Borough, Portage Township and Portage Area School District could come
together to form a separate Portage Area Trail Commission to develop, operate and
maintain the Trail.



County Government – In some instances, like in neighboring Indiana County, trails can
be operated by the County where they are located through a Parks and Recreation or
similar department. This option is more common when the County has an established
Parks and Recreation Department or when the County itself was responsible for
developing the trail.
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Organizational Examples
The following provides examples of actual Trail Operators in Cambria and surrounding
counties. These organizations include a Recreation Authority, non-profit organizations
and a County Parks and Trail Department. Common among these types of Operators is
their reliance on local volunteers for completing maintenance related tasks.


Conemaugh Valley Conservancy (CVC)/West Penn Trail Council (non-profit) – The
Conservancy is a non-profit organization that works to promote the conservation and
preservation of natural, cultural and historic resources and promotes citizen
environmental stewardship through low impact recreation in the Kiski-Conemaugh River
Basin. The CVC built, owns and operates the 17-mile West Penn Trail located in
Indiana and Westmoreland Counties. The West Penn Trail Council is responsible for
raising and maintaining funds for annual maintenance of the Trail. Trail Council
volunteers logged more than 200 hours of service on the trail in 2011.
www.conemaughvalleyconservancy.org/



Allegheny Valley Land Trust and Armstrong Rails to Trails Association (non-profit) - The
Allegheny Valley Land Trust (AVLT) is a non-profit organization that works to protect and
convert railroad corridors into trails for public use, thereby providing opportunities for
commuters and outdoor recreational activities. The AVLT and the Armstrong Rails to
Trails Association (ARTA) combine resources to oversee the operation and maintenance
of the 34.8 mile Armstrong Trail. The vast majority of tail maintenance is performed by
volunteers and one part-time paid AVLT staff member. www.armstrongtrail.org/



Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania (non-profit) - Rails to Trails of Central
Pennsylvania is a non-profit charitable organization with no paid staff. This organization
works to conserve abandoned railroad corridors, turning them into recreational trails for
use by the public. They strive to utilize these resources by emphasizing their historic,
natural and recreational aspects. They rely heavily on volunteer amenities, fund-raising
and trail maintenance programs. The Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania operates
through a 15-member Board of Directors and membership, all of whom volunteer their
time and labor on projects such as building trail amenities, fund raising, trail
maintenance, and public education on trail related issues. A featured project of this
organization if the Lower Trail. The Lower Trail runs for almost 17 miles from near
Canoe Creek State Park in Blair County northeastward to near Alexandria in Huntingdon
County. www.rttcpa.org/



Cambria County Conservation & Recreation Authority (CCCRA) (county government) –
The CCCRA was incorporated under the Pennsylvania Municipalities Authority Act of
1945 by the Cambria County Commissioners in January of 1994. The purpose of the
Authority is to establish recreational opportunities and assist with the cleanup of coal
mining polluted rivers throughout Cambria County. The CCCRA maintains a Trail
Committee that is focused specifically on their trail projects including the Ghost Town,
Path of the Flood and James Mayer Trails. The Authority works closely with and utilizes
staff of the Cambria County Conservation District for technical assistance on projects.
The Authority is made up of a board of fifteen (15) residents from all parts of the County
who are appointed by the County Commissioners for staggered five-year terms. Staff
consists of
a paid Executive
Director
and Administrative Specialist.
www.co.cambria.pa.us/conservation-and-recreation.aspx
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Bellwood-Antis Community Trust (non-profit) - The Bellwood-Antis Community Trust was
incorporated as a non-profit corporation in 1997 to enhance the quality of life in the
Bellwood-Antis community of Blair County. The Trust is the organization currently
overseeing
the
design
and
construction
of
the
Bells
Gap
Trail.
www.rttcpa.org/bellsgap.shtml



Indiana County Parks and Trails Department (county government) - Indiana County
Parks and Trails Department operates 2,700 acres of trails, parks and natural areas in
Indiana County. Trails owned and operated by Indiana County include portions of the
36-mile Ghost Town Trail and the Hoodlebug Trail which is a 10-mile recreation and
commuter trail running from Black Lick to Indiana. It follows the abandoned Indiana
Branch of the Pennsylvania Railroad, which at one time was used for a self-propelled
passenger coach known locally as a Hoodlebug. An extensive series of nature
programs is offered in the Indiana County Parks system by Friends of the Parks. Friends
of the Parks is a volunteer, non-profit organization dedicated to providing quality
environmental education programs in the Indiana County Parks system and at Yellow
Creek State Park. www.indianacountyparks.org/

Liability Protection
The Operator of the Martin Branch Trail and Trail Easement holders will need to
assume some liability associated with the Trail. Although liability cannot be eliminated
entirely, it can be controlled by eliminating unsafe conditions and known hazards along
the Trail. In addition, Pennsylvania’s Recreational Use of Land and Water Act
(“RULWA”), creates an incentive by limiting the traditional duty of care that landowners
owe to entrants upon their land. This law limits the legal liability of landowners who
make their land available to the public for free recreation. Holders of Trail Easements
are protected under RULWA if they exercise sufficient control over the land to be
subject to liability. So long as no entrance or use fee is charged, the Act provides that
landowners owe no duty of care to keep their land safe for recreational users and have
no duty to warn of dangerous conditions. Excepted out of this liability limitation are
instances where landowners willfully or maliciously fail to guard or warn of dangerous
conditions. Volunteers working on the Trail are protected by the Federal Volunteer
Protection Act of 1997. This Act protects volunteers of nonprofit organizations or
governmental entities. The Act states that such volunteers are not liable for harm
caused by their acts of commission or omission provided the act was in good faith.
Insurance
Two forms of liability insurance, General Liability and Directors and Officers Liability
Insurance, are typically maintained by trail operators. General Liability Insurance
covers instances where trail users may suffer some form of bodily injury or property
damage caused by use of the Trail. It is recommended that at least $1.0 million per
occurrence and $2.0 million in aggregate General Liability covered be maintained by the
Martin Branch Trail Operator. Directors and Officers Liability Insurance will protect
officers/board members if suit is brought against them by a user or otherwise in
conjunction with the performance of their duties as they relate to operation of the Trail.
.
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Trail Maintenance
Trail maintenance is typically completed by volunteers and focuses on keeping the trail
open, clean and safe. A well maintained Martin Branch Trail will enhance a user’s
experience which will lead to good word of mouth promotion and increased usage levels
which will ultimately increase the Trail’s economic impact on the Portage Region.
Specific maintenance objectives for the Martin Branch Trail should include:





Eliminating unsafe conditions and potential sources of liability
Limiting impacts the Trail has on the surrounding environment
Reducing inconveniences to Trail users
Ensuring proper functioning of the Trail surface and Trail Heads

As usage of the Trail evolves so too will its maintenance needs. Trail maintainers are
therefore also responsible for identifying future maintenance needs and developing
costs estimates, time frames and funding strategies to address those evolving needs.
Maintenance Tasks, Schedule and Responsibilities
The Martin Branch Trail will basically be a linear park and therefore will require the
same kinds of maintenance required for any parks in the Portage Region including the
Crichton McCormick Memorial Park. Maintenance tasks that will need to be completed
on the Martin Branch Trail fall into four primary categories including Trash, Vegetation,
Surface and Structures.
The following describes individual tasks within each
maintenance category.


Trash - This includes picking up and removing trash and debris found along the Trail
itself, at Trail Heads, and within reason, in areas adjacent to the Trail that are visible to
users.



Vegetation - This includes mowing areas adjacent to the Trail, cutting and pruning trees
and tree limbs back away from the Trail to allow unobstructed passage and cutting back
areas with unwanted weeds or invasive species including knotweed. Additional tasks
can include improving the visual attractiveness of the Trail by planting vegetated areas
with attractive plants and flowers and/or establishing garden areas around Trail, Trail
Heads and other access points.



Surface - As the name suggests, tasks in the category focus on maintaining the integrity
of the Trail and Trail Head surfaces. Activities can range from routine inspection to
periodic grading to spot surface repairs to entire resurfacing efforts.



Structures - Installed structures along the Trail corridor including signage, bollards,
drainage structures, fencing, benches and bridges will need to be inspected and
repaired as required. Activities will range from routine inspection of the structures to
periodic repair and replacement.
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The scope and frequency of individual tasks within each maintenance category will vary
and evolve over time and will most likely be based on available resources and
volunteers. Table OM-1 provides suggested maintenance tasks, schedules and
responsibilities
TABLE OM-1
MAINTENANCE TASKS, SCHEDULE AND RESPONSIBILITIES
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Category
Trash
Vegetation

Surface

Structures

Item
Trash Collection
and Removal
Mowing of Trail
Surface and
Surroundings
Areas

Suggested
Schedule
Weekly –
as required
Quarterly

Pruning/Removal
of Trees/Limbs

Semi-Annual

Inspection and
Repair of Trail
Surface

Monthly –
as required

Inspection and
Repair of Trail
Heads/Access
Points
Signage

Monthly –
as required

Bollards/Gates

Semi-Annual

Bridges

Every 2
years

Monthly –
as required

Comments
Along Trail and at all Trail
Head and Access Points
Keep an approximately 4foot buffer on each side of
the Trail cleared of high
weeds, brush, tree starts
and tree limbs
Maintain approximately a 10
foot vertical and horizontal
buffer.
Cut and remove
encroaching tree limbs and
dead/fallen limbs
Check Trail surface for signs
of rutting, surface drainage
and washouts and areas in
needs of resurfacing
Check Trail Heads for signs
of rutting, surface drainage
and washouts and areas in
need of resurfacing
Check all directional and
informational signs for wear
and vandalism.

Responsibility
Volunteers

Flail
type
mower
and/or
trimmers
required – equipment
operators may be
needed
Chain
Saws
or
manual
cutting
required – equipment
operators may be
needed
Volunteers –
major repairs may
require professional
support and oversight
Volunteers –
Major repairs may
require professional
support and oversight
Volunteers –
Major repairs may
need
professional
assistance
Check condition of all Volunteers –
Bollards/Gates for signs of Major repair may
wear and vandalism
need
professional
assistance
Every 2 years have all Professional Engineer
bridges inspected by a
Professional Engineer

Source: EADS Group, interpreted from Rails to Trails Conservancy’s Rail-Trail Maintenance and
Operation Report (2005).

Those responsible for Trail maintenance will need to be prepared to address a variety of
emergency situations as they arise. Emergency situations that will require immediate
attention may include removing a tree limb felled across the Trail/Trail Head, stabilizing
a major washout event or anything else that creates an immediate unsafe condition
along the Trail.
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Maintenance Equipment
Maintenance of the Martin Branch Trail will be more efficient if proper equipment is
available for use. Recommended equipment includes some type of tractor with mower
and a drag or roller to maintain the surface of the Trail, a small truck or utility vehicle
that can transport supplies and that can be used to remove larger debris along the Trail,
power equipment such as chain saws, trimmers and other tools such as hand saws,
pruners, rakes and shovels. Trail maintainers can choose to obtain this type of
equipment themselves and have it available in house or more likely, will need to have
agreements with Portage Township, Portage Borough, the Portage Area Water and
Sewer Authorities and/or other local entities to use their equipment on an in-kind basis.
Potential Roles and In-Kind Contributions from Public and Non-Public Agencies
An evaluation of municipalities, authorities and organizations in the Portage Region that
could have a role in the operation of the Trail and/or that could provide in-kind
contributions toward maintaining the Trail was completed. In kind contributions
including manpower, equipment and completion of contributing projects will play a key
role in the development and long term sustainability of the Martin Branch Trail. The
following summarizes this evaluation.


Portage Borough – The Borough can assist in developing/maintaining the Trail by
allowing its Public Works Director, mechanic and operator/laborers to assist in
completing maintenance related projects. The Borough can also allow use of its rolling
fleet and equipment including dump trucks and backhoes for Trail related projects. In
addition, the Borough can complete projects that would benefit Trail users. These
projects include sidewalks improvements along Johnson Avenue, Mountain Avenue and
Main Street and streetscape improvements along Main Street. The Borough can also
contribute by helping to start a neighborhood crime watch that could improve the safety
of Trail users. Furthermore, Portage Borough can assign its part time grant writer to
assist in obtaining funding for constructing, operating and maintaining the Trail. From
input received from the Borough during the planning process it is likely they are able to
provide these types of in-kind contributions.



Portage Township - The Township can assist in developing/maintaining the Trail by
allowing its Road Master and road crew workers to assist in completing maintenance
related projects. The Township can also allow use of its rolling fleet and equipment
including dump trucks and backhoes for Trail related projects. From input received from
the Township during the planning process it is likely they can provide these types of inkind contributions.



Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission – The Commission is currently focused on
operating and maintaining their current recreation areas and facilities. Although the
operation and maintenance of the Martin Branch Trail fits the Commission’s mission, it is
understood that the Commission is not actively looking to lead the development and/or
the operation of the Martin Branch Trail.
The Commission can assist in
developing/maintaining the Trail by lending their experience with operating and
maintaining recreation facilities and by providing technical support to the eventual Trail
operator.
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Portage Borough Municipal Authority – The Authority anticipates completing a major
Water System Improvement Project which includes installation of approximately 19,000
lineal feet of water line of various sizes and appurtenances from the Martindale Water
Treatment Plant site, through Martindale, Puritan and Fiddlers Green and installation of
14,000 lineal feet of water line of various sizes through the Spring Hill Area of Portage
Township by 2015. The Authority can assist in developing/maintaining the Trail by
ensuring that the clearing and grubbing of an approximately twenty-foot wide path and
compaction (approximately five foot width) of the areas excavated for the waterline itself
is completed. Completion of these activities will relive developers of the Trail from
having to complete these tasks during construction of the Trail and will provide areas
that will require less intensive annual maintenance. The Authority can also contribute by
completing as needed annual maintenance along the project area. In addition, the
Authority can assist by allowing use of this cleared/grubbed/compacted area and
existing haul roads on their land created during timbering activities for the Trail.



Portage Area Sewer Authority – The Authority anticipates completing a major Sanitary
Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project that will extend public sanitary
service from Portage Borough through Fiddlers Green, Puritan and into Martindale in
2015. The Authority can assist in developing/maintaining the Trail by ensuring that the
clearing and grubbing of an approximately twenty-foot wide path and compaction
(approximately five foot width) of the areas excavated for the sewer line itself is
completed. Completion of these activities will relive developers of the Trail from having
to complete these tasks during construction of the Trail and will provide areas that will
require less intensive annual maintenance. The Authority can also contribute by
completing as needed annual maintenance along the project area. In addition, the
Sewer Authority can assist by allowing use of this cleared/grubbed/compacted area for
the Trail.



Trout Run Watershed Association – The Watershed Association is the sponsor and
operator of the newly constructed (2012) Puritan AMD Treatment System designed to
collect and treat flows from the Puritan AMD discharge. Mr. Dennis Beck of the Trout
Run Watershed Association indicated during the Public Participation process that the
Watershed Association was not able to take on the operation and maintenance
responsibilities for the entire Trail. However, Mr. Beck has indicated that the Trout Run
Watershed Association will grant permission to use the access way to the AMD System
as an access way for the Trail and will allow the Trail to be aligned on top of an
approximately 8-ft wide compacted earth berm constructed for the Treatment System.
Mr. Beck indicated they will be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the
AMD System, berm and surrounding grounds. Mr. Beck also committed to continue
efforts to improve the water quality in Trout Run and to expand its fishery and to assist
Trail developers identify and create access points from the Trail to Trout run.



Wind Energy Education Center - Mr. Michael Barton of the Wind Energy Education
Center indicated during the planning process that he did not have the capacity to
operate and maintain the entire Martin Branch Trail. He did however commit himself and
any interns and future staff of the Education Center to assist with construction, operation
and maintenance of the Trail section between the Puritan AMD Treatment System and
the Wind Energy Education Center. Mr. Barton further indicated that the Wind Energy
Education Center could be used a Trail Head location.
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Portage Area Regional Planning Commission - The Portage Area Regional Planning
Commission is responsible for identifying existing problems and/or constraints within
Portage Borough and Portage Township and to develop mechanisms and policies that
will promote sound "growth management" in support of economic development.
Although they are not likely able to operate and maintain the Trail, the Commission can
play a significant role in guiding the land development aspects of the Trail and assisting
with coordinating resources among Portage Township, Portage Borough and various
local organizations.



Portage Area Regional Planning Commission’s Recreation Subcommittee –
Subcommittee members Mr. Marty Slonac and Mr. Jeremy Burkett committed to
assisting with the construction and installation of Trail signage including mile markers,
directional and education signs. Mr. Slonac and Mr. Burkett also indicated their
willingness to assist with the construction of benches near the Puritan AMD Treatment
System.



Portage Area Historical Society – As noted in the Trail Demand section of this Study, the
Martin Branch Trail will be promoted as heritage tourism asset that will connect Trail
users to numerous heritage and natural resources. The Portage Area Historical Society
has identified and signed a Coal Heritage Auto Tour to mark the location of eighteen (18)
“stops”, including seven (7) located in the Trail Corridor, that highlight the location of the
coal related places that helped shape the coal heritage and history of the Portage Area.
The Society can play a significant role in guiding the heritage interpretation aspects of
these stops and other resources found in the Trail Corridor.
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The following summarizes the types of Roles and In-Kind Contributions that can be
expected from the Portage Area municipalities, authorities and organizations identified
above.
Organization

Portage Borough

Portage Township
Portage Area Joint
Recreation
Commission
Portage Area Municipal
Authority
Portage Area Sewer
Authority
Trout Run Watershed
Association

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Wind Energy Education
Center (Mike Barton)

•

Portage Area Regional
Planning Commission



Portage Area Regional
Planning Commission’s
Recreation
Subcommittee
Portage Area Historical
Society



•




In-Kind Contribution

Manpower and Equipment
Grant Funding Assistance from their Part-time Grant Writer
Improvements to areas surrounding the Trail
Manpower and Equipment
Plowing and maintaining of Trail Heads
Technical support operating and maintaining recreation facilities
Guidance on identifying and requesting sources of In-Kind
contributions
Clearing, grubbing and surface compaction along the length of
their Water System Improvement Project
As needed maintenance along Water Project Area
Use of the Water Project Area and existing haul roads for the Trail
Clearing, grubbing and surface compaction along the length of
their Sanitary Sewer Expansion Project
As needed maintenance of the Sewer Project Area
Use of the Sewer Project Area for the Trail
Maintenance of the Trail around the Puritan AMD Treatment
System and surrounding areas including the access road into the
System
Continue efforts to improve the water quality in Trout Run and to
expand its fishery
Assist Trail developers identify and create access points from the
Trail to Trout run
Support maintenance of the Trail between Martindale and the Wind
Energy Education Center
Support maintaining the Trail Head at the Wind Energy Education
Center.
Guiding the land development aspects of the Trail
Coordinating resources among Portage Township, Portage
Borough and various local organizations
Assistance on the constructing and installing Trail signage
including mile markers, directional and education signs
Assistance on the constructing and installing of benches.

• Interpretation of the Historical Points of Interest along the Trial.

Source: EADS Group, 2012.
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Trail Security
The following section describes aspects of safety and security for the Martin Branch
Trail. Maintaining a safe and secure Trail is critical to ensure Trail users have an
enjoyable experience while on the Trail and to protect those involved with the operation
of the Trail and easement holders from potential liability claims. Three primary safety
and security items including crime prevention, injury prevention and co-existence with
other motorized users in the Trail Corridor will need to be addressed. The following
describes these three items.
Crime Prevention
Maintaining a secure environment along the Trail is significantly hampered with the lack
of a local police force in Portage Township. And although Portage Borough does have
a local force, it is unlikely to expect them to patrol and maintain security along sections
of the Trail outside of their jurisdiction. The Recreation Subcommittee agreed that
having Portage Borough and/or Portage Township provide security are not viable
options. The Subcommittee also indicated that paying a third-party organization to
provide security along the Trail is not desirable. The Recreation Subcommittee did
agree that aspects of crime prevention should be incorporated into the development and
operation of the Trail. The following crime prevention activities should be considered as
operation of the Trail evolves.





Conduct organized volunteer patrols through a Martin Branch Trail Watch program
similar to a neighborhood crime watch program.
Provide telephone or other contact information for the Trail Operator, local/State Police
and emergency responders in a Trail Brochure, at Trail Heads and along the Trail itself.
Instructions for reporting incidences of concern or to provide suggestions for improving
security along the Trail should also be provided.
Conduct activities/programs along the Trail to get an extra set of eyes on the Trail. This
can include organized group walks, 5K runs, geocaching stations and environmental
education programs.

Injury Prevention
Proper design and active maintenance and inspection of the Trail will significantly
reduce the chances of a user getting injured while using it. Maintenance and inspection
of the Trail should occur on a regular schedule and documenting that any identified
issues were addressed should be maintained and regularly reviewed by the Trail
Operator. In addition, the Martin Branch Trail should be aligned around and away from
obvious and not so obvious obstacles and hazard areas. Signage should be installed
warning users of any potential dangers along the Trail and efforts should be taken to
minimize users’ exposure to those areas. Conducting annual meetings with local
emergency responders to review emergency access points, response procedures and
changing conditions along the Trail is also recommended. Trail users should also be
provided with a list of rules and regulations that clearly define what is expected of them.
It is recommended that a set of rules and regulations be prepared and provided on
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signage at each Trail Head and in a Trail brochure distributed at various local outlets
including at the Portage Borough and Portage Township municipal buildings, the
Chatterbox, the Portage Station Museum and the Wind Energy Education Center. The
following is a list of suggested rules and regulations:











The Trail is open from Dusk to Dawn
Alcoholic beverages are prohibited on the Trail
Fires are prohibited along the Trail
Disorderly conduct is prohibitive
ATV's, trail bikes and other motorized users are prohibited from using the Trail
Pets must be leashed at all times.
Fishermen should obey all laws of the PA Fish & Boat Commission
Carry out all litter
Respect the rights and privacy of adjacent property owners
Trail users must stay on the Trail at all times

Co-Existence with Motorized Users
Extensive and non-organized motorized use occurs through the Trail Corridor. Efforts
to reduce contact with motorized users should be incorporated with Trail development
and as operation of the Trail evolves. The Recreation Subcommittee suggested that the
Trail be aligned away from established motorized trails and that efforts are made not to
directly impact areas where motorized vehicles are known to ride. The Recreation
Subcommittee suggested that signage at the Trail heads indicate use of the Trail for
non-motorized use only, installing bollards at Trail heads and at select locations along
the Trail to discourage motorized use on the Trail and that some type of Trail User
Education Program focused on how motorized and non-motorized users can co-exist in
the Corridor be developed.
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Conclusions
The biggest challenge to developing the Martin Branch Trail is the lack of an identified
organization able or willing to commit to developing and operating the Trail. Efforts to
identify a willing and able Trail Operator during this Study were unsuccessful. The Trail
will and should not be developed without having an organization in place with the
capacity to obtain Trail Easements and/or acquiring land required for the Trail, address
issues from land owners, coordinate with legal and accounting representatives and
maintaining adequate insurance coverage, advertisement and promotion, special
programming and/or events, maintaining consistency in the look and level of service
along the Trail and most importantly obtaining and maintaining adequate funding levels
for these activities.
The maintenance and security requirements for the Martin Branch Trail are similar to
those items/tasks currently being completed by the Portage Area Joint Recreation
Commission at the Crichton McCormick Park and by other local recreation providers
including the Portage Area School District. It is expected that these organizations along
with Portage Borough and Portage Township can direct their local expertise and
experience to help guide those maintaining the Trail. Potential sources of local in-kind
contributions have been identified and could be made available for the Trail. It is
believed that the Martin Branch Trail can be successfully maintained by the eventual
Trail Operator.
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Recommended Trail Operator
Engagement with and evaluation of existing Portage Area organizations with a
recreation mission or connection to the Martin Branch Tail Corridor was completed
during this Study in order to identify an existing organization willing and able to take on
the development, ownership, operation and maintenance of the Trail. An existing
organization able to take on this role was not identified. From input received during the
Public Participation process and from the Portage Area Regional Planning Commission
and Recreation Subcommittee, it was suggested that a new registered 501(c)(3) nonprofit organization (e.g. Friends of the Martin Branch Trail) be formed to develop,
operate and maintain the Martin Branch Trail. To begin the process of forming this nonprofit organization and to generally keep development of the Trail moving forward, it is
recommended that Portage Township and Portage Borough together appoint members
to a Trail Development Advisory Committee. It is suggested that representatives of the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and Recreation Subcommittee, Portage
and Cassandra Borough Councils, Portage Township Supervisors and the Portage Area
School District, the Portage Borough Municipal Authority and Portage Area Sewer
Authority, the Portage Area Historical Society, the Wind Energy Education Center, Trout
Run Watershed Association, the Portage Area Joint Recreation Commission and
Portage Area residents be considered for the Advisory Committee. Responsibilities of
the Advisory Committee will include the following.




File Articles Of Incorporation With the Pennsylvania Department Of State for the new
non-profit organization
Assist writing Bylaws to guide the Non-Profit Trail Organization’s day to day operations.
Choose the initial Board Members

Members of the Trail Development Advisory Committee may also elect to serve as
Board Members in the new Non-Profit Trail Organization. Board members of the new
non-profit organization should have some type of connection to the Trail Corridor and
should have a real commitment to the Martin Branch Trail project and in increasing
recreation opportunities in the Portage Region.
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TRAIL CONCEPT PLAN
The following section describes the envisioned Martin Branch Trail between Portage
Borough and the Wind Energy Education Center in Portage Township. Information from
various sources was gathered and reviewed including results of the Physical Inventory
and Assessment, the Public Participation Process and in particular input from the
Portage Area Regional Planning Commission, the Recreation Subcommittee, land
owners and others connected to the Trail Corridor. The interpretation, application and
use of this information was critical in developing a realistic Trail Concept Plan that
incorporates practical solutions to issues identified through the planning process.
Trail Characteristics
The Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and Recreation Subcommittee
agreed that the Martin Branch Trail be developed as a single tread non-motorized
recreation trail primarily serving pedestrians, joggers, hikers, nature enthusiasts and off
road bicyclists. Five (5) Trail characteristics emerged from the planning process.
These characteristics will help to guide the development of the Martin Branch Trail and
help to define what the Trail will be when completed.
1. A Recreation Trail – The Martin Branch Trail will be new recreation facility in the

Portage Region that will address resident’s desire for more recreation
opportunities. Trail development will initially focus on constructing the Trail
surface and Trail Heads with the addition of amenities such as overhead lighting,
restrooms, pavilions, garbage cans, drinking fountains, etc to be considered in
future years.

2. A Trail for All Ages and Abilities – Results from the Recreation Survey indicate

that area residents including those in the school age, family-forming/sustaining
and mature adult years have an interest in walking, hiking and bike trails. The
Martin Branch Trail will appeal to this range of potential users by offering flatter
sections for those wanting to take leisurely walks and more primitive and
challenging sections for those looking for more active recreation opportunities.

3. A Heritage Trail – The Martin Branch Trail will be acknowledged as a way to

connect area residents and other Trail users to the area’s rich industrial and
natural heritage resources. Signs will be installed along the Trail to identify the
location of Portage Area Historical Society Auto Tour Stops and other points of
interest and interpretation panels will be installed at the Puritan Abandoned Mine
Drainage Treatment System and at the Wind Energy Education Center. The
Wind Energy Education Center itself can also provide information on the
Region’s growing wind energy industry.
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4. A Non-Motorized Trail Surrounded by Motorized Use - It was realized early in the

planning process that ATVs and other motorize vehicles actively use the Trail
Corridor for recreational riding.
The Portage Area Regional Planning
Commission and Recreation Subcommittee agreed that the Martin Branch Trail
will need to co-exist with motorized users. It was decided that the Trail should
not restrict or interfere with motorized users in the Corridor and that the Trail
should not be aligned on existing motorized trails.

5. A Trail with Multiple Surfaces – The Martin Branch Trail will have a combination

of surfaces including the cleared, compacted and seeded areas created from the
Martindale Water Improvement Project and the Portage Area Sewer Authority
(PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project,
compacted dirt on existing haul roads constructed from previous timbering
activities, the earthen berm around the Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage
Treatment System, Miller Shaft Road and new crushed limestone.

Phased Implementation Approach
A number of obstacles and opportunities were identified through the planning process
that impacts the ability to develop the Martin Branch Trail in a single continuous Phase.
These issues and opportunities were reviewed in detail with the Portage Area Regional
Planning Commission and the Recreation Subcommittee. In coordination with the
EADS Group, the Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and the Recreation
Subcommittee agreed that the Martin Branch Trail be best developed in three (3)
separate Phases with two (2) additional linkages be constructed to link the Trail to the
Portage Area School District Campus and to the Crichton McCormick Memorial Park.
The following subsections further describe the characteristics of each Trail Phase and
Linkage and proposed auxiliary features including Trail Heads, amenities at the Puritan
Abandoned Mine Treatment System, measures for mitigating potential conflicts with
motorized uses and features for making sections of the Trail accessible to persons with
disabilities. A Trail Concept Map showing the proposed Trail Phases and Linkages and
auxiliary features is provided on page 121.
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Phase 1 – Wind Energy Education Center to Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage
Treatment System
The first section of the Martin Branch Trail will be located in Portage Township between
the Wind Energy Education Center and the Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD)
Treatment System. The Trail will be developed on land currently owned by the
Wenturine Brothers Lumber Company, Gerald P. Neugebauer Jr. Trustee and the
Portage Area Municipal Authority. Developing this section of Trail will be aided by
cooperation from the Trout Run Watershed Association who will allow use of an access
ramp constructed for the AMD System, by the Portage Area Municipal Authority who
have offered to construct trail friendly haul roads while completing timbering activities on
their land where the Trail will be located and by Michael Barton, representative of the
Wind Energy Education Center, who has offered to help maintain this section of Trail
and has agreed to allow the Center to serve as a Trail Head. Challenges to developing
the section do exist and include the need to purchase approximately 18.5 acres of land
from the Wenturine Brothers Lumbers Company for a Trail Head and for a portion of the
Trail itself and the need to construct a new approximately 50-ft bridge over Trout Run
and a 10-ft bridge over a tributary to Trout Run. It is believed that this section of Trail
can be constructed and opened within a five (5) year period. The following summarizes
the characteristics of this section.


Length: The Trail is envisioned to extend for
approximately 13,200-ft (2.50 miles).



Slope: A majority of the slopes will be between
approximately 2% to 8%. However, there will be
sections with slopes over 20%.



Tread: A majority of this section will be primitive
and will utilize existing topography and surfaces.



Users: Will appeal to users looking for an active
and challenging recreation experience. Anglers
can also use this section to access Trout Run.



Public Access: A Trail Head will be constructed
adjacent to PA Rt. 164 near the Puritan AMD
Treatment System. The parking facilities at the
Wind Energy Education Center will also be used
as a Trail Head.



Connections: This section of Trail will connect
users to the Puritan AMD Treatment System,
Trout Run, Landscape Conservation Area #5 and
the Wind Energy Education Center. Windmills will be visible to users throughout much
of this section.
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Phase 2 – Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage Treatment System to Miller Shaft
This section of Trail will be located in Portage Township between the Puritan
Abandoned Mine Drainage Treatment (AMD) System and the village of Miller Shaft.
The Trail primarily will be developed on land owned by the Gerald P. Neugebauer Jr.
Trustee with a smaller section to be located on land owned by the Highland Sewer and
Water Authority. Each is in favor of granting easements for the Trail. Approval has also
been given to align a portion of the Trail through the Puritan AMD Treatment System.
Development of this section will be necessarily delayed to allow for the completion of
the Martindale Water Improvement Project and the Portage Area Sewer Authority
(PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project which will each
create cleared and compacted areas that will ease construction of the Trail. Both
projects are anticipated to be completion by 2015. The Trail will use the compacted dirt
and seeded surface created from these infrastructure projects to the extent possible.
Portions of the Trail will also use the berm constructed for the Puritan AMD Treatment
System and Miller Shaft Road. The remainder of the Trail will consist of a crushed
limestone surface. Challenges to developing the section do exist and include needing
to construct two (2) new approximately 50-ft bridges across Trout Run and refurbishing
another smaller bridge over a larger tributary to Trout Run. It is believed that this
section of Trail can be constructed and opened within a five to ten (5-10) year period.
The following summarizes the characteristics of this section.


Length: The Trail will extend for approximately
8,900-ft (1.70 miles).



Slope: The slope will be approximately 3.2%.



Tread: The Trail will be developed to accommodate
multiple users including hikers, bikers, nature
enthusiasts and persons with disabilities.



Users: This section will appeal to users wanting a
moderately challenging recreation experience in a
more natural setting. Anglers can also use this
section to access Trout Run.



Public Access: The Trail Head constructed during
Phase 1 at the Puritan AMD Treatment System will
be used. A second Trail Head will be constructed
as part of the Trail near Miller Shaft.



Connections: The section will connect users to the
villages of Fiddlers Green, Redbird and Miller Shaft
and also to the Puritan AMD Treatment System,
Trout Run, Landscape Conservation Area #5 and Portage Area Historical Society Auto
Tour Stops #14 Miller Coal Company Buildings, #15 Company Houses, #16 Mine
Entrance, #17 Martin Branch Railroad and #18 Blacksmith Shop.
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Phase 3 – Miller Shaft to Portage Borough
The third section of the Martin Branch Trail will be developed between the village of
Miller Shaft in Portage Township and Portage Borough. There are two suggested
routes for connecting the Trail to/from Portage Borough. The first would have the Trail
extend towards PA Rt. 164 near the NAPA Auto Parts Store. The second route would
extend the Trail over Trout Run towards Johnson Avenue. It is recommended that a
final decision on the Trail’s route, which may include constructing both, be made after
evaluating conditions closer to the time of this section’s development. Trail Heads
would be constructed near Johnson Avenue and on land currently owned by Don
Metzler located behind the NAPA Store. Significant obstacles will need to be overcome
to develop this section of Trail. These include the removal or reclamation of the Miller
Shaft Mine Refuse Pile currently located across the envisioned Trail path, the close
proximity of the Miller Shaft Abandoned Mine Drainage Discharge and its flow into Trout
Run and active operations of Pro-Disposal (a waste management company). In
addition, land will need to be acquired near the NAPA Auto Parts Store and developing
the Trail to Johnson Avenue will require constructing a new approximately 50-ft bridge
over Trout Run. Development of this Trail section is expected to take ten (10) years or
longer to complete. The following summarizes the characteristics of this section.


Length: The Trail will extend for approximately
2,400-ft (0.45 miles).



Slope: The slope will be approximately 2.7%.



Tread: The Trail will be developed to
accommodate multiple users including hikers,
bikers, nature enthusiasts and persons with
disabilities.



Users: This section will appeal to users wanting a
passive
and
less
challenging
recreation
experience. Anglers can also use this section to
access Trout Run.



Access: The Trail Head constructed during Phase
2 near Miller Shaft will be used. Trail Heads are
also envisioned behind the NAPA Auto Parts Store
and near Johnson Avenue.



Connections: The Trail will connect users to
Portage Borough and Portage Township and the
Portage Historic District, Miller Shaft AMD Discharge, Trout Run and Portage Area
Historical Society Auto Tour Stops #10 Acid Mine Drainage, # 13 Refuse Pile, #14 Miller
Coal Company Buildings and #15 Company Houses. The Trail will also connect users to
the Main Line Canal Greenway.
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Trail Linkages
The Portage Area Regional Planning Commission and the Recreation Subcommittee
strongly agreed that connecting the Martin Branch Trail to Portage Borough is a priority.
The Recreation Subcommittee also noted that connecting the Trail to existing assets in
Portage Borough is critical for its long term success and use by Borough Residents. As
a result of input by the Planning Commission and the Recreation Subcommittee two
linkages have been identified that will connect the main Martin Branch Trail to existing
assets in Portage Borough. These include linkages to the Portage Area School District
campus and to the Crichton McCormick Park. These two linkages are further described
below.
Trail Linkage to the Portage Area School District Campus
As described previously, a number of significant obstacles including the Miller Shaft
Mine Refuse Pile, the close proximity of the Miller Shaft Abandoned Mine Drainage
Discharge and active operations of Pro-Disposal restrict the ability to connect the main
Trail to Portage Borough along its envisioned (Phase 3) alignment. The Recreation
Subcommittee therefore suggested that a suitable linkage between Miller Shaft and the
Portage Area School District Campus near Portage Borough that could be developed in
conjunction with Phase 2 of the main Trail be identified and become part of the overall
Trail Concept. From field investigations and a review of land owners in this area
completed by the EADS Group, it was determined that an approximately 1,800-ft (0.35
miles) Trail Linkage could be located between Phase 2 of the Trail near Miller Shaft and
the Portage Area School District Campus. Unfortunately, a majority of this Linkage will
have steep slopes exceeding 17% and will require constructing an approximately 50-ft
bridge over Trout Run. Also, ATVs and other motorize vehicles actively use the area
around the Linkage alignment for recreational riding so measures for mitigating impacts
with motorized users will need to be installed Developing this Linkage will also require
obtaining Trail Easement(s), constructing new sections of Trail and installing signage.
An existing parking area located near the Portage Township Municipal Building and
near the Portage Area School District Campus can be used.
Trail Linkage to Crichton McCormick Park
The Recreation Subcommittee also suggested identifying a Linkage between the Trail
and the Crichton McCormick Park. This Linkage will use existing sidewalks, local roads
and State Road pedestrian crossings and will total approximately 3,200-ft (0.60 miles) in
length. This Linkage will connect Crichton McCormick Park to Phase 3 of the Trail at
two locations. The first connection will be to the proposed Trail Head behind the NAPA
Auto Parts Store. A second connection will be to a proposed Trail Head adjacent to
Johnson Avenue east of PA Rt. 164. This linkage will have minimal slope and will
provide Portage Borough residents of all ages and abilities with easy access to the Trail.
The drawback to this linkage is that the Trail section will connect with Phase 3 of the
Trail between Miller Shaft and Portage Borough which may take over 10 years to
complete.
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Auxiliary Trail Facilities
Development of the Martin Branch Trail will initially focus on providing the Trail surface
and a number of auxiliary facilities including Trail Heads, amenities at the Puritan
Abandoned Mine Treatment System, measures for mitigating potential conflicts with
motorized uses and features for making sections of Trail accessible to persons with
disabilities. The following describes these auxiliary Trail facilities.
Trail Heads
Access to the Trail will be established at eight (8) locations along the Martin Branch
including at the Wind Energy Education Center, at the Puritan AMD Treatment System,
near the Portage Township Municipal Building, in Miller Shaft, behind the NAPA Auto
Parts Store, at Johnson Avenue, near the Portage Area School District Campus and in
the Crichton McCormick Park. Existing parking areas at the Portage Area School
District Campus, in Crichton McCormick Park, at the Portage Township Municipal
Building and at the Wind Energy Education Center will be used as is. A total of four (4)
new Trail Heads will be installed including at the Puritan AMD Treatment System, in
Miller Shaft, behind the NAPA Auto Parts Store and at Johnson Avenue. The new Trail
Heads will typically consist of a drive entrance and parking area with a compacted
limestone base for approximately 10-15 cars, minimal landscaping improvements and
the installation of signage as appropriate. Installing overhead lighting, storage and
restroom facilities, pavilions, garbage cans, drinking fountains, etc can be considered in
future years. The following is a conceptual design for a typical Trail Head.

117

Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD) Treatment System
The Trout Run Watershed Association with support from the Cambria County
Conservation District constructed the Puritan AMD Treatment System in 2012. The
Trout Run Watershed Association is responsible for the operation and maintenance of
the System and surrounding areas. Mr. Dennis Beck of the Trout Run Watershed
Association and Mr. John Dryzal of the Cambria County Conservation District agreed
that a portion of the Martin Branch Trail could be aligned on top of an approximately 8-ft
wide earthen berm constructed for the Treatment System. They requested that a split
rail or similar style of fencing be installed along the top of the berm to guide trail users
around and to protect users from falling into or otherwise accessing the System. Mr.
Beck and Mr. Dryzal also recommended installing an interpretation panel and bench at
each end of the System. They suggested the panels could include diagrams of the
System, construction photos, information about AMD and an operational description of
the System. Input from Mr. Beck and Mr. Dryzal should be obtained during design of
the interpretative panels. The following is a conceptual design for these facilities around
the Treatment System.
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Mitigation of Potential Conflicts with Motorized Users
ATVs and other motorize vehicles actively use the Martin Branch Trail Corridor for
recreational riding. Controlling and/or policing of this existing motorized use is a major
challenge facing the Martin Branch Trail Operator. The Recreation Subcommittee does
not believe that having Portage Borough and/or Portage Township or paying an
independent security firm to actively provide security on the Trail are viable options.
The Subcommittee also believes that installing obtrusive physical features such as a
fence or a railing through the Trail Corridor designed to stop or significantly reduce
motorized use is not practical or realistic. The Subcommittee suggested that using
passive approaches including the use of bollards at select locations, a Trail User
Education Program focused on educating motorized and non-motorized users on how to
co-exist and not aligning the Trail directly on established motorized paths might be the
most effective way to mitigate motorized use in the Corridor. It is recommended that the
Trail User Education Program include a word of mouth campaign and information on
signs alerting users that the Martin Branch Trail is for non-motorized use only. Similar
information can also be provided in a Trail brochure and distributed locally. It is also
recommended that a set of four (4) concrete and/or wood bollards and signage
indicating use of the Trail by non-motorized users be installed at each Trail Head and
bridge crossing to discourage motorized users from accessing the Trail. The following
is a conceptual design for the bollards.
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Features for Establishing an Accessible Trail
An accessible trail is one that is accessible to and usable by people with disabilities.
Portions of the Martin Branch Trail including Phase 2 between the Puritan AMD
Treatment System and Miller Shaft and Phase 3 between Miller Shaft and Portage
Borough are intended to be accessible for persons with disabilities. Due to the naturally
occurring slopes found along Phase 1 between the Puritan AMD Treatment System and
the Wind Energy Education Center and the Linkage between Miller Shaft and the
Portage Area School District Campus, these Trail sections are not feasibly able to be
accessible to persons with disabilities. The following accessibility features were
adapted from information provided by the National Trails Training Partnership
(www.americantrails.org/resources/accessible/ADASummFeb00.html) and should be incorporated
as appropriate during construction of the Martin Branch Trail. Final accessibility
determinations the need for accessibility features should be verified with current
conditions and regulations at the time of Trail development.




Trail Slope – No portion of an accessible trail should have a slope greater that
5%. The slope in Phase 2 between the Puritan AMD Treatment System and
Miller Shaft is approximately 3.2% and in Phase 3 between Miller Shaft and
Portage Borough it is approximately 2.7%. Final slopes along these sections
established from completion of the Martindale Water Improvement Project and
the Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and
Stormwater Separation Project should be verified post construction.
Resting Intervals – For sections with slopes over 5%, 60-ft by 60-ft resting areas
at the following intervals should be installed:
Trail Slope
5% to 8.33%
Up to 10%
Up to 12.5%







Max.
Distance
200-ft
30-ft
10-ft

Interval
200-ft apart.
30-ft apart
10-ft apart

Trail Surface – The Martin Branch Trail will have multiple surfaces including
sections of compacted dirt, crushed limestone and on-road. At a minimum, all of
these surfaces should be at least 36-inches wide, hard compacted and stable
and void of any obstacles over two (2) inches in height.
Passing Space – At a minimum, passing spaces adjacent to the Trail should be
provided at least every 1000' where the Trail is less than 60 inches wide.
Signage – Signs clearing indicating the length of the accessible segments of the
Trail shall be provided at Trail Heads and as appropriate along the Trail itself.
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Phase 2 - Puritan Mine Drainage Treatment System to Miller Shaft
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- Accommodates multiple types of users
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Phase 1 – Wind Energy Education Center to
Puritan Mine Drainage Treatment System
- 13,200-ft (2.50 miles)
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TRAIL CONCEPT

FINANCIAL FEASIBILITY
As described in the Trail Concept Plan, the Martin Branch Trail is envisioned to be
developed in three (3) phases. In addition, two (2) linkages that will connect the Trail to
the Portage Area School District campus and the Crichton McCormick Park are
proposed. The following section provides estimates of probable costs associated with
developing each Phase and linkage including acquisition of land and easements,
constructing the trail base, bridge(s), Trail Heads and drainage structures and installing
auxiliary facilities such as fencing, signage and mitigation measures. Estimated
operation and maintenance expenses and sources of funding for developing and
maintaining the Martin Branch Trail and its linkages are also provided.
Trail Development Cost Considerations
The actual costs associated with developing the Martin Branch Trail will vary due to a
number of factors, including local conditions, availability of in-kind services and the cost
of services and materials at the time of construction. Therefore, development costs
provided in this section are meant to give a reasonable expectation of the costs
associated with developing the Martin Branch Trail. The provided estimates of probable
cost takes into account the following:


Completion of the Martindale Water Improvement Project with clearing, grubbing
and compaction occurring in the locations identified during this planning process.



Completion of the Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary Sewer
Extension and Stormwater Separation Project with clearing, grubbing and
compaction occurring in the locations identified during this planning process.



Completion of timbering on the Portage Area Water Authority land surrounding
the Wind Energy Education Center and establishing useable haul roads.



Construction of the Wind Energy Education Center with a parking area that can
be used as a Trail Head.



Reclamation of the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile by the current lease holder or
other private interest.



Discounting development costs by anticipating in-kind services for materials and
labor for general work tasks and/or donations of specific items is not included.



Anticipation of specific construction requirements from private and/or public
funding sources or from providers of in-kind services is not included.
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Phase 1 – Wind Energy Education Center to Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage
Treatment System
Phase 1 of the Martindale Branch Trail will be developed in Portage Township and will
extend for approximately 13,200-ft (2.50 miles) connecting the Wind Energy Education
Center with the Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD) Treatment System.
Developing this section of Trail will require obtaining Trail Easements, acquiring land
and constructing new sections of trail base, bridges, Trail Heads, drainage structures
and installing signage and mitigation measures. The following describes each of these
features. A map showing the approximate location of each feature is provided on page
126 followed by a detailed cost estimate on page 127.


Trail Easements - Constructing this Phase of the
Trail will require obtaining Trail Easements from
the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee, Cooney
Brothers Coal Company and the Portage Area
Municipal Authority. Mr. Mark Blaisdell, the land
manager representative for the Gerald P
Neugebauer Jr Trustee and Cooney Brothers
Coal Company, suggested a fee of one dollar for
the Trail Easements and requested that some
form of signage be installed to recognize their
contribution. No specific Trail Easement fee was
suggested by the Portage Area Municipal
Authority.



Land Acquisition - Constructing this Phase of the
Trail will require acquiring land owned by the
Wenturine Brother Lumber Company near the
Puritan AMD Treatment System and adjacent to
PA Rt. 164 for a Trail Head and for alignment of
the Trail. This land is described as parcel
number
48-009.
-101.000
and
totals
approximately 763 acres. The Company’s legal
representative indicated he would recommend
subdividing and selling off a portion of land on the
east side of PA Rt. 164 needed for the Trail Head
and Trail. Mapping prepared by the EADS Group
indicates this land area totals approximately 18.50 acres. A specific value for that land
was not provided by the Wenturine Lumber Company. A majority of the land is cleared
or has been previously timbered and is not actively being marketed for sale. A land
acquisition cost of $37,000 ($2,000/acre) will be used for budgeting purposes. It is
expected that an additional $5,000 will be needed to complete the subdivision process.
A total cost of $42,000 is anticipated for subdividing and acquiring this land.



Drainage Structures – Three defined drainage channels that convey surface water from
Becks Lane and upslope areas cross the proposed alignment of the Trail. This drainage
may be managed through parallel swales and culverts.
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Trail Base - A majority of the Trail, approximately
10,700-ft, will be aligned on existing haul roads
constructed from previous timbering activities.
Minimal enhancements are recommended for
these areas. An additional approximately 1,000 ft
of the Trail will be aligned on top of the
compacted dirt surface created from the
Martindale Water Improvement Project. The
remaining approximately 1,500-ft will be new trail
construction consisting of clearing, grubbing, a
compacted dirt base and a 5-ft wide, 6-inch
depth, layer of crushed limestone compacted in
place.



Trail Heads - There will be two (2) Trail Heads
constructed on either end of the Trail.
A
limestone base Trail Head to accommodate 1015 cars will be located off of PA Rt. 164 near the
Puritan AMD System. A PennDOT Highway
Occupancy permit will be required. The Trail
Head will connect to the access ramp constructed
for the Puritan AMD System. The ramp is switch
backed cut into the hillside and is sloped at
approximately 10%. A more accessible Trail
access way could be established at the rear of
the property using the compacted surface from
the Martindale Water Improvement Project. A second Trail Head will be located at the
Wind Energy Education Center and will share the parking facilities constructed for the
Center. Additional amenities including overhead lighting, garbage facilities, restrooms,
pavilions and drinking fountains may be considered in future years.



Bridges - Three (3) bridges will need to be
constructed. The first will be approximately 50-ft
in length and will cross Trout Run. A second
bridge, approximately 5-ft in length, will be
needed to cross a portion of the Puritan AMD
discharge flow located just south of the
Treatment
System.
A
Third
bridge,
approximately 10-ft in length, will be needed to
cross a small tributary to Trout Run located near
the Wind Energy Education Center. Engineering,
geotechnical investigations, structural evaluations
and Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection permitting will be required for
the bridges.
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Signage - An informational sign describing the
characteristics of the Martin Branch Trail and
indicating use of the Trail by non-motorizes users
will be installed at each Trail Head. Mile Markers
(at half mile increments) and signs calling out the
location of Trout Run, windmills and Landscape
Conservation Area #5 will be installed along the
Trail. The Trout Run Watershed Association
requested that a Mine Drainage related
interpretation panel be installed at each end of
the Puritan AMD System.
The Association
recommended the interpretative panels include
diagrams of the Puritan AMD Treatment System, construction photos, information about
Abandoned Mine Drainage (AMD) and Treatment. An additional interpretive Panel
describing the Region’s wind industry will be installed at the Wind Energy Education
Center.



Bench – The Trout Run Watershed Association also requested that a bench be installed
at the interpretive panel near the Puritan AMD Treatment System.



Mitigation Measures – A set of four (4) concrete and/or wood bollards will be installed
near the Trail Heads at both ends of the Trail, at points where the Trail accesses the
road leading to the Wind Turbines and on both ends of the bridge crossing Trout Run to
discourage motorized users from accessing the Trail. Signs indicating use of the Trail by
non-motorized users will also be installed near these locations. Additional bollards can
be installed as needed during construction of the Trail.
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PHASE 1

Estimate of Probable Cost
The following provides a cost estimate for developing this section of Trail. Costs are broken out for the major categories
described above. For planning purposes, the estimate cost to development this section is approximately $429,000.
Qnty.

Unit Price

Total

3 ea

$200

$600

1 ea

-

1,500 lf

$15/lf

New Construction – Crushed Limestone

167 tons

$50/ton

$8,350

On Sewer/Water Project

1,000 lf

-

-

On Haul Roads – minor enhancements

Trail Easements

Item

Land Acquisition
Trail Base:
New Construction – Clearing/Grubbing, Compaction

Comments
preparing Trail Easement maps and agreements

$42,000 subdivision and acquisition of 18.5 acres
$22,500 20-ft wide, 5-ft wide compaction
materials and installation – 5 ft x 6-inch depth
using existing cleared, compacted and seeded surface

16 hrs

$120/hr-

$1,920

excavator with operator

Drainage Structures

3 ea

1,000/each

$3,000

surface water drainage

Bridges:
50-ft Bridge over Trout Run

1 ea

$140,000

$140,000 5-ft wide - installed

10-ft Bridge over Tributary to Trout Run

1 ea

$28,000

$28,000 5-ft wide - installed

5-ft Bridge over Discharge/Surface Water Flow

1 ea

$14,000

$14,000 5-ft wide - installed

Design/Permitting

1 ea

$60,000

$60,000 engineering and PA DEP permitting

1 ea

$10,000

$10,000 limestone base

Information Sign at Trail Head – 16 sf

2 ea

$50/sf

$1,600

4’x4’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

Location/Mile Marker/Mitigation Signs along Trail – 4 sf

14 ea

$50/sf

$2,800

2’x2’ – Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

2 ea
1 ea
24 ea

$50/sf
$500
$100/each

$2,500
$500
$2,400

5’x5’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)
wood bench
wood or pre-cast concrete

Trail Head:
Signage:

Interpretive Panels - 25 sf
Benches
Mitigation Measures - Bollard
Sub Total
Contingencies
Engineering/Permitting
Source: The EADS Group, 2012

TOTAL

$340,170
20%

$68,034 unanticipated construction, engineering, permitting, etc

5%

$20,410 final design and land disturbance and PennDot permits
$428,614
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Phase 2 – Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage Treatment System to Miller Shaft
Phase 2 of the Martin Branch Trail will be developed in Portage Township and will
extend for approximately 8,900-ft (1.70 miles) and will connect the Puritan AMD
Treatment System with the village of Miller Shaft. Development of the Trail will benefit
from completion of the Martindale Water Improvement Project and the Portage Area
Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation Project.
Developing this section of Trail will require obtaining Trail Easements, constructing new
sections of trail base, bridges, a Trail Head and installing signage, fencing and
mitigation measures. The following describes each of these features. A map showing
the approximate location of each feature is provided on page 130 followed by a detailed
cost estimate on page 131.


Trail Easements - Trail Easements from the
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee, Highland Sewer
and Water Authority (HSWA) and the Franey
Family will be required. Mr. Blaisdell, the land
manager representative for the Gerald P
Neugebauer Jr Trustee, suggested a fee of one
dollar for the Trail Easement and requested that
some form of signage be installed to recognize
their contribution. No other Trail Easement fees
were suggested by the other land owners.



Trail Base – A majority of the Trail, approximately
5,700-ft, will be aligned on top of the compacted
dirt and seeded surface created from the
Martindale Water Improvement Project and the
Portage Area Sewer Authority (PASA) Sanitary
Sewer Extension and Stormwater Separation
Project. Approximately 600-ft of Trail will use the
earthen berm constructed for the Puritan AMD
Treatment System and approximately 600-ft of
Trail will be located on Miller Shaft Road. The
remaining approximately 2,000-ft will be new trail
construction consisting of clearing, grubbing, a
compacted dirt base and a 5-ft wide, 6-inch depth, layer of crushed limestone
compacted in place.



Trail Head – The Trail Head installed during
Phase 1 near the Puritan AMD System will also
provide access to this section of the Trail. An
additional limestone base Trail Head to
accommodate 10-15 cars will be constructed in
the Trail right-of-way on the Miller Shaft end of
the Trail.
This Trail Head will be located
approximately 800-ft from PA Rt. 164. Additional
amenities including overhead lighting, garbage
facilities, restrooms, pavilions and drinking
fountains may be considered in future years.
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Bridges - Two (2) bridges each approximately 50ft in length must be constructed across Trout Run
near Fiddlers Green so that the Trail can be
aligned around properties not able to grant
easements in this area. Engineering, including
geotechnical
investigations
and
structural
evaluations and Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection permitting will be
required for both new bridges.
In addition,
decking will be replaced on an existing
approximately 10-ft bridge that crosses a large
tributary to Trout Run near Fiddlers Green, to create a crossing point that can be used
exclusively for users of the Trail. Finally, a small foot bridge, approximatley 5-ft in
length, will be required to cross over the discharge from the Puritan AMD Treatment
System.



Signage – An informational sign describing the
characteristics of the Trail and indicating use of
the Trail by non-motorizes users will be installed
at each Trail Head. As noted previously, the
Trout Run Watershed Association requested that
a Mine Drainage related interpretation panel and
be installed at each end of the Puritan AMD
System.
The Association recommended the
interpretative panels include diagrams of the
Puritan AMD Treatment System, construction
photos, information about Abandoned Mine
Drainage and Treatment. Mile Markers (at half mile increments) and signs calling out
the location of Trout Run, Landscape Conservation Area #5 and Portage Area Historical
Society Auto Tour Stops 14, 15, 16, 17 and 18 will also be installed along the Trail. On
road signs identifying the path of the Trail and warning users to be alert for motorized
traffic will be installed along Miller Shaft Road.



Fencing/Bench – The Trout Run Watershed Association has agreed that the Trail could
be aligned on the approximately 8-ft wide compacted earth berm constructed for the
Puritan AMD Treatment System. The Trout Run Watershed Association requested that
a split rail or similar style of fencing be installed along the top of the berm adjacent to the
System to guide users around and to protect users from falling into or otherwise
accessing the treatment system. The Watershed Association also requested that a
bench be installed at each interpretive panel.



Mitigation Measures - A set of four (4) concrete and/or wood bollards will be installed
near the Trail Heads at both ends of the Trail, on the Trout Run side of the two (2)
bridges crossing Trout Run and on each end of the refurbished bridge crossing the large
tributary to Trout Run to discourage motorized users from accessing the Trail. Signs
indicating use of the Trail by non-motorized users will also be installed near these
locations. Additional bollards can be installed as needed during construction of the Trail.
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PHASE 2

Estimate of Probable Cost
The following provides a cost estimate for developing this section of Trail. Costs are broken out for the major categories
described above. For planning purposes, the estimate cost to development this section is approximately $532,000.
Trail Easements

Item

Trail Base:
New Construction – Clearing/Grubbing, Compaction

Qnty.

Unit Price

Total

3 ea

$200

$600

Comments
preparing Trail Easement maps and agreements

2,000 lf

$15/lf

New Construction – Crushed Limestone

222 tons

$50/ton

On Sewer/Water Project

5,700 lf

-

-

using existing cleared, compacted and seeded surface

On Road

600 lf

-

-

Miller Shaft Road

Earthen Berm

600 lf

-

-

Puritan AMD Treatment System

2 ea

$140,000

$280,000 installed

1 ea
1 ea
1 ea

$5,000
$5,000
$60,000

$5,000 installed
$5,000 near Fiddlers Green
$60,000 engineering and PA DEP permitting

1 ea

$10,000

$10,000 limestone base

Information Sign at Trail Head – 16 sf

1 ea

$50/sf

$800

4’x4’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

Location/Mile Marker/Mitigation Signs along Trail – 4 sf

16 ea

$50/sf

$3,200

2’x2’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

Interpretive Panel at Puritan AMD System - 25 sf

1 ea

$50/sf

$1,250

5’x5’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

4 ea

$37.50/sf

$300

600 lf
1 ea
24 ea

$20/lf
$500
$100/each

Bridges:
50-ft Bridge over Trout Run
5-ft Bridge over AMD System Rock Overflow Channel
Refurbishing Bridge
Design/Permitting
Trail Head:

$30,000 20-ft wide, 5-ft wide compaction
$11,100 materials and installation – 5 ft x 6-inch depth

Signage:

On Road - 2 sf
Fencing – Split Rail
Benches
Mitigation Measures - Bollard

Sub Total

Contingencies
Engineering/Permitting
Source: The EADS Group, 2012

TOTAL

1’x2’ - Steel Post (PennDot Type B)

$12,000 materials and installation
$500 wood bench
$2,400 wood or pre-cast concrete
$422,150

20%

$84,430 unanticipated construction, engineering, permitting, etc

5%

$25,329 final design and land disturbance permits
$531,909
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Phase 3 – Miller Shaft to Portage Borough
Phase 3 of the Martin Branch Trail will extend for approximately 2,400-ft (0.45 miles)
and will connect the village of Miller Shaft in Portage Township with Portage Borough.
There are two suggested routes for connecting the Trail to/from Portage Borough. The
first would have the Trail extend towards the NAPA Auto Parts Store prior to crossing
Trout Run. The second route would extend the Trail over Trout Run towards Johnson
Avenue. It is recommended that a final decision on the Trail’s route, which may include
constructing both, be made after evaluating conditions closer to the time of this section’s
development. Developing this section of Trail will require reclamation of the Miller Shaft
Mine Refuse Pile and will require obtaining Trail Easements, acquiring land and
constructing new sections of trail base, a bridge, Trail Heads, a drainage structure and
installing signage and mitigation measures. The following describes each of these
features. A map showing the approximate location of each feature is provided on page
134 followed by a detailed cost estimate on page 135.


Trail Easements - Trail Easements from the
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee, the Bellvia
family and the Portage Township Supervisors are
required. Mr. Mark Blaisdell, the land manager
representative for the Gerald P Neugebauer Jr
Trustee, suggested a fee of one dollar for the Trail
Easement and requested that some form of
signage be installed to recognize their
contribution. No other Trail Easement fees have
been suggested.



Land Acquisition - Acquiring land owned by Don
L. Metzler behind the NAPA Auto Parts store is
required for a Trail Head and for a potential Trail
alignment. This land is parcel number 48-022. 600.002 and totals approximately 1.6 acres. This
land is currently vacant but is actively being
marketed for sale by Mr. Metzler. Mr. Metzler did
not indicate a sale price for the land. Because of
its potential commercial value, it is anticipated that
the cost to acquire this 1.6 acres will be
approximately $42,000.



Mille Shaft Mine Refuse Pile – The pile and
surrounding area is owned by the Cooney
Brothers Coal Company and is currently under
lease to the Robindale Energy Company who is
programming for its eventual reclamation.
Periodic contact with the Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP) Bureau of
Abandoned Mines (BAMR) and Robindale Energy
is suggested to keep it on the proverbial “radar
screen”.
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Trail Base – The Trail will primarily consist of new construction consisting of clearing,
grubbing, a compacted dirt base and a 5-ft wide, 6-inch depth, layer of crushed
limestone compacted in place. New trail construction is required to align the Trail away
from existing compacted trails used by motorized vehicles and the active operations of
Pro Disposal. Depending on final alignment, portions of the Trail may also be aligned on
existing compacted surfaces. The final alignment and surface should be reevaluated
when the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile is removed, regarded or reclaimed.



Trail Heads – The Trail Head constructed in Miller
Shaft during Phase 2 along with the existing
gravel parking area at the Portage Township
Municipal Building will provide parking areas for
this section of Trail.
Depending on final
alignments, a limestone base Trail Head could be
constructed on the Portage Borough side of the
Trail behind the NAPA Auto Parts Store. A
second Trail Head could be constructed in the
Trail right-of-way adjacent to Johnson Avenue.
These Trail Heads will each be located
approximately 300-ft from PA Rt. 164.



Bridges – One large bridge, approximately 50-ft in
length, will need to be constructed across Trout
Run if the Trail is extended to Johnson Avenue.
The bridge will be constructed at the location of a
former Martin Branch Railroad bridge.
The
concrete abutment of the former bridge is visible
on the southern side of Trout Run and appears to
be in good condition. Engineering, including
geotechnical
investigations
and
structural
evaluations and Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection permitting will be
required.



Drainage Structure – A defined drainage channel conveys surface water to Trout Run
from near the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile behind the NAPA Auto Parts Store. This
drainage may be managed through a parallel swale and culvert.



Signage – An informational sign describing the characteristics of the Trail and indicating
use of the Trail by non-motorized users will be installed at each Trail Head and near the
Portage Township Municipal Building. Mile Markers (in half mile increments) and signs
calling out the location of Trout Run, the Milller Shaft Abandoned Mine Drainage
discharge and Portage Area Historical Society Auto Tour Stops 10, 13 and 14 will be
installed along the Trail.



Mitigation Measures – A set of four (4) concrete and/or wood bollards will be installed
near each Trail Head, near the Portage Township Municipal Building and on each side of
the bridge crossing Trout Run to discourage motorized users from accessing the Trail.
Signs indicating use of the Trail by non-motorized users will also be installed near these
locations. Additional bollards can be installed as needed during construction of the Trail.
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Estimate of Probable Cost
The following provides the cost estimate for developing this section of Trail. Costs are broken out for the major categories
described above. For planning purposes, the estimate cost to development this section is approximately $403,000.
Trail Easements

Item

Land Acquisition
Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile Reclamation
Trail Base:
New Construction – Clearing/Grubbing, Compaction

Qnty.

Unit Price

2 ea

$200

1 ea

-

300 tons

-

Total
$400

Comments
preparing Trail Easement maps and agreements

$42,000 1.6 acres
-

by Robindale Energy or other private interest

2,400 lf

$15/lf

266 tons

$50/ton

Drainage Structures

1 ea

1,000/each

Bridges:
50-ft Bridge over Trout Run

1 ea

$140,000

$140,000 installed

1 ea

$60,000

$60,000 engineering and PA DEP permitting

2 ea

$10,000

$20,000 limestone base

New Construction – Crushed Limestone

Design/Permitting
Trail Head:

$36,000 20-ft wide, 5-ft wide compaction
$13,300 materials and installation – 5 ft x 6-inch depth
$1,000

surface water drainage

Signage:
Information Signs at Trail Head – 16 sf
Location/Mile Marker/Mitigation Signs along Trail – 4 sf
Mitigation Measures - Bollard
Sub Total

3 ea

$50/sf

$2,400

4’x4’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

12 ea

$50/sf

$2,400

2’x2’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

20 ea

$100/each

$2,000

wood or pre-cast concrete

$319,500

Contingencies

20%

$63,900 unanticipated construction, engineering, permitting, etc

Engineering/Permitting

5%

$19,170 final design and land disturbance permits
$402,570

Source: The EADS Group, 2012

TOTAL
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Trail Linkage to Portage Area School District Campus
This proposed linkage will be approximately 1,800-ft (0.35 miles) in length and will
connect the Trail in the Miller Shaft area with the Portage Area School District campus
near Portage Borough. A majority of this Trail Linkage will have steep slopes.
Developing this extension will require obtaining Trail Easements, constructing new
sections of trail base, a bridge over Trout Run and installing signage and mitigation
measures. This Linkage can be developed in conjunction with development of Phase 2
of the Trail. The following describes each of these features. A map showing the
approximate location of each feature is provided on page 137 followed by a detailed
cost estimate on page 138.


Trail Easements – Easements from the Gerald P
Neugebauer Jr Trustee and the Portage
Township Supervisors will be required. Mr. Mark
Blaisdell, the land manager representative for the
Gerald P Neugebauer Jr Trustee, suggested a fee
of one dollar for the Trail Easement and
requested that some form of signage be installed
to recognize their contribution.



Trail Base – The linkage will have a compacted
dirt base with a 5-ft wide, 6-inch depth, layer of
crushed limestone compacted in place.



Trail Head – An existing gravel parking area
located behind the Portage Area High School and
near the Portage Area School District track will
provide an adequate parking area for Trail users.



Bridges – One large bridge, approximately 50-ft in
length, will need to be constructed across Trout
Run.
Engineering, including geotechnical
investigations and structural evaluations and
Pennsylvania Department of Environmental
Protection permitting will be required.



Signage – An informational sign describing the characteristics of the Trail and indicating
use of the Trail by non-motorized users will be installed at the Trail Head near the
Portage Area School District campus.



Mitigation Measures – A set of four (4) concrete
and/or wood bollards will be installed near the
Portage Area School District Campus Trail Head,
near the Portage Township Municipal Building and
on each side of the bridge crossing Trout Run.
Signs indicating use of the Trail by non-motorized
users will also be installed near these locations.
Additional bollards can be installed as needed
during construction of the Trail.
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Estimate of Probable Cost
The following provides the cost estimate for developing this Trail Linkage. Costs are broken out for the major categories
described above. For planning purposes, the estimate cost to development this section is approximately $303,000.
Trail Easements

Item

Trail Base:
New Construction – Clearing/Grubbing, Compaction
New Construction – Crushed Limestone
Bridges:
50-ft Bridge over Trout Run
Design/Permitting

Qnty.

Unit Price

Total

2 ea

$200

$400

Comments
preparing Trail Easement maps and agreements

1,800 lf

$15/lf

200 tons

$50/ton

$27,000 20-ft wide, 5-ft wide compaction

1 ea

$140,000

$140,000 installed

1 ea

$60,000

$60,000 engineering and PA DEP permitting

1 ea

$50/sf

$800

4’x4’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

4 ea

$50/sf

$800

2’x2’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)

16 ea

$100/each

$10,000 materials and installation – 5 ft x 6-inch depth

Signage:
Information Sign at Trail Head – 16 sf
Mitigation Signs along Trail – 4 sf
Mitigation Measures - Bollard
Sub Total
Contingencies
Engineering/Permitting
Source: The EADS Group, 2012

TOTAL

$1,600

wood or pre-cast concrete

$240,600
20%

$48,120 unanticipated construction, engineering, permitting, etc

5%

$14,436 final design and land disturbance permits
$303,156

An alternative to having this linkage extend to the Portage Area School District Campus
would be to divert it along Blue Bird Lane to Johnson Avenue. Blue Bird Lane is located
through a residential area and connects with Johnson Avenue approximately 650-ft to the
east of PA Rt. 164 and approximately 1,200-ft to the west of the Portage Area School
District Campus. This route would decrease the amount of new trail construction but would
require additional signage and potentially accommodations for a new parking area.
Therefore, it is anticipated that the overall cost to develop this alternative would not be
significantly less than extending as envisioned it to the Portage Area School District
Campus. A detailed evaluation of this alternative was not completed as part of this Study.
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Trail Linkage to Crichton McCormick Park
This proposed linkage can connect with the Martin Branch Trail near the NAPA Auto
Parts Store and/or on Johnson Avenue with Crichton McCormick Park. The total length
of this linkage is approximately 3,200-ft (0.60 miles). This linkage can be developed in
conjunction with development of Phase 3 of the Martin Branch Trail. Developing this
linkage will require repair/replacing sidewalks along Johnson Avenue and installing
informational and on road signage. The following describes each of these features. A
map showing the approximate location of each feature is provided on page 140 followed
by a detailed cost estimate on page 141.



Trail Base – This linkage will use existing
sidewalks located along Main Street (PA
Rt. 164) and along the northern side of
Johnson Avenue between Main Street and
Crichton McCormick Park. A portion of the
linkage will also be aligned on Johnson
Avenue itself. Repair and/or replacement
of approximately 600 lf of sidewalk and
installing ADA curb ramps along the
northern side of Johnson Avenue is
recommended.
Existing pedestrian
crossings across Main Street (PA Rt. 164)
will be used.

Johnson Ave



Trail Heads – Facilities at Crichton McCormick Park will provide adequate parking for
Trail users. On street parking along Johnson Avenue and Main Street will also provide
additional parking for Trail users.



Signage – An informational sign describing the characteristics of the Trail and indicating
use of the Trail by non-motorized users will be installed at the Crichton McCormick Park.
On road signs identifying the path of the Trail will be required along Main Street (PA Rt.
164) and Johnson Avenue. Signs at each road crossing warning users to stop and be
alert to motorized traffic are also recommended.
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Estimate of Probable Cost
The following provides the cost estimate for developing this Trail Linkage. Costs are broken out for the major categories
described above. For planning purposes, the estimate cost to development this section is approximately $78,000.
Item

Trail Base:
Sidewalks along Johnson Avenue

Qnty.

Unit Price

600 lf

$100/lf

1 ea

$50/sf

10 ea

$37.50/sf

Total

Comments

$60,000 northern side of Johnson Avenue east of Main Street

Signage:
Information Signs at Park – 16 sf
On Road - 2 sf
Sub Total

$800 4’x4’ - Wood Post Sign (PennDot Type C)
$750 1’x2’ - Steel Post (PennDot Type B)
$61,550

Contingencies

20%

$12,310 unanticipated construction, engineering, permitting, etc

Engineering/Permitting

5%

$3,693 final design and PennDot permits
$77,553

Source: The EADS Group, 2012

TOTAL
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Trail Development Cost Summary
The Martin Branch Trail and its two linkages will extend for a total of approximately 5.6
miles between Portage Borough and the Wind Energy Education Center in Portage
Township. It is estimated that the development of the Martin Branch Trail and its
linkages, including contingencies, final design and permitting, will cost approximately
$1.74 million dollars. The following summarizes the total cost per Phase and linkage.
Segment
Phase 1 - Wind Energy Education Center to
Puritan Abandoned Mine Drainage Treatment
System
Phase 2 - Puritan AMD Treatment System to
Miller Shaft
Phase 3 - Miller Shaft to Portage Borough
Linkage to Portage Area School District Campus
Linkage to Crichton McCormick Park
Total
Source: The EADS Group, 2012

Length
(miles)

Cost

2.50

$428,614

1.70

$531,909

0.45
0.35
0.60
5.60

$402,570
$303,156
$77,553
$1,743,802

Developing the Martin Branch Trail and its two proposed linkages will require obtaining
Trail Easements from seven (7) property owners, acquiring approximately twenty (20)
acres of land from two land owners, constructing five (5) approximately 50-ft bridges
across Trout Run, one (1) approximately 10-ft bridge over a small tributary to Trout Run,
two (5) other smaller bridges and refurbishing one (1) existing bridge over a large
tributary to Trout Run, four (4) new Trail Heads, installing approximately eight (8) large
information signs, forty-six (46) Location/Mile Marker/Mitigation Signs along the Trail,
three (3) interpretive panels, two (2) benches, 600-lf of fencing, eighty four (84)
individual bollards. Developing the Trail will also require reclamation by others of one
(1) large mine refuse pile. The following summarizes the total cost per major item.
Item
Cost
Bridges (including engineering and permitting)
$992,000
Contingencies
$276,794
Trail Base
$220,170
Land Acquisition
$84,000
Engineering/Permitting
$83,038
Trail Heads
$40,000
Signage
$20,400
Fencing/Benches
$13,000
Mitigation Measures (bollards)
$8,400
Drainage Structures
$4,000
Easements (prepare maps and agreements)
$2,000
Total $1,743,802
Source: The EADS Group, 2012
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Operation and Maintenance Budgets
The following section addresses Operation and Maintenance expenses associated with
the Martin Branch Trail. For comparison purposes, actual operation and maintenance
budgets from two (2) similar trails are provided. A sample budget for the Martin Branch
Trail including all anticipated cost categories with projections of operating expenses and
revenues per project phase is provided. The items and costs provided in this subsection
are meant to give a generalized expectation of expenses associated with operating and
maintaining the Trail.
Operation Expenses
Annual operation costs for the Martin Branch Trail are difficult to estimate because
conditions when the Trail is constructed may vary over what is known at this point and
will vary depending on the type of organization responsible for operating the Trail. A
newly created non-profit organization will need to factor in annual expenses for
maintaining the organization itself including legal, insurance and accounting fees
whereas an established organization may already have these expenses addressed. In
addition, the Trail operator may have other annual expenses including costs for
preparing and distributing promotion materials and other related information to users
and costs associated with events and soliciting and administering membership
applications and dues. The following Table FF-1 provides 2011 actual and 2012
proposed line item expenses for the Conemaugh Valley Conservancy’s (CVC) West
Penn Trail Council associated with operating the West Penn Trail. The West Penn Trail
is a 17-mile rail-trail located approximately between Saltsburg and Blairsville in Indiana
County, PA. As is shown, the Council spent approximately $5,400 in 2011 operating
the Trail. Operational expenses likely covered by the CVC include insurance,
advertisement/website and tax preparation and are therefore not included in the Trail
Council’s actual operations budget.
TABLE FF-1
WEST PENN TRAIL COUNCIL OPERATION BUDGET
2011 Actual and 2012 Proposed
Items
Trail Manager
Payroll taxes
Workers Compensation
Travel
Dues/Publications
Organizational Development
Conferences/Staff Development
Legal Fees
Program Supplies
Total

2011 Actual
$3,115
$344
$22
$310
$300
$75
$1,252
$5,418

2012 Proposed
$3,500
$500
$300
$100
$100
$4,500

Source: Conemaugh Valley Conservancy, interpreted by the EADS Group 2012
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The following Table FF-2 provides the 2010 proposed line item operational expenses for
the Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania. The Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania
is a non-profit organization with no paid staff. In comparison to the West Penn Trail
Council’s budget provided above, operational expenses covered by the Rails to Trails of
Central Pennsylvania include insurance, advertisement/website, tax preparation and
trail related events/merchandise. As is shown, the Rails to Trails of Central
Pennsylvania budgeted approximately $19,000 in 2010 for operations.
TABLE FF-2
RAILS TO TRAILS OF CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA OPERATION BUDGET
2010 Proposed
Items

Merchandise
Raffle
Healy Memorial Race
Trail Events
Postage - Newsletters
Postage - Permit
Postage - Raffle
Office Supplies
Phone
Electric
Porta-Johns
Grannas Station Operation
Advertisement/Website
Insurance
Tax Preparation
Trail Awards
Capital Campaign Account
Miscellaneous

Qty

Total

4

Unit Cost
50

4
3

$25
$250

12
12
12
12

$100
$43
$60
$450

4

$150

Source: Rails to Trails of Central PA, interpreted by the EADS Group 2012

Total
$200
$250
$750
$100
$750
$150
$300
$1,200
$516
$720
$5,400
$200
$750
$5,700
$800
$100
$279
$600
$18,765

Maintenance Expenses
Trail Operators typically rely heavily on volunteers and in-kind service to complete
maintenance tasks at little to no actual cost. However, Trail Operators will need to
budget for expenses associated with non-routine maintenance tasks, capital
improvements and equipment purchases and routine maintenance tasks that cannot be
completed using volunteers and/or in-kind services. The annual cost to complete
maintenance on the Martin Branch Trail will vary and evolve over time as each Phase
and Linkage is completed and will be reflected in the eventual number of amenities
installed along the Trail. A review of maintenance expenses of four (4) existing trails
located in Cambria County and in the surrounding region, including the Ghost Town
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Trail, Armstrong Trail, West Penn Trail and the Hoodelbug Trail, was completed to
develop a basis for estimating the annual maintenance expenses for the Martin Branch
Trail. The following Table FF-3 provides the total annual maintenance expense and
expense per mile of these four (4) trails.
TABLE FF-3
ANNUAL MAINTENANCE EXPENSES OF FOUR LOCAL TRAILS
Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study
Trail
Ghost Town Trail
Armstrong Trail
West Penn Trail
Hoodelbug Trail

Year

Length
(miles)

2009
2010
2011
2005

36.0
34.8
17.0
6.0

Annual
Maintenance
Expense
$60,000
$2,000
$1,389
$9,000

Expense
Per Mile
$1,667
$57
$82
$1,500

Sources: Rails-To-Trails Conservancy - User Survey and Economic Impact Analyzes.
West Penn Trail interpreted from actual budget information

As is shown above, trail maintenance on an expense per mile basis varies considerably
from as high as $1,667 per mile on the Ghost Town Trail down to less than $100 per
mile on the Armstrong and West Penn Trails. This range points to the fact that
maintenance costs are site specific and are largely determined by the ability to establish
a large enough pool of volunteers to complete maintenance tasks at little to no cost.
The average of the expense per mile of the four trails shown above is approximately
$826.00. Adding a 25% contingency factor to the $826.00 average results in an
average annual expense of approximately $1,000 per mile. The Martin Branch Trail
between Portage Borough and the Wind Energy Education Center in Portage Township,
including the two proposed Linkages will be approximately 5.60 miles in length. Using
the $1,000 per mile as a basis, the annual expense for maintaining the completed
Martin Branch Trail and Linkages will be approximately $5,600 per year. This annual
maintenance expense does not factor in costs associated with major equipment
purchases, resurfacing, emergency repairs to washed out areas and/or bridge repairs.
The following provides a breakdown of the estimated annual maintenance expense for
each Phase of the Martin Branch Trail and for the two Linkages.
Trail
Segment
Phase 1
Phase 2
Phase 3
Linkage
Linkage

Description
Wind Energy Education Center to
Puritan AMD System
Puritan AMD System to Miller Shaft
Portage Borough to Miller Shaft
To Portage Area School District
To Crichton McCormick Park
Total

Length
(miles)

Annual
Maintenance
Expense

2.50

$2,500

1.70
0.45
0.35
0.60
5.60

$1,700
$450
$350
$600
$5,600
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Operation and Maintenance Revenues
The following two Tables provide actual sources of trail related revenues to the
Conemaugh Valley Conservancy (CVC) West Penn Trail Council and the Rails to Trails
of Central Pennsylvania. The CVC established a number of different ways to directly
support the West Penn Trail Council. These include a Trail Maintenance Fund focused
on collecting general donations and a Trail Sponsorship Program focused on selling
sponsorships for mile markers, trail sections and commemorative benches. In addition
to membership dues and general donations, the Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania
generate a substantial amount of revenue from trail events, a raffle and the sale of
merchandise.
TABLE FF-4
WEST PENN TRAIL COUNCIL REVENUES
2011 Actual and 2012 Proposed
Items
Sponsors
Contributions
Reimbursement from Parent Organization
Total

2011 Actual
$2,575
$500
$3,075

Source: Conemaugh Valley Conservancy, interpreted by EADS Group 2012

2012 Proposed
$3,000
$3,800
$3,000
$9,800

TABLE FF-5
RAILS TO TRAILS OF CENTRAL PENNSYLVANIA REVENUES
2010 Proposed
Items
Membership Dues - Individual
Membership Dues - Family
Membership Dues - Supporting
Membership Dues - Group
Membership Dues - Corporate
Donation - Boxes on Trail
Donations - General
Merchandise
Raffle
Healy Memorial Race

Total

Qty
125
225
40
2
3
10
12
4
-

Unit Cost
$15
$20
$50
$75
$150
$275
$400
$60
-

Source: Rails to Trails of Central PA, interpreted by EADS Group 2012

Total
$1,875
$4,500
$2,000
$150
$450
$2,750
$4,800
$240
$3,500
$2,500
$22,765
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Martin Branch Trail Operation and Maintenance Budget
The following provides a sample budget for Operating and Maintaining the Martin
Branch Trail. The basis for the budget items and expenses/revenues are from an
Interpretation of the West Penn Trail Council and Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania
budgets discussed in the previous two sections. Anticipated cost items, projected
expenses and revenues are provided to give working understanding of the financial
realities associated with operating and maintaining the Martin Branch Trail.
TABLE FF-6
SAMPLE OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE BUDGET
The Martin Branch Trail
Budget Item
Membership Dues
Donations
Sponsorships
Phone
Tax Preparation
Memberships in other Organizations
Postage/Supplies
Legal
Promotion/Advertisement
Insurance
Trail Maintenance
Total
Source: The EADS Group, 2012

Expense

$100
$200
$200
$400
$1,000
$1,500
$3,000
$5,600
$12,000

Revenue
$2,000
$4,000
$6,000

$12,000
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Economic Impacts
The significant costs associated with developing, operating and maintaining the Martin
Branch Trail must be balanced against the long term positive impact that the Trail can
have on the local economy. Evidence of the positive impact trails have on local
economies can be found from the nearby Ghost Town Trail. The economic impacts
from the Ghost Town Trail was documented in the Ghost Town Trail 2009 User Survey
and an Economic Impact Analysis prepared by the Rails to Trails Conservancy with
assistance from the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources,
Bureau of Recreation and Conservation, Community and Conservation Partnerships
Program. In was reported in these publications that 390 out of 411 survey respondents
(88.4%) had purchased hard goods (bikes, bike accessories, clothing, etc.) in the past
year in conjunction with their use of the Ghost Town Trail. The majority of these
purchases were bicycles and bike supplies that resulted in an average expenditure of
$357.63 per person. In total, approximately $139,475 where spent on hard items. It
was also reported that 296 respondents (72%) indicated they had purchased some form
of soft goods (water, soda, candy, ice cream, lunches, etc.) while visiting the Ghost
Town Trail, with an average dollar amount spent per person per trip of $13.62. In total,
approximately $741,364 was spent on soft goods. The following is a breakdown of the
specific items respondents reported purchasing:
Item
Beverages
Candy/snack foods
Sandwiches
Ice cream
Meals at a restaurant along the trail
Bike rental
Other
None of these

%
25.5
13.7
7.7
9.2
14.1
0.2
1.8
27.8

In addition, approximately 50 respondents (12%) indicated they had stayed overnight
locally in conjunction with their visit. Those respondents spent an average of 2.2 nights
and spent on average $78.04 per night on their lodging. Overall, users of the Ghost
Town Trail contributed approximately $889,423 to the local economy in 2009. Although
the Martin Branch Trail may not generate that same level of economic impact, it can be
expected that the Martin Branch Trail will have a significant impact on the economy in
the Portage Region. And in addition to the direct sales, the Martin Branch Trail will
bring new visitors to the Region that can then patronize local attractions such as the
Portage Station Museum and other local points of interest.
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Trail Development/Operation Funding Sources
Given current budgetary constraints on the local, State and Federal level, developers of
the Martin Branch Trail should anticipate needing to obtain funding from several
different public and private sources. Funding for all the components of each Trail
section may not necessarily be available from a single source so developers can also
expect needing to obtain funding for specific trail items such as land acquisition, bridges
and signage from different sources and at different times. Most grant sources now
require a substantial local match, sometimes up to 50%, as part of the award
requirements. Therefore, developers will need to continually build up cash reserves or
have documented in-kind service commitments in place in order to be competitive for
Grant Funding. The following section offers a description of the most likely sources of
funding that can be used to support the acquisition of land, development and operation
and maintenance of the Martin Branch Trail. The sources include direct municipal
contributions and local fundraising, state and foundation grants and federal sources.
Municipal Funding
Input received during the planning process indicates that direct municipal funding for
developing the Trail is not likely. However, it is important to still note that Portage
Borough and Portage Township could elect to directly fund development of the Trail.
Portage Township and Portage Borough could redirect a portion of their Property Tax
and/or Earned Income Tax revenues to directly finance development of the Trail and/or
could set aside funds to be used as a match for grant funding. Portage Township and
Portage Borough could also consider issuing General Obligation Bonds to raise funds to
pay for the construction of the Trail. It is likely that Portage Borough’s grant writer will
be made available to assist with identifying and applying for grants to fund development
of the Trail. It is also likely that Portage Township and Portage Borough will provide inkind service towards the development and maintenance of the Trail.
Local Funding
Considering that there is competition among existing Portage Area organizations for
local donations, Trail developers will need to flexible and creative when it comes to
obtaining funding or in-kind services from local sources. The following methods are
suggested for attracting local donations. Administering these types of programs would be
the responsibility of the Trail Operator or another designated organization.


Adopt-a-Trail Program – Partnerships for maintaining the Trail can be obtained through a
Trail Adoption Program modeled after PennDot’s Adopt-a-Highway Program. Similar to
PennDot’s program, Portage Area businesses, civic organizations, families and Portage
Area School District organizations/clubs can adopt a section of the Trail, Trail Head or
other amenity and provide funding or volunteers for maintaining that specific portion of
the Trail. Those adopting a segment/amenity will be asked to complete the following
maintenance responsibilities on an appropriate schedule:
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Picking up litter
Removing larger debris,
Trimming stray branches,
Reporting problems concerning maintenance of the Trail.

This type of program will be focused on building community pride for the Trail by
connecting residents and organizations to the long term sustainability of the Trail.
Recognition of the adopter can be through the placement of a plaque or placing the

adopters name on a sign.



Trail Sponsorship Program – A Trail Sponsorship Program allows annual donations to
be received from individuals, organizations and businesses and provides a sense of
ownership to the sponsor. Sponsorships for portions of the Trail itself as well as for Trail
amenities including, Trail Heads, information signs, interpretive panels, bridges, benches
and mitigation measures can be sold. As an example, it was suggested by the
Recreation Subcommittee that selling of ‘in-memory’ benches similar to what the Joint
Recreation Commission does at the Crichton McCormick Park could be done along the
Trail as a fund raiser and as a way to connect residents to the Trail. Recognition of the
sponsor would be required and can accomplished through the placement of a plaque,
placing the sponsors name(s) on the sign or panel, naming of a trail segment, and/or
special recognition at an opening ceremony. Sponsorships other than cash including
donations of services, equipment, labor, or reduced costs for supplies can also be
considered. The Conemaugh Valley Conservancy maintains and administers a West
Penn Trail Maintenance Sponsorship programs that allows donors to financially support
the maintenance of specific half mile segments and/or entire trail sections. Half mile
segments are sold at $150 per half mile and whole segment sponsorships range from
$500 to $1,000. The Conservancy provides the sponsorship form and related
information on their website at
www.conemaughvalleyconservancy.org/recreation/supportwpt.html



Trail Development Fund – Establishing a Trail Development Fund allows smaller
donations to be accepted and pooled together to be used in developing or maintaining
the Trail. The Conemaugh Valley Conservancy maintains and administers a general
West Penn Trail Fund that allows donors to directly support maintenance aspects of the
Trail. The Conservancy suggests various funding levels ranging from $25 to $500 but
allows donors to contribute an amount. The Conservancy provides the donation form
and related information on their website at
www.conemaughvalleyconservancy.org/recreation/supportwpt.html
The Indiana County Parks and Trails Department, in cooperation with The Community
Foundation for the Alleghenies established the Park Legacy Fund to accept contributions
to improve and enhance Indiana County parks and trails for future generations. The
Community Foundation administers the fund on behalf of the Department. Donations to
the fund are tax-deductible to the extent permitted by law. The Indiana County Parks and
Trails Department promotes the fund are an excellent way to honor someone close to
you or to celebrate a special occasion such as the birth of a child, wedding anniversary,
graduation or special achievement. Donor’s contributions are recognized and an
appropriate acknowledgement card is sent to the recipient of the donor’s choice.
http://www.indianacountyparks.org/faqs/parkslegacyfundform.pdf
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Membership Campaign – Portage Area residents, students, organizations and
businesses can also individually contribute to the development
and
operation/maintenance of the Trail by purchasing an annual Trail membership.
Recognition of Trail members can be in the form of a unique decal sticker than can be
placed on a member’s car or business window. Different membership levels can be
established for students, Individuals, Businesses and other Organizations. The following
membership categories and fee structure is currently used by the Conemaugh Valley
Conservancy and the Rails to Trails of Central Pennsylvania.

Conemaugh Valley Conservancy
$500 Patron
$250 Corporation
$100 Sponsor
$50 Small business/municipality
$25 Family
$20 Individual

Rails to Trails of Central
Pennsylvania
$150 Corporation
$75 Group
$50 Supporter
$20 Family
$15 Individual

Private Funding- Local Wind Mill Owners and Operators
The Martin Branch Trail will expose users to the industry heritage of the Portage Region
and in particular to the emerging wind energy industry. As noted previously, the Trail
will connect to the Wind Energy Education Center and windmills will be visible from
several locations along the Trail. Soliciting financial support from the owners and
operators of the wind farms located in proximity to the Trail should be pursued. It is
recommended that personal contact first be made with the local contacts of these
companies to establish a cordial relationship and an understanding of the capacity of
each to support local projects. A detailed funding proposal should then be prepared
that specifically identifies the amount being requested and how the funding will be used
(construction of the Trail, a bridge, signage, maintenance, etc). The proposal should
also illustrate the community wide value of the Martin Branch Trail, description of the
Trail Operator and details on how it will be developed and maintained. Information on
how a large financial contribution will be acknowledged and included with the Trail
should also be included.
Foundation Funding - Community Foundation for the Alleghenies
There is an opportunity to access funding for development of the Trail itself and/or for
installing specific Trail amenities from the Community Foundation for the Alleghenies.
The Foundation is a nonprofit public foundation that supports projects/programs in
Cambria, Somerset and Bedford Counties. The Foundation is headquartered in
Johnstown. Through charitable giving of its donors, it builds professionally managed
assets to support the communities it serves. Grants typically are advised by donors or
are entrusted to the Foundation to use its community knowledge and engagement to
place their giving toward greatest needs, emerging issues, or to best leverage additional
support. The Foundation funds projects/programs in the following focus areas:
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Arts and Culture
Children and Youth
Civic Affairs
Community and Economic Development
Environmental Education
Health and Human Services
Heritage Programs
Religious organizations

The following three (3) types of Community Foundation Funds can be directed
individually or combined to fund projects in the Portage Region. Grant applications are
usually accepted twice a year, with the deadline for the Fall Round being the last Friday
of August and the Spring Round being the last Friday of January.
1. Unrestricted Small Grants Fund – this fund is unrestricted and awards are

typically between $1,000 - $5,000.

2. Community Endowment Funds – some communities, like Portage, have special

funds established at the Community Foundation. The Portage 10,000 Name
Board Fund is a Donor Advised Fund established to benefit efforts of the Portage
Community. Awards can be closer to $10,000. Grants submitted for the Portage
area are eligible for the Portage 10,000 Name Board Fund and also the Small
Grants Fund.

3. Community Initiatives Fund – is a donor-directed field of interest fund that

focuses primarily on community and economic development, education,
conservation in the Greater Johnstown Area. Awards can be in the $20,000 $50,000+ range.

The Portage Area Joint Recreation Committee, Portage Area Regional Planning
Commission and the Portage Area Historical Society have all previously received grants
from the Foundation. Additional information about the Community Foundation can be
found at www.cfalleghenies.org. Initial queries should be made to Angie Berzonski,
Program and Communications Officer at:
Community Foundation for the Alleghenies
116 Market Street, Suite 4
Johnstown, Pennsylvania 15901
(814) 536-7741
info@cfalleghenies.org

152

State Funding - Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources
(DCNR)
The DCNR is the primarily source of State funding for recreation and trail related
projects. The DCNR offers two (2) grant programs focused on the development of
Trails including the Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program and the Rails to Trails
Program. Grant Applications for these two grant programs are usually accepted in the
spring of each year. Eligible Applicants include County or Municipal Government,
Prequalified Land Trust, For Profit Organization, Higher Educational Institution, Other
Educational Institution, Non-profit with 501(c)3 IRS Status, Non-profit with PA Bureau of
Charitable Organizations Status. The following provides additional details for these two
programs.


Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program Grants - Pennsylvania Recreational Trails
(PRT) funding is appropriated by the U.S. Congress through the federal “Safe,
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users”
(SAFETEA-LU). At the federal level, the PRT Program is administered by the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA). The Department of Conservation and Natural
Resources (DCNR) has been designated as the state agency responsible for this federal
program. The Pennsylvania Recreational Trails Program provides grants to develop and
maintain recreational trails and trail related facilities for motorized and nonmotorized
recreational trail use. In 2012 the DCNR received approximately $1 million in federal
funds for the Program. 30% of the money received annually must be for uses related to
motorized recreation, 30% for uses related to non-motorized recreation and 40% to
facilitate diverse recreational trail use within a recreational trail corridor.
Eligible Projects:
 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 restrictions on new trails on
Federal land)
 Acquisition of easements or property for recreational trails or recreational trail
corridors
 The DCNR 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
Match requirements - Funding assistance is an 80/20 ratio with 80% grant money (up
to a maximum of $100,000) and 20% project applicant money. Land acquisition
projects require a 50/50 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.
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Rails-to-Trails Program Grants - Rails-to-Trails grants are awarded to county and
municipal governments, prequalified Land Trusts, educational institutions and non-profit
organizations established to preserve and protect abandoned railroad corridors as trails.
Eligible Projects:

Planning projects - Develop feasibility, master site development and special
purpose studies

Land acquisition and the development of abandoned railroad rights-of-way
for trail purposes under rail banking.

Development projects - construction of trails and associated structures (trail
heads, access roads, parking areas, interpretive facilities and comfort
facilities). Projects including renovation of existing structures, such as
bridges, drainage structures etc., will require submittal of a feasibility
study/structural assessment.

Related Trail facilities - walks, lighting, landscaping and signage for trail use
Match requirements - These grants require a minimum of a 50% match, which can
include a combination of Cash and/ or Non-Cash values. Land acquisition projects
are the exception and require a 50% cash or land donation non-cash value as match.
Portage is in DCNR’s Southcentral Region (region 3). Initial inquires for DCNR Grants
can be made to Lori Yeich, Natural Resource Program Supervisor (717) 705-5956 or to
Jay Schreibman (Recreation and Parks Advisor) (717) 772-4362.

State Funding - Act 13 Marcellus Legacy Fund Program
Greenways, Trails and Recreation Grants for the planning, acquisition, development,
rehabilitation and repair of greenways, recreational trails, open space, parks and
beautification projects are available through the Act 13 Marcellus Legacy Fund. Eligible
applicants include local governments, watershed organizations, for-profit businesses
(other than producers of natural gas), councils of governments or other authorized
organizations (any entity involved in research, restoration, rehabilitation, planning,
acquisition, development, education or other activities, which furthers the protection,
enhancement, conservation, preservation or enjoyment of this Commonwealth's
environmental, conservation, recreation or similar resources). Grants will not exceed
$250,000 and require a 50 percent match, except for applications from municipalities
with a population of less than 5,000 which requires a 20 percent match. The
Commonwealth Financing Authority is responsible for administering the Program.

154

Federal Funding - Transportation Enhancements Program (TEP)
TEP funds are Federal Funds authorized by the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). The TEP program is
administered and managed at the local level by the Johnstown Area Transportation
Study (JATS). This program offers funding opportunities to help expand transportation
choices and enhance the transportation experience through small, community based
transportation and recreation activities related to surface transportation. Eligible
Applicants include and federal or state agency, county or municipal government and
school districts. Non-profit organizations were not eligible to be project sponsors for the
2012 application submissions.
Eligible Projects: - Include the Preservation of Abandoned Railway Corridors
including the conversion and use, thereof for Pedestrian or Bicycle Trails.
Local Share - This is a reimbursement program so Applicants must have the financial
capability to advance project costs for their share of the project. Funding can only be
used for construction phases of a project. Applicants are responsible for all preconstruction activities including engineering and permitting and working with
PennDOT and the Federal Highway Administration to secure all applicable
environmental approvals.

The funding cycle for this program is every two years. It is anticipated that applications
for the next cycle will be accepted in 2014. The primary contact for this Program is
Chris Allison, Cambria County Planning Commission, 401 Candlelight Drive,
Ebensburg, PA 15931, Phone: 814-472-2108, callison@co.cambria.pa.us.
Conclusions
The financial requirements for developing, operating and maintaining the Martin Branch
Trail and Linkages are significant. However, they are not so great that they render the
Trail unfeasible. They do present a real challenge that the developer and operator of
the Trail will need to overcome. Existing conditions after completion of the Martindale
local infrastructure and timbering activities, changing attitudes about the Trail and
commitment levels, availability of in-kind services and the cost of services and materials
at the time of construction and afterwards can and will impact the actual costs and
commitments associated with developing, operating and maintaining the Trail.
Developers of the Trail will need to explore multiple sources of funding and will need to
be creative, flexible and relentless when it comes to securing funding from local, private,
state or federal sources. Local commitment, community support and assistance from
Portage Township and Portage Borough including from the Borough’s Grant Writer will
be necessary to successfully develop, operate and maintain the Martin Branch Trail.

155

DETERMINATION OF FEASIBILITY
The Portage Area Trail Feasibility Study was completed to determine the feasibility of
developing the Martin Branch Trail between PA Rt. 164 and Trout Run between Portage
Borough and a proposed Wind Energy Education Center to be located just west of
Martindale in Portage Township. The Study provides an overview of the issues and
opportunities and realities associated with developing the Martin Branch Trail so that
informed decisions can be made regarding its future. As summarized below, it was
determined that the Martin Branch Trail is feasible to develop.


Legal Feasibility – Development of the Martin Branch Trail will require cooperation from
eight (8) land owners. Trail Easements will be required from six (6) land owners and
acquisition of land will be required from two (2) land owners. Based on the information
received during the Study, these land owners are willing to work with eventual Trail
Owner/Operator and none indicated an objection to a non-motorized trail.



Demand for the Trail - Demand for more outdoor forms of recreation including hiking and
biking trails is high in the Portage Region as evidenced by the results of the Portage
Region Recreation survey. The Martin Branch Trail will become part of the Mainline
Canal Greenway and will help to improve public access to outdoor recreation and can
serve as an incubator for other recreation, heritage, environmental, educational, and
economic development related projects.



Physical and Natural Features - The existing physical and natural features in the Trail
Corridor do not prohibit development of the Martin Branch Trail. The Trail’s close
proximity to Trout Run and its tributaries, the Miller Shaft Mine Refuse Pile, ProDisposal, steep slopes and active motorized use in the Corridor do increase the difficulty
of developing the Trail.



Public Opinion – No significant opposition to the Trail was received from the public
participation process. Local land owners and those connected to the Trail Corridor are
willing and able to support development of the Trail.



Operation, Maintenance and Security - The biggest challenge to developing the Martin
Branch Trail is the lack of an identified organization able or willing to commit to
developing and operating the Trail. Efforts to identify an existing organization to take on
this role were unsuccessful. A new registered 501(c)(3) non-profit organization is
recommended to be form to operate the Trail. It is believed that the Martin Branch Trail
can be successfully maintained by the eventual Trail Operator.



Financial Feasibility - The financial requirements for developing, operating and
maintaining the Martin Branch Trail and Linkages are significant. However, they are not
so great that they render the Trail unfeasible. Developers of the Trail will need to
explore multiple sources of funding and will need to be creative, flexible and relentless
when it comes to securing funding from local, private, state or federal sources.

Although developing the Martin Branch Trail is feasible there is no guarantee that it will
actually be developed. A strong local effort lead by dedicated residents, organizations
and local government will be required to make the Martin Branch Trail a reality.
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