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 A. I N T R O D U C T I O N    A N D    P U R P O S E   

1. Background 

The Grand History Trail – A very brief summary 

A little more than a decade ago an opportunity was identified. There were existing off-road multi-use trails that 
could, and should be, inter-connected between the historical towns of York and Gettysburg in Pennsylvania. The 
trails and corridors represented a common character and history that spoke of the Nation’s birth, trial by fire, and 
growth that people can still learn from today. As that opportunity was explored, the concept expanded and 
through the efforts of multiple partners; representing Federal, state and local government agencies; regional and 
local organizations; and private entities; in Pennsylvania, Maryland and Washington DC … the idea of the Grand 
History Trail was born.  

The proposed Grand History Trail network links about 100 miles of existing trails, through and around the District 
of Columbia, Maryland and Pennsylvania, to form a more than 250 mile loop of on and off-road routes. It will link 
the National Mall in DC to the National Military Park in Gettysburg while connecting major cities and historical 
towns in the District of Columbia, Maryland and Pennsylvania. The route links Annapolis, Baltimore, 
Frederick, Gettysburg, York, and Washington, D.C. It incorporates and connects a number of existing local and 
regional trails and trail planning efforts such as the East Coast Greenway, Great Allegheny Passage, the C&O 
Canal Towpath, the York Heritage Trail and the September 11th National Memorial Trail. 

Traveling from Gettysburg to Emmitsburg on the Grand History Trail – A Vision 

The ultimate goal for this segment of the Grand History Trail is to link Gettysburg, Pennsylvania with 
Emmitsburg, Maryland. However, the limit of this study is the Pennsylvania-Maryland state border and we see 
something like this … 

It’s a beautiful late summer morning in September, a few years from now. 

Through the collaborative effort of the Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority (GARA), Healthy Adams 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Action Coalition, Inc. (HABPI), Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP), Adams County 
Planning and Development, the Borough of Gettysburg, the Townships of Cumberland, Freedom and Liberty, 
as well as other agencies, and numerous interested citizens, the Grand History Trail is hosting its ribbon 

The	Proposed	Grand	History	Trail	-	A	250	mile	Loop	
connecting	Annapolis,	Baltimore,	Frederick,	Gettysburg,	

York,	and	Washington,	D.C.		
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cutting on the new, 12 mile section of trail between Gettysburg and the Maryland Border. The new trail 
section now allows pedestrians and bicyclists from throughout the community and visiting the area to access 
the historical sites, local businesses, and recreational resources via a safe, convenient, and delightful trail. 
Following many regional and local trail studies over the years, and a detailed feasibility study in 2019, the 
design, right-of-way and construction work are complete. As a critical section of the Grand History Trail, the 
new section of trail has grown in its role as one of the most important, historic, and scenic trails in 
Pennsylvania and as a major connector to the September 11th National Memorial Trail, the East Coast 
Greenway, Great American Rail-Trail,  and the Great Allegheny Passage. 

Life in surrounding communities and along the trail is now much enhanced by the trail and the people who 
traverse it:   

• Visitation to Gettysburg, as well as Adams and York Counties, and the historical and recreational 
resources that encompass the area has increased. Visitors to town who seek out the Trail, are often 
pleasantly surprised to learn of the many sites along it of which they otherwise would have been 
unaware.  

• The trail has generated much in the way of services that benefit visitors, travelers and old and new 
residents alike. Towns and communities throughout Adams and York Counties appreciate the influx of 
respectful visitors and the social contact and business they bring. As with other major multi-use trails, 
new businesses have opened, and existing ones have expanded.  

• The joy and camaraderie of spending time in the outdoors along the Trail is contagious. Weekly visitors 
intermingle with long-term residents daily, together appreciating being linked to the numerous resources 
and services along the Grand History Trail.  

The	Proposed	Grand	History	Trail	will	serve	as	a	major	connector	to	the	September	11th	National	Memorial	Trail	
(shown	above),	the	East	Coast	Greenway	and	the	Great	Allegheny	Passage.	

Gettysburg	
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• Visitors and residents alike are generally unaware that they are not far from heavily trafficked roads as 
they enjoy family trips and bike rides along a mix of multi-use trail and local roadways. The trail 
utilizes beautiful landscaped plantings of native, mature vegetation to unveil unmatched scenic 
views of the surrounding landscape that include the historic resources at Gettysburg and natural 
areas along Marsh Creek.  

• The new section of trail has laid the groundwork for the Grand History Trail in Maryland to further 
extend the trail from Emmitsburg to the C&O Canal Towpath, linking with the September 11th National 
Memorial Trail both in Gettysburg, and on its path to Washington D.C.  

2. Purpose, Goals and Objectives of the Study 

The main purposes of the study are as follows: 

• Explore and assess alternative routes for the Grand History Trail between Gettysburg, PA and the 
Maryland Border with the ultimate goal of linking to Emmitsburg, MD. 

• Evaluate potential connections with other regional trail networks, historic sites, resources, and 
communities along the routes. 

• Obtain input from key stakeholders and the public, in particular the National Park Service. 
• Develop schematic level alternative route plans for analysis with the goal of recommending a primary 

route. 
• Develop conceptual level plans and recommendations for the primary route. 
• Develop conceptual level plans and recommendations for potential links along the primary route. 
• Develop conceptual level Opinions of Probable Cost of Implementation of a Phased Trail Development 

Plan. 
• Develop recommendations for management and operation. 

3. The Study Committee 

In the summer of 2018 Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority (GARA), working with Healthy Adams Bicycle & 
Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI), invited representatives of the communities along the general corridor between 
Gettysburg, PA and the Pennsylvania/Maryland Border to participate as part of a Study Committee for the project. 
The committee members represented Gettysburg National Military Park, local governmental entities, local and 
regional planning entities, local businesses organizations and the Gettysburg Area School District. Six Study 

Gettysburg,	Pennsylvania		 Emmitsburg,	Maryland		
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Committee meetings were convened during the course of the Trail Study and valuable input offered. Members of 
the committee included: 

Jackie	Dwyer	 	 Executive	Director	(until	Oct.	2019)	 Gettysburg	Area	Recreation	Authority	(GARA)	
Erin	Pedigree		 Executive	Director	(since	Nov.	2019)	Gettysburg	Area	Recreation	Authority	(GARA)	
Dennis	Hickethier	 President	 	 	 Healthy	Adams	Bicycle	&	Pedestrian,	Inc.	(HABPI)	
Dafna	Reiner	 	 Biologist		 	 	 Gettysburg	National	Military	Park	
Chris	Caba	 	 Transportation	Planner	 	 Adams	County	Office	of	Planning	and	Development	
Sarah	Kipp	 	 Land,	Cons.	Coordinator	 	 Land	Conservancy	of	Adams	County	
Chris	Berger	 	 Council	Member	 	 	 Borough	of	Gettysburg	
James	Paddock	 Township	Supervisor	 	 Cumberland	Township	
Paul	Kellett	 	 Vice	Chair/Supervisor	 	 Freedom	Township	
John	Bostek	 	 Chairman/Supervisor	 	 Liberty	Township	
Bob	Jackson	 	 Vice	Chair/Supervisor	 	 Liberty	Township	
Deb	Adamik	 	 Executive	Director		 	 Main	Street	Gettysburg	
Casey	Thurston	 Athletic	Director	 	 	 Gettysburg	Area	School	District	
Kip	Hamilton	 	 	 	 	 	 Churches	in	Gettysburg/	PSI	Pumping	Solutions	
Note - As time progressed J. Bostek and Bob Jackson of Liberty Township were replaced by: 
Rich	Luquette	 Planning	Commission	 	 Liberty	Township	

4. The Consultant Team 

The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority retained the services of Campbell Thomas & Company (CTC) of 
Philadelphia as the lead planning consultant for the study of this section of the Grand History Trail. CTC has 
been working in multi-use trail planning and design since 1976 and played a significant role getting the 
Schuylkill River Trail in Southeastern Pennsylvania started. In addition, CTC was the lead consultant for the 
feasibility study and planning of the northern section through Pennsylvania of the September 11th National 
Memorial Trail which will link Gettysburg to the 1300 mile route linking the three September 11th National 
Memorial sites. In addition CTC has been actively involved in planning of a number of trails in the region that 
will link with the September 11th National Memorial Trail and the Grand History Trail. As the lead consultant, 
CTC coordinated the overall work of the study; performed review and analysis, including research and field 
study; directed the public participation process; coordinated and conducted stakeholder meetings and 
interviews; developed schematic alternatives, recommendations and related cost analysis; and produced the 
draft and final reports. In addition to the work of CTC the following consultants provided additional input for 
the study: 

Jeffrey Case, P.E., Structural Engineer 

BCM Engineers in York, Pennsylvania provided services related to environmental planning 
and specific land planning issues. 

Contact information for the Consultant Team: 

Campbell Thomas & Company 
Robert P. Thomas, AIA – Partner in Charge 
1504 South Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19146-1636 
phone:  215 985 4354 
e-mail:  rthomas@campbellthomas.com 
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5. Delineation of Study Area 

As delineated in Map A.1 , the 
study area is generally bounded 
by Gettysburg Borough to the 
North, the Maryland State Line 
to the South, State Route 15 to 
the East, and Carroll Valley 
Borough to the West. In 
addition, it is within 
Cumberland, Freedom, and 
Liberty Townships.  

Early in the study process, two 
corridors were identified for 
evaluation for a potential off-
road, multi-use trail from the 
Visitor Center at Gettysburg 
National Military Park to the 
Maryland Border, near 
Emmitsburg, MD, and be part of 
The Grand History Trail (see map 
above). Old Route 15 
(Emmitsburg Rd), which 
currently serves as PA Bike 
Route J, was considered as one 
of these potential alternatives. 
As the study developed, several 
other major corridors have been 
further identified and will be 
discussed in this report.   

 
The	study	area	is	generally	bounded	by	Gettysburg	Borough	to	the	North,	the	
Maryland	State	Line	to	the	South,	State	Route	15	to	the	East,	and	Carroll	Valley	

Borough	to	the	West.	
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B. L E G A L    F E A S I B I L I T Y 

1. Ownership Conditions Along the Proposed Corridors 

Approximately one third of the proposed trail corridor passes through lands owned by the Federal 
Government under the management of the United States National Park Service. These include lands within 
the Gettysburg National Military Park and lands in the Eisenhower National Historic Site, the former 
residence of President Dwight D. Eisenhower. 

Beyond the lands operated by the National Park Service, the proposed corridor passes through a combination 
of public rights-of-way (ROW), Adams County Conservation Easements, preserved farmland and private 
lands. The public rights-of-way (ROW) are generally state and municipal roads with low traffic volumes and 
many that can be characterized as “country walking roads”.  

A little over a mile of the proposed corridor pass through lands owned by Timothy P. Shields, Senior Vice 
President of Patriot’s Place and a 4th generation Adams County resident. As a businessman, entrepreneur and 
conservationist, Mr. Shields has invested significant time and effort in preserving the historical integrity of 
land and business development in and around Gettysburg, PA. Mr. Shields is also developing an Environmental 
Center on his property along Pumping Station Road. This will serve as a feature destination for this future 
section of the GHT.  

2. Adjacent Land Ownership and Impact 

The proposed alignment developed through the National Military Park and the Eisenhower National Historic 
Site were developed in close coordination with National Park Service staff who manage these lands. The 
proposed alignment was developed to comply with the Park Service vision of how the multi-use trail should 
best pass through the park, appropriately linking historic features and having no perceived negative impact on 
the sites and minimal conflict with other modes of touring the park such as automobile, pedestrian only and 

	

Pennsylvania	Land	Trust	Association	conserved	lands	identified	in	the	study	area		
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equestrian. The final alignment and future design, construction and procedures will need to be reviewed and 
approved by the National Park Service. 

Timothy P. Shields, mentioned in the preceding section, is a local advocate for the project and sees an 
alignment through his properties for the Grand History Trail as an asset to present and planned uses. 
Similarly, trail sections through conserved and preserved lands for this trail are expected to have minimal 
impact and may even be a positive addition. During planning and design, close coordination with landowners 
will be required for the most effective implementation of the trail. 

Low traffic, public rights-of-way (ROW) were chosen for their scenic value, topographic characteristics and 
connectivity. Addition of multi-use trail users to these rights-of-way (ROW) is seen to have little to no 
negative impact on the adjacent properties these routes pass through.  

Proposed sections through private lands will require negotiation and design approaches that address concerns 
such as privacy, security and appropriate buffers. However, as long as the owners are amenable, trail 
development in many areas has a positive impact for local residents and property owners. Many areas see 
significant increases in property values. Members of the Study Committee have initiated discussions with local 
private land owners and have had some positive response.  

Private property conflicts noted to date 

Initially there was a proposed route through Freedom Township, along Gordon Road that met significant 
opposition from local residents during the first public meeting. In addition, several residents on Schriver Road 
and Red Rock Road expressed concerns regarding privacy. An alternative alignment is being proposed so this 
trail will not directly impact these residents. 

3. Assessment 

Approximately one third of the 
proposed alignment passes 
through the lands of the National 
Military Park and the Eisenhower 
National Historic Site. The Grand 
History Trail will be a new 
addition to the existing trail 
system within the NPS managed 
park lands. No property 
acquisition or right-of-way 
(ROW) negotiation is anticipated. 

A little over one mile of the 
proposed alignment will pass 
though the Shield’s properties. As 
previously noted, Timothy P. 
Shields is a supporter of the 
project and is open to negotiating 
rights-of-way through his 
properties. Contacts with Mr. 
Shields have not gone beyond 
discussion of a general route, but his input has been incorporated into the proposed alignment as presented in 
the report. Specified rights-of-way need to be identified and further negotiated, but no issues are anticipated.  

-

Gettysburg	National	Military	Park	and	Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	will	
contain	approximately	4	miles	of	the	Grand	History	Trail		
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The National Park Service lands and Shields property represent roughly half of the total length of the 
proposed alternatives between the Visitor Center and the state border with Maryland. The remaining half of 
the length, primarily south of Red Rock Road and as noted above, pass through a combination of public rights-
of-way (ROW) on existing roadways, Adams County Conservation Easements, preserved farmland and private 
lands.    

Portions of the proposed 
alignment alternatives on local 
“country walking roads” will be 
within the existing public rights-of-
way (ROW) as essentially “shared 
road” routes with appropriate 
pavement markings and or signage. 
These represent both state and 
municipal roads. PennDOT and 
municipal review and approval of 
proposed signing and marking 
systems will be required. No right-
of-way negotiation is required. This 
represents about two and a half 
miles of the proposed alignment. 

The alternatives analysis included 
sections that are proposed to be 
sidepaths along existing roadways. 
While the intent is to construct the 
sidepath within the existing road 
rights-of-way, it was noted that 
many of the routes considered 
have narrow rights-of-way (ROW) 
that will not fully accommodate a 
sidepath. Some additional right-of-
way width may need to be 
negotiated with adjacent property 
owners. 

Specified rights-of-way will need to 
be negotiated on conserved and 
preserved lands and private lands. 
Right-of-way acquisition is 
discussed in detail in Section D of 
this report. 

 

 

  

Red	Rock	Rd.	is	a	good	example	of	the	numerous	low-volume	“country	
walking	roads”	found	in	the	Study	Area.			

Advisory	bike	lane	pavement	markings	offer	a	potential	vehicular	and	
bicycle	friendly	solution	to	narrow	country	roads.		
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C. P O T E N T I A L    T R A I L    U S E    A N D    D E M A N D 

1. General Demographics of Potential Trail Users 

Population and Demographic Patterns  

In the study area there are two general resident population/demographic patterns; a somewhat dense urban 
area, represented by the Gettysburg Borough, and a sparsely populated rural area that is Cumberland, 
Freedom and Liberty Townships. 

Gettysburg is the county seat of Adams County with a number of historic resources and is the home of 
Gettysburg College. While a small town, it has a population estimated at around 7700 translating into a 
population density of about 4600 persons per square mile. The median household income is somewhat below 
the national median and the median age of 23 reflects a younger overall population likely related to the 
College. The education level is reflective of the national average with about 85% having completed high 
school and about 35% holding a bachelors degree or higher. While more than half the residents commute to 
work by automobile alone, less than 10% carpool and more than a third walk to work. Public Transportation 
use is insignificant. Less than 5% work from home. (U.S. Census Bureau, 2020)  

While Cumberland Township has a total population slightly less than Gettysburg, it’s population and 
demographics share more in common with the smaller Freedom and Liberty Townships. They are primarily 
rural communities, with generally low population densities and large residential properties and small farms: 

Township Approx. Population Approx. Population Density 

Cumberland 6200 186 / square mile 

Freedom 900 60 / square mile 

Liberty 1200 76 / square mile 

In all three townships the median household income is significantly higher than the national median, roughly 
between $65,000 to $80,000 per year. The median age, between 45 and 55, reflects a near “middle aged” 
population slightly older than the national median. The education level varies somewhat from the national 
average with slightly more high school graduates and fewer with higher levels of education. More than 80% 
of the residents commute to work by automobile alone, between 6% and 12% carpool and less than 3% walk. 
Public Transportation use is insignificant. Between 4% and 7% work from home. (U.S. Census Bureau, 2020) 

	

	

Gettysburg	Borough	represents	a	more	“urban”	area	
with	a	higher	population	density	

35%	of	commuters	walk	to	work	in	Gettysburg	compared	
to	2-3%	in	adjacent	municipalities.		
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In addition to the resident population of Gettysburg and the three townships along the corridor, the visitor 
demographics of both Gettysburg National Military Park and Adams County in general need to be considered, 
particularly as potential trail users. Since 2005, the Military Park has seen a drop in visitors, but still attracts 
around one million visitors per year. The Pennsylvania’s Tourism Study Program estimated tourism in Adams 
County at about 3.7 million visitors per year, including about 150,000 international visitors and nearly 8,000 
jobs in the county that are directly supported by tourism. People visit for both the historical and natural 
resources of the area. It’s estimated 60% of the visitors to the county are repeat visitors and the average age 
of visitors to both the county and the military park is 53. This represents an aging visitor population for the 
military park over the last decade, but both the park and the county are making efforts to attract younger 
visitor groups and families.  

Community Zones and Character  

Multi-use Trail planning and design is largely guided by the various environments or zones through which this trail 
passes. Each zone has specific constraints and opportunities and sensitivity to the context of each zone is vital to 
the successful implementation of this trail.  Three Community Zones have been identified along the proposed 
corridor for this section of the Grand History Tail. 

The Town – Gettysburg, Pennsylvania 

This section of the Grand History Trail (GHT) 
officially starts at the Gettysburg National Military 
Park visitor center and does not pass through 
Gettysburg. However, it will link to the Gettysburg 
Inner Loop trail along Steinwher Avenue/Business 
Route 15. The GIL trail is a network of bike routes 
and spur links to facilitate bicycle travel to and 
through Gettysburg’s downtown and to various 
points of interest and activities in the borough. It 
serves as a significant extension for the Grand 
History Trail to points north and east along the 
planned GHT’s route. That being said, it seems 
important to include some discussion of the 
conditions heading south to the military park from 
the town.  

The southern connector along Steinwher Avenue is 
a newly improved pedestrian and bike route 
through the southern portion of Gettysburg 
Borough. Unlike the small-scale urban character of 
the town center and much of the town to the 
north, the southern section is clearly “suburban” in 
character. It’s a lower density area that is 
predominantly developed with small to medium 
single-family homes that sit back from the streets 
on modestly sized, individual lots. Most of the 
homes are single-story ranch style homes and cape 
cods that appear to date back to the 1950’s and 
1960’s. There are some two-story homes, but they are the exception to the pattern of development in the 
community. All of the streets have well connected and pleasant sidewalk networks that feed into the Inner 

Pedestrian	and	bicycle	friendly	streets	bring	vibrancy	to	
downtown	Gettysburg		

The	Gettysburg	Inner	Loop	will	link	directly	to	the	Grand	
History	Trail	at	Steinwher	Avenue.	
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Loop connector. Queen Street is marked with “bicycle sharrows” as a connector to Gettysburg Recreation Park 
from Steinwher Avenue. Steinwher Avenue itself has somewhat “hybrid” commercial development that 
shares a mix of characteristics that are both urban and suburban in nature, but the newly improved route has 
generous, attractively paved sidewalks and bicycle lanes. Within a few blocks of Queen Street the connector 
reaches the military park. 

The National Park – Gettysburg National Military 
Park and Eisenhower National Historic Site 

The general character of Gettysburg National 
Military Park is nearly 5000 acres of gently rolling 
hills, fields, farmlands, orchards and wooded areas 
that offer scenic views and vistas from a trail 
planning standpoint. Of course there are historical 
monuments, markers, re-creations, interpretive 
displays and structures throughout the landscape 
commemorating various aspects of that epic 
struggle in July of 1863. 

As with all federally managed parks and facilities, the Gettysburg National Military Park has strict regulatory 
requirements to preserve the ecological and historical integrity of the park, while enabling access for public use 
and enjoyment. The Grand History Trail will pass through the park and connect to the Visitor’s Center. The 
National Park Service is an active partner in the planning and design of this trail to assure their requirements are 
met. 

The Eisenhower National Historic Site is a roughly 690 acre farm under the management of the National Park 
Service. Its landscape character is similar to that of the National Military Park, but it is an active, working farm. 
Again, the requirements of the Park apply to the Eisenhower site and the National Park Service is an active partner 
in the planning and design of this trail through the farm.  

Surrounding Suburban/Rural – Cumberland, Freedom and Liberty Townships 

Once out of National Park Service lands, the 
proposed corridor passes through mostly 
Cumberland Township and a portion of Freedom 
and Liberty Townships. The character here is fairly 
consistent; scenic, rolling Pennsylvania farmland 
with interspersed waterways, riparian buffers and 
woodlands. The property ownership represents a 
mix of public and private farmland, private estates 
and suburban residences, as well as preservation and 
conservation areas. While there is no pedestrian 
and bicycle infrastructure to take advantage of, 
there are a number of low trafficked, “country 
walking roads” and “bicycle friendly routes” to 
consider. Although there is the physical space to 
develop off-road trail sections or sidepaths, there 
are understandable challenges associated with 
negotiating right-of-way with various landowners 
for trail development. That being said, there is at least some interest by property owners to develop a significant 
section of trail through private land.		

The	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park	is	dedicated	to	the	
preservation	of	both	history	and	agriculture.		

A	mix	of	public	and	private	farmland	and	suburban	
residences	make	up	the	area	south	of	Gettysburg	National	

Military	Park.		
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Potential Users by Locale 

Tourists/Visitors  

Tourists and Visitors are probably the largest 
potential user group, especially as the 250 mile 
loop of the Grand History Trail becomes more fully 
connected. With 1 million visitors a year to 
Gettysburg National Military Park and 3.7 million 
to Adams County each year, these numbers are 
substantially larger than the local population in 
the study area. Adams, York and Cumberland 
Counties are in the top 10 for tourism in 
Pennsylvania. Active/Adventure Tourism is the 
fastest growing niche in the industry. Hiking and 
Bicycle touring facilitate more intimate interaction 
with the environment and cultural sites. 

Local Users  

For this section, added immediate benefits to local 
users beyond increased recreational opportunities 
seem a bit limited. Immediately to the north the 
Borough already appears well served by the Inner 
Loop and its developing connectors. To the south 
from town it offers another option to get to and 
through the Military Park. However, as the Grand 
History Trail grows, ready and reasonable 
commuting opportunities begin to develop 
between Emmitsburg, MD and New Oxford, PA. In 
the future, the GHT should extend to Hanover and 
connect to York via the York Heritage Trail. The 
GHT could also extend to Carlisle via the 
September 11th National Memorial Trail. 

Potential Trail Users by Type  

Based on the nature of the communities and the activities in and around the National Military Park, user 
activities will typically include: 

• Walking/hiking for all age groups. 
• Jogging/running. 
• Walking and jogging with baby strollers. 
• Bicycling - both high pressure tire road bikes and lower pressure crossovers and short and long 

distance riders. 
• Pedestrian/Bicycle commuting. 
• Family Bicycling, including children just learning or in seats, carriers and trailers. 
• Potentially Roller skating or Rollerblading. 

Less frequent, but additional user activities include: 

• Walkers using assistive devices. 

Visiting	cyclists	partake	in	a	bicycle	ride	through	the	rural	
roads	surrounding	Gettysburg	

Local	cyclists	enjoying	the	quiet	back	roads	at	Sachs	
Covered	Bridge	
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• Wheelchair users, although tire types should be for outdoor, more active use. 
• Winter cross country skiing if the snow is not removed. 
• Equestrian use is some areas. 

It’s about more than recreation … One use noted above needs to be highlighted … Pedestrian / Bicycle 
Commuting.  

This particular use is often viewed with a bit of 
skepticism, particularly in more suburban and rural 
communities where the automobile has become the 
default mode of transit for many. However, while 
The Grand History Trail will be a nice addition for 
recreation and tourism uses, it has the potential to 
become a key part of the commuter transportation 
network in the area by offering another alternative. 
As the regional network continues to expand, this 
value will only increase. The following points are 
offered for consideration … 

• By linking Gettysburg to Emmitsburg, residents in the townships in between will find safe bicycle travel 
on a designated trail is an attractive alternative for access to shopping, entertainment and schools 
depending upon the location of their home.  Similarly, people working for the National Park Service, or 
for businesses in the Park area will find this trail useful for commuting.  

• When people factor in the time spent commuting by car, and then add other time spent exercising, they 
often find that combining commuting with exercise to be very efficient and healthier. 

In a nation where heart disease and obesity related health issues are a major concern through all age groups, 
expanding and encouraging pedestrian and bicycle alternatives is a proven approach to improve the overall 
health of our communities. Investment in these alternatives is of significant value and is an important part of 
the mission of Healthy Adams Bicycle & Pedestrian, Inc. 

2. Potential Demand and Use of the Trail 

Estimated initial usage levels 

The proposed Grand History Trail will connect from 
the Visitors Center at Gettysburg National Military 
Park to the Pennsylvania/Maryland border, just 
north of Emmitsburg. Although the ultimate plan is 
to create a 250 mile long-distance trail, this phase of 
work will be approximate 10 to 14 miles in length, 
depending on the route selected, and serve primarily 
as a local trail that will serve both residents and 
visitors.  

Gettysburg National Military Park sees 
approximately 1 million visitors each year and the average trip length is 2 days according to the local Chamber of 
Commerce. In addition, Adams County is among the top 10 counties in Pennsylvania for tourism and sees about 
3.7 million visitors per year. Recognizing that many visitors to the park and county will be interested in 
supplementary activities during their stay, the Grand History Trail will see substantial use from tourists. 

 

Guided	Bicycle	Tours	offered	by	GettyBike	provide	visitors	
a	unique	perspective	at	the	park.		

Gettysburg	Loop	Bicycle	Racks	at	Middle	St.	serve	local	
commuters	and	residents	
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Projected future usage levels  

When complete, the Grand History Trail will directly connect major metropolitan cities and small historical towns 
in the District of Columbia, Maryland and Pennsylvania. In addition to Gettysburg, PA, the route will link York, PA, 
Washington, DC, Annapolis, MD., and Frederick, MD. Additionally, the GHT will connect popular existing trails, 
such as the York Heritage Trail, the C&O Canal Towpath Trail, the Gettysburg to Hanover Trail (net yet built) and 
the September 11th National Memorial Trail (partially built). These future connections to large population centers 
and significant trail networks could substantially increase the future use levels of the Grand History Trail.  

Estimated seasonal demand versus year-round demand. 

Visitation to Gettysburg National Military Park 
occurs largely during the spring, summer and fall 
months between April and October, with 
substantial visitation during national holidays and 
Remembrance Day events. Similarly, trail use largely 
increases during the summer months. According to 
the “Analysis of 2017 Trail Usage Patterns along 
the Great Allegheny Passage” study, trail usage on 
the Great Allegheny Passage was greatest in the 
warmer weather months from March to October, 
with a substantially decreased numbers in 
November and December. It is expected that the 
Grand History Trail will see similar use patterns to 
the Great Allegheny Passage.  

3. Potential Links & Connectors 

Sites, Services, Resources & Communities 

The Grand History Trail between Gettysburg and the Maryland Border will connect numerous local sites, services, 
colleges, schools, neighborhoods and towns. These connections will enable residents, visitors, and employees to 
utilize the Grand History Trail for recreation as well as transportation throughout the community. Key 
connections, when this trail is used along with the 
GIL trail, will include: 

History Sites/Destinations: 

• Gettysburg, PA 
• Gettysburg National Military Park Museum 

& Visitors Center 
• Eisenhower National Historic Site 
• Sachs Covered Bridge 
• John Eisenhower Bridge 
• Gettysburg National Cemetery  
• Lincoln Train Museum 
• Rupp House History Center 
• Gettysburg Museum of History 
• Gettysburg Diorama and History Center 

 

Civil	War	Battle	Reenactments	near	Gettysburg	draw	
thousands	of	participants	

The	John	Eisenhower	Bridge	at	Water	Works	Rd.	is	one	of	
several	historic	sites	along	the	proposed	trail	corridor	
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Services/Businesses: 

• Gettysburg Recreational Park 
• Gettysburg Train Station 
• Gettysburg Hospital 
• Gettysburg Bicycle & Fitness 
• Appalachian Brewing Company of 

Gettysburg 
• Lincoln Diner 
• Numerous Hotels: Best Western, Quality 

Inn, Inn at Cemetery Hill, 1863 Inn of 
Gettysburg, Farnsworth House Inn, Tillie 
Pierce House Inn, The Inn at Lincoln Square, 
Gettysburg Hotel, James Gettys Hotel, The 
Brafferton Inn. 

Schools:   

• Gettysburg College 
• United Lutheran Seminary, Gettysburg 

campus 
• Gettysburg Area Middle School 
• Gettysburg Area High School  
• Lincoln Elementary School 
• Environmental Center (Shields Property) 
• Harrisburg Area Community College  

Local & Regional Trail Connections 

As previously noted, this section of the Grand History Trail will reach 10-12 miles from Gettysburg to the Maryland 
border. Once complete, the Grand history Trail will connect major metropolitan cities and small historical towns 
in the District of Columbia, Maryland and Pennsylvania. This will include direct connections to: 

• Gettysburg, PA 
• York, PA 
• Washington, DC 
• Annapolis, MD. 
• Frederick, MD.  

Additionally, this trail will connect directly to several 
popular existing trails, such as:  

• The Gettysburg Inner Loop 
• The York Heritage Trail 
• The C&O Canal Towpath Trail 
• The Great Allegheny Passage 
• The September 11th National Memorial Trail 

 

The	Lincoln	Diner	is	one	of	several	community	businesses	
that	could	benefit	from	the	Grand	History	Trail.	

The	North	Gettysburg	Trail,	part	of	the	Gettyburg	Inner	
Loop,	connects	along	Old	Harrisburg	Rd.	to	Gettysburg	H.S		
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4. Compatibility with Adjacent Land Uses 

While there is some resistance to trails in general by residents in the areas south of the lands controlled by the 
National Park Service, there is typically no negative impact from multi-use trails through similar areas in other 
parts of the state.  

Since pedestrian and bike facilities that are already in place within Gettysburg and the National Military Park 
are seen as compatible with other activities in the community, expanding them shouldn’t be any less 
compatible. The impacts should be mostly beneficial and potentially include: 

• Better community and regional connectivity. 
• Improved community health. 
• Increased alternatives for both visitors and local residents to automobile use, resulting in less traffic, 

congestion and associated pollution. 
• Increased active tourism options, potentially promoting further growth in tourism. 
• Economic growth based on tourism. 

  

	

Trails	can	offer	numerous	Health,	Environmental,	Economic,	can	Community	Benefits		

(Visuals	courtesy	of	carolinathreadtrail.org)	
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D. P H Y S I C A L    I N V E N T O R Y    A N D    A S S E S S M E N T 

1. Proposed Alternatives Alignment Mapping  

Initially, the project team was asked to evaluate two possible routes for an off-road, multi-use trail from the 
Visitor Center at Gettysburg National Military Park to the Maryland Border, near Emmitsburg, Maryland. Old 
Route 15 (Emmitsburg Road), which currently serves as PA Bike Route J, was one of these initial, potential 
alternatives. During the initial research and analysis, several other alternative trail corridors were identified as 
potential routes for this section of the Grand History Trail. The corridors were identified based on several on-
site, field surveys and meetings with the Trail Study Committee, which included representatives from the 
Borough of Gettysburg; Gettysburg National Military Park staff; the township supervisors of Liberty, 
Cumberland and Freedom Townships; representatives of Emmitsburg and Fredrick County, Maryland; as well as 
feedback from the first Public Meeting.  

The corridors identified through the research and analysis are identified on “Map B - Alternative Alignments” 
(See Appendix B.2). Physical conditions observed in each alternative corridor guided the trail type 
recommendations. The map breaks each corridor into three proposed trail types, identified on the maps as: 

• Off-Road Multi-Use Trail 
• Multi-Use Sidepath 
• On-Road Route (Shared Road or Advisory Bike Lanes) 

An Off-Road, Multi-Use Trail, shown on the map with a solid yellow 
line, indicates a traditional multi-use trail experience that may be 
located at a field edge, follow a stream bank or pass through an open 
space/greenway within a specified trail right-of-way. Hard paved or 
stone surfaced, they are designed for multi-mode, non-motor vehicle 
use. Typically, they are 10 to 12 feet wide and are designed to comply 
with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). 

A Multi-use Sidepath, shown on the map by a large dashed yellow line, 
is an Off-Road, Multi-Use Trail that parallels an existing roadway. These 
trails are ideally buffered (separated) from the roadway by vegetation 
and or fencing and can vary in width based on available right-of-way. 
Depending on the available width, this trail type is built completely or 
partially within the public right-of-way. The road rights-of-way along 
the alternative corridors studied are generally narrow. Negotiations 
with adjacent property owners for additional right-of-way width is 
sometimes required. 

An On-Road Route, shown on the map by a small dashed yellow line, 
is an existing roadway that is suitable for use by bicycles, cars, and 
pedestrians with the addition of signage or “advisory bike lanes”. On-
road routes are typically recommended on low-volume low-speed 
roads. These roadways are often narrow in width and typically only 
serve the properties along its extent. Unlike signed, on-road bike 
routes, which do not alter the roadway beyond signage, “advisory bike 
lanes” provide a safer on-road bicycle experience through the use of 
colored paving and/or line striping improvements to indicate areas for 
bicycle traffic alongside automobile traffic within a shared roadway.  

	
Off-Road Multi-Use Trail 

	

	
Multi-Use Sidepath 

	

	
On Road “Advisory Bike Lane”	
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Alternative Segment Analysis  

The initial trail corridors identified on Map B - 
Alternative Alignments, were further broken 
down into 4 specific trail alignments and 
detailed segment information developed as 
identified on “Map C - Alternative Segment 
Map”. (See Appendix B.3)  

Map C is accompanied by a “Segment Reach 
Analysis Chart” (See Appendix B.4). The 
analysis chart identifies and assesses each 
segment number for the four proposed 
alignments listed above. This chart was utilized 
as an analysis tool in selecting the final trail 
alignment.  

The Segment Reach Analysis Chart takes into 
consideration several key factors in assessing 
each of the four alternative corridors on Map C. 
The Chart includes information on: 

• Segment description, including start and 
end points and general route.  

• Existing ROW conditions, including length, type, width, traffic volume and topography/slope. 
• Trail recommendations, including trail type, trail experience, use agreement and/or permit required, and 

ROW acquisition required. 
• Opinion of Probable Cost of Construction by segment. This is generally an “order of magnitude” estimate 

intended for comparison purposes and not intended to be a detailed estimate of cost. 

The four specific alignments are identified by color 
as follows: 

Blue Alignment - Segments 1 through 6 
Approximate Length - 9.4 miles 

The blue alignment generally proposes the 
following: 

• Segment 1 – An off-road trail and 
sidepaths from the GNMP Visitor’s Center 
to Emmitsburg Road.  

• Segments 2, 3, 4, 6 – A sidepath corridor 
along Emmitsburg Road, Bus. Route 15. 

• Segment 5 – This sidepath corridor is 
briefly interrupted by a short share-the-
road route on Shorb’s Mill Road, but 
continues to the Pennsylvania/Maryland border via a sidepath on Emmitsburg Road.  

While this is the most direct route, once out of lands controlled by the National Park Service, right of way 
acquisition becomes a significant issue and it becomes difficult to maintain continuity on one side of the road 
or the other along Emmitsburg Road. 

Alternative	Segment	Map	C	identifies	four	trail	alternative	
alignments	(blue,	purple,	orange,	and	green).	See	Appendix	B.3	
for	the	complete	map	and	associated	segment	analysis	charts.			

The	Blue	Alignment	largely	follows	Emmitsburg	Rd.	as	a	
sidepath.	Concerns	related	to	fast	moving	traffic	and	

safety	were	identified	early	in	the	study.		
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Orange Alignment - Segments 1, 2, 25 ,9, 26, 12, 
27, 28, (13, 29), 30, 17, 18 , 31, 32 
Approximate Length – 12.3 miles  

The orange alignment generally proposes the 
following: 

• Segment 1 – An off-road trail and 
sidepath from the GNMP Visitor’s Center 
to Emmitsburg Road. 

• Segments 2, 25 – A sidepath along 
Emmitsburg Road and Millerstown Road 
to Red Rock Rd. 

• Segments 9, 26, 12, 27 – A share-the-road 
route on Red Rock Road to Schriver Road 
OR Pumping Station Rd. 

• Segment 28, (13, 29) – A sidepath on Pumping Station Road to Cunningham Road. Alternatively, this 
segment is proposed as a share-the-road route on Schriver Road to a sidepath on Cunningham Road 
which connects to Pumping Station Road.  

• Segments 17, 18, 31, 32 – From Cunningham Road, a sidepath on Pumping Station Road, Middle Creek 
Road, Wenschhof Road, and Tract Road into Maryland. 

This route takes advantage of off-road trail opportunities and road networks through GNMP, where trails and 
sidepaths can be most easily implemented, and low volume roadways for share road routes south of the 
national park. The sidepaths proposed from Schriver Road heading south present right-of-way acquisition 
issues, but involve fewer property owners than the proposed Emmitsburg Road route to the east. 

Purple Alignment – Segments 1, 2, 3, 7 through 24 
Approximate Length – 12.9 miles 

The purple alignment generally proposes the 
following: 

• Segment 1 – An off-road trail and 
sidepath from the GNMP Visitor’s Center 
to Emmitsburg Road.  

• An Alternative being considered by the 
Park Services uses park trails  and avenues, 
starting with the walking trail from the 
NPS Visitors Center to Pleasanton Ave. 
This walking trail is expected to open to 
cyclists in the near future. Pleasanton 
Ave. west to Humphreys Ave., south on 
Humphreys and south on Hancock, west 
on US Ave., south on Sickles Ave., west on Wheatfield Rd., across Steinwehr Ave., and west on 
Millerstown Rd.  

• Segments 2, 3 – A sidepath along Emmitsburg Road to the Eisenhower National Historic Site (NPS 
lands). 

• Segments 7, 8, 9 – A combination of share-the-road, off-road trail and sidepath routes through the 
Eisenhower site to Red Rock Road and Waterworks Road. 

The	Orange	Alignment	offers	beautiful	views	from	
Pumping	Station	Rd.	at	Bullfrog	Rd.		

The	Purple	Alignment	follows	private	lands	owned	by	
Timothy	Shields	(shown	above)	to	connect	from	the	Sachs	
Covered	Bridge	to	Red-Rock	Rd.	Mr.	Shields	has	been	a	

generous	supporter	of	this	trail	through	his	land.	
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• Segment 10 – A share-the-road route on Waterworks Road to the Sachs Covered Bridge. 
• Segment 11 – An off-road trail through the Shields property to Red Rock Road east of Schriver Road. 
• Segments 12, 13 – A share-the-road route along Red Rock and Schriver Roads to Cunningham Road. 
• Segment 14 – An off-road trail through private property between Cunningham Road and Bullfrog 

Road. 
• Segments 15 through 24 – A combination of share-the-road and sidepath routes along Bullfrog, 

Gordon, Middle Creek, Wenschhof, Stultz and Irishtown Roads to Maryland, including an alternative 
alignment on Middle Creek and Rhorbaugh Roads. 

This route takes advantage of off-road trail 
opportunities and road networks through GNMP, 
where trails and sidepaths can be most easily 
implemented; adds similar opportunities through 
the Eisenhower Site; and employs low volume 
roadways for shared road routes south of the 
national park. It incorporates the significant 
opportunity for an off-road trail through the 
Shields property, linking to the planned 
environmental center on that site. The off-road 
trails and sidepaths proposed from Schriver Road 
heading south present right-of-way acquisition 
issues that involve about the same number of 
property owners as the Orange Alignment. Gordon 
Road crosses Middle Creek at a ford. If this 
segment is used, a pedestrian/bicycle bridge would 
need to be installed, but use of Gordon Road will 
not be pursued due to resident opposition. 

Green Alignment – Segments 1, 2, 25, 10, 33 through 40, 32 
Approximate Length – 11.5 miles  

The green alignment proposed the following: 

• Segment 1 – An off-road trail and 
sidepath from the GNMP Visitor’s Center 
to Emmitsburg Road. 

• Segments 2, 25 – A sidepath along 
Emmitsburg Road and Millerstown Road 
to Red Rock Rd. 

• Segments 10, 33 – A share-the-road route 
on Red Rock Road and Waterworks Road 
to the Sachs Covered Bridge and Pumping 
Station Road. 

• Segment 34 – A sidepath along Pumping 
Station Road to Bingham Road.  

• Segments 35, 36, 37 – A share-the-road 
route along Bingham, Dawn and 
McGlaughlin Roads to Water Street, with 
the potential for a short sidepath on 

The	Orange	Alignment	looked	at	the	use	of	Gordon	Rd.	
(shown	above)	A	pedestrian/bicycle	bridge	would	be	

required	to	cross	the	existing	ford	in	this	location.	Due	to	
resident	concerns,	this	segment	is	not	being	

recommended.	

The	view	from	Bingham	Rd.	offers	an	uninterrupted	view	
of	a	beautiful	agricultural	landscape	in	Adams	County.	This	

Trail	aims	to	cohesively	preserve	this	landscape.	
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Camp Gettysburg Road.  
• Segments 38, 39, 40, 32 – A sidepath along Water Street and Tract Road into Maryland with the 

potential for a short share-the-road section on Liberty Hall Road. 

This route takes advantage of off-road trail opportunities and road networks through GNMP, where trails and 
sidepaths can be most easily implemented and low volume roadways for share road routes south of the 
national park. The sidepaths proposed from Waterworks Road heading south present right-of-way acquisition 
issues that involve about the same number of property owners as the Orange and Purple Alignments. 

2. Physiographic Analysis 

Potential Lengths and Right-of-way of Proposed Trail Routes 

A proposed overall trail alignment from the Visitor Center to the Pennsylvania state border with Maryland will 
be approximately ten to fourteen miles in length depending on the combination of route segments 
implemented. An analysis of existing right-of-way and right-of-way acquisition is included as part of the 
Segment Reach Analysis Chart (See Appendix B.4). 

Based on the analysis of the alternative routes it was concluded that about four and a half miles of a proposed 
trail alignment will likely not require right-of-way negotiation or acquisition. This represents the sections 
through Gettysburg National Military Park. However, National Park Service approval and agreement 
documents could take years to complete. 

A little more than two miles of the trail alignments propose on-road use of existing rights-of-way. Here again 
no right-of-way negotiation and acquisition are likely required, but coordination with and approval by 
PennDOT and/or the local municipality is required. 

A little less than four to eight miles of a proposed alignment will require right-of-way negotiation and 
acquisition with entities as previously noted, including private owners and agencies. There will likely be 
varying levels of difficulty with these negotiations that will impact implementation. 

In areas where property owner negotiations may result in time delays or not result in an off-road trail alignment, 
the existing road routes offer potential for interim on-road alignments that can be opened in the short-term that 

	

The	Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	was	used	to	analyze	existing	right-of-way	conditions.	The	complete	chart	can	be	found	
in	Appendix	B.4.	
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provide a continuous trail corridor until the final off-road trail plan can be fully implemented. These would be in 
the form of “shared-road routes” or “advisory bike lanes” previously discussed. 

Often multi-use trails can be implemented within in existing rights-of-way or easements for utility services. 
During the course of the analysis, no existing rights-of-way or easements that could facilitate implementation of 
this trail were found. 

Topography and Slope Conditions 

As the primary goal of this feasibility study is to 
develop a recommended alignment for this section 
of the Grand History Trail, a detailed analysis of 
slope conditions was not performed. Slope 
conditions are important for the trail developer 
due to issues with constructability, stormwater 
management and potential ADA compliance. To 
assist in further evaluating the alterative 
alignment sections the Segment Reach Analysis 
Chart does include a basic, qualitative analysis of 
slope conditions for the various sections based on 
three condition assessments as follows: 

• Low Slope – These are sections where 
there appeared to be no or very little slope 
to the existing land form. Typically, they 
are appropriate for trail development, relatively easy to construct in any surface type to meet ADA 
requirements and are suitable for all trail users. Stormwater management needs to be carefully 
considered to avoid water ponding on the trail itself and detrimental accumulation on adjacent site 
areas if there are no available stormwater drainage facilities. 

• Medium Slope – These are sections where there is a well-defined visible slope to the land or a rolling 
land form. Again, these areas are typically appropriate for trail development and relatively easy to 
construct. Hard surface trails may perform better over the long term, but trails properly constructed 
in other surfaces, such as crushed stone, will work. They are suitable for most users, but some 
earthwork or minimal structures way be required to meet ADA requirements. Stormwater 
management needs to be carefully considered to avoid water ponding on the trail itself and 
detrimental accumulation on adjacent site areas if there are no available stormwater drainage 
facilities. 

• High Slope – These are sections where there is significant slope to land form, particularly for long 
sections. Trails can be developed on these slopes, but they present challenges to construction as well 
as to the end user experience. Hard surface trails and paths are generally the only sound option. 
Significant earthwork may be required for construction as well as significant features, such as 
switchback ramps, may be needed to meet ADA requirements. Stormwater management is a critical 
concern to address runoff and detrimental accumulation if there are no available stormwater 
drainage facilities. 

Surrounding Land Use 

Surrounding land uses are fairly consistent through the corridor and along the proposed alternatives. Most of 
the northern section of the alignment is within Gettysburg National Military Park. South of the national park 

Adams	County	Planning	&	Development	prepared	a	map	
showing	FEMA	floodplain	and	topographic	information.	
This	information	helped	guide	our	slope	analysis.	(See	

Appendix	A.7	for	the	complete	large	scale	map)	
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the lands are predominantly active farmlands with scattered single-family residential development. Base 
mapping used for the study identified the following specific land uses within the study area:  

• Gettysburg National Military Park  
• Eisenhower Historic Preservation Sites.  
• National Historical Sites  
• Adams County Land Conservation (LCAC) Easements 
• Adams County Farmland Preservation Program lands.  
• Agricultural security areas 
• Campsites  
• Single family residential properties 

3. Natural Features Inventory 

Adams County falls within two physiographic provinces: the Piedmont Province and the Blue Ridge Province. 
The Blue Ridge Province is defined by South Mountain, a part of the Blue Ridge Mountain range that occupies 
the western and northwestern portion of the county. The rest of the county falls within in the Piedmont 
Province. The Piedmont Province is further sub-divided into three sections: the Piedmont Upland, Piedmont 
Lowland, and the Gettysburg-Newark Sections. The Grand History Loop Study Area is part of the Gettysburg-
Newark Lowland Section, which is characterized by rolling lowlands with isolated hills and highlands 
underlain with red and gray shale, siltstone, sandstone, conglomerate, and diabase. (from “A Natural Areas 
Inventory of Adams County, Pennsylvania” - 1996)  

Although no major bodies of water are located within the study area, two major streams, Marsh Creek and 
Middle Creek, and several smaller tributaries, Plum Run, Stevens Run, and Willoughby Run are located on the 
study area.  

The	project	study	areas	is	comprised	of	the	Piedmont	Province	and	Blue	Ridge	Province	
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Marsh Creek, the largest stream within the corridor, runs north to south along the border of Freedom 
Township and Cumberland Township. Marsh Creek has also been identified as a potential trail corridor for the 
Grand History Trail.  

4. Wildlife Analysis within the Corridor 

Wildlife – The main wildlife corridors are Marsh 
Creek, Rock Creek, Toms Creek, Middle Creek, 
Rock Creek, their associated unnamed (and 
named) tributaries and their associated riparian 
buffers and woodlands that parallel and intersect 
the project study corridor. These creek “greenway” 
corridors provide fauna such as deer, access to 
water and the foraging areas in the woodlands. It 
was also evident that deer and other fauna use the 
study area as a travel corridor. Trail development 
near these areas would have minimal negative 
impact on travel routes of deer and other fauna 
due to the large riparian buffers, proximity to trail 
use, and the adjacent expanses of undeveloped 
forest and farm land. 

Also, various birds were spotted nesting, foraging and using the tree canopy of the wooded areas as layover in 
flight. Some of these birds included, red-tailed hawks, robbins, blue jays, cardinals, red-winged black birds, 
various finches and wild turkeys were heard. A great blue herron was also spotted on the bank of Marsh Creek. 

Although there was evidence of burrowing rodents (such as groundhogs) present in the project corridor, none 
were seen. This area has also been known for bears, but none were seen or heard.  

Preliminary Environmental Review – A Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) search was conducted 
on the project corridor and adjacent areas including the Marsh Creek, Rock Creek, Toms Creek, Middle Creek 
and Rock Creek corridors for potential trail and related use development. The PNDI results are in Appendix H. 
There are “potential impacts” identified, and at the time of preliminary/final design, further review 
coordination will be required with the PA Game Commission, PA Department of Conservation and Natural 
Resources (DCNR) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  

Endangered, Threatened, or special concern species are as follows: 1) (PA Game Commission) the Upland 
Sandpiper and the Migrant Loggerhead Shrike; 2) (DCNR) Brown Sedge, Sedge, Heller’s Witchgrass, Dion 
Skipper, Grass-leaved Rush, Short-fruited Rush, Downy Phlox, Long Dash, Lion’s-foot, Shumard’s Oak, 
Spearwort, Missouri Gooseberry, Eastern Coneflower, Horse-gentian; and 3) (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service) 
Bald Eagle.  

Further review will be required during the Final Design stage of the project to identify/confirm species of 
concern and avoidance measures. Any avoidance measures stated in the PNDI from one or all of the review 
agencies must be stated in the final construction plans for the project in the general notes of the plan.  

5. Significant Structures within the Corridor 

Along the potential alignments identified for this reach of the Grand History Trail, there are two opportunities 
to incorporate existing historic bridges as part of the trail experience. The John Eisenhower Bridge and Sachs 

	
A	close	look	reveals	deer	tracks	in	the	soil	along	the	Marsh	

Creek	riparian	area	
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Covered Bridge are located on Waterworks Road (See Segment 10 of Map C on Appendix B.4) and both offer 
potential for trail use. If used, it is appropriate to consider adding historical interpretive signage.  

John Eisenhower Bridge 

The John Eisenhower Bridge is located at the crossing of Willoughby Run on Waterworks Road, just west of Red 
Rock Road. The bridge is an 81 feet long, 14 feet wide Pratt Through-Truss bridge that was built by Gilbert and 
Smith in 1886. It was rehabilitated in 1980 and reconstructed in 1998 as a pedestrian only bridge. The bridge’s 
width and location are ideal for the Grand History Trail corridor and would require little, if any improvements to 
serve as a trail connection.  

Sachs Covered Bridge 

The Sachs Covered Bridge is also located on 
Waterworks Road at the crossing of Marsh Creek 
between Cumberland and Freedom Townships. The 
100 feet long Town Lattice Truss Covered Bridge was 
built around 1854 and was listed on the National 
Register of Historic Places in 1980, later designated 
as Pennsylvania’s “most historic bridge” in 1938 by 
the PA Department of Highways. The Bridge served 
as a crossing of both the Union and Confederate 
Armies during and after the Battle of Gettysburg 
during the American Civil War. The bridge was 
knocked out by a flash flood in 1996, but later 
restored and rededicated in 1997 as a pedestrian only bridge. Similar to the John Eisenhower Bridge, the Sachs 
Covered bridge holds significant historical value and could serve both as a destination and trail corridor for the 
Grand History Trail.  

6. Infrastructure and Utilities 

At the level of this feasibility study a detailed analysis of utilities along the considered alignments was not 
performed. This will need to be done and is more appropriately addressed during the preliminary design phase 
for the various sections selected for development.  

That being said and as previously noted, the proposed alignments pass through park lands, farmlands, along 
existing water courses and are parallel to or along low volume, rural roadways. Utilities noticed during the 
field work are primarily overhead, pole mounted services with limited underground utilities. Typically these 
types of conditions do not conflict with trail development or present conditions that can’t readily be 
addressed during the design process. No specific conditions were noted that raised concerns regarding 
potential utility conflicts that might require 
extraordinary efforts to resolve. 

7. Intersections and Access Points 

Access, Parking and Comfort facilities 

The length of this section of trail is relatively short. It 
can be completely traveled by bike, very 
comfortably, in less than an hour. Trailhead facility 
and access points seem like they would be well 

The	Sachs	Covered	Bridge	will	become	a	trail	crossing	and	
destination	for	the	Grand	History	Trail.	

The	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park	Visitors	Center	Kiosk	
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served by existing facilities in Gettysburg and Emmitsburg, MD. 

There are several existing parking and bathroom facilities within the Gettysburg National Military Park that could 
also serve the proposed trail. Existing facilities include the facilities at: 

• The Visitors Center – Restrooms, parking, information, food service and picnic facilities. 
• The Pennsylvania Monument – Restrooms and parking.  
• Emmitsburg Road near Eisenhower Farm – Restrooms, parking and picnic area.  
• The Gettysburg Area Recreation Center (GARA) at 545 Long Lane (Located on the Gettysburg Inner Loop) 

– Parking, restrooms. 

Proposed facilities include the planned Environmental Center on the Shields property on Pumping Station Road 
offering environmental programming activities along Marsh Creek.  

Emergency Contact and Vehicle Access 

Emergency contact along off-road sections of multi-use trails is much less important today than it once was with 
the advances in and extensive use of cell phone technology. All of the trail alternatives considered are within the 
Adams County 9-1-1 service.  

Emergency vehicle access should be considered by section at the time of design. For the most part, most sections 
considered bear a close relationship to the local road network, being co-aligned, parallel to or having frequent 
intersection points. Longer sections that are immediately near the road network, such as through the national 
park, should provide controlled access at the intersection points and consider the weight of emergency vehicles in 
their paving design. 

8. Environmental Hazards 

At the level of this feasibility study, a reliable opinion of the presence and extent of recognized environmental 
contaminants (REC) cannot be offered. It is a specialized process that requires substantial analysis, can result in 
significant costs and is best approached once a final decision on the trail alignment is made.  

Typically, history of development and uses along a proposed right-of-way and adjacent lands needs to be 
considered. While a specific site or right-of-way may not have a history that immediately suggests potential 
issues, the site, right-of-way or related drainage characteristics and watercourses may be subject to substantial 
impact by runoff from adjacent properties. While end user exposure is a concern, exposure to workers on site 
during earthwork operations is often a more critical concern and potential liability. In most cases it’s not likely the 
presence or extent of REC’s is a significant factor in the selection of a particular trail alignment. Most issues can be 
addressed by remediation techniques and protection procedures during construction activities. 

As part of the design process for each segment or phase chosen for development, a Phase I Environmental 
Assessment is recommended to determine potential presence. Based on the Phase I assessment a Phase II 
assessment may be required to establish extent and recommend remediation and construction procedures. These 
assessments should be performed in the early stages of the design process as the information developed may 
impact specific design approaches. 

  



The Grand History Trail – Gettysburg Pennsylvania to the Maryland State Border 

June 1, 2020 - Page 27 

E. T H E    G H T   –   G E T T Y S B U R G    TO            
M A R Y L A N D   –    A    C O N C E P T    P L A N 

1. Key Outcomes and Recommendations:  

Key outcomes from the project research and analysis 
phase of the study were utilized along with input 
from stakeholder and public workshops, interviews, 
and trail study committee meetings to guide future 
recommendations and selection of the preferred 
ultimate trail alignment and interim on-road 
alignment.  

Key research and analysis outcomes and 
recommendations included prioritizing the 
following:  

• Develop a continuous off-road trail wherever possible.  
• Stay close to Marsh Creek where possible. 
• Connect to Gettysburg National Military Park and Eisenhower National Historic Site.  
• Connect to the John Eisenhower Bridge and Sachs Covered Bridge.  
• Incorporate opportunities for education, and historical interpretation.  
• Provide opportunities for natural overlooks and viewsheds. 
• Provide optimal access to residents throughout the corridor. 
• Utilize low-volume roads where a sidepath/off-road trail is not possible.  
• Respect the privacy of local residents and businesses. 
• Avoid crossing the ford on Gordon Road as residents expressed concerns over privacy.  
• Connect to the downtowns of Gettysburg and Emmitsburg.  
• Plan for future recreation and transportation.  
• Serve both residents and tourist traffic. 
• Interface with the Equestrian/Hiking Trails already available in Gettysburg National Military Park. 

2. An Interim and Ultimate Trail Alignment  

As with many long distance trail projects, sections of the proposed alternative alignments for the Grand History 
Trail will require negotiation with landowners, both public and private. In these sections adjustments to a 
proposed trail alignment are often employed to ease some of the inherent issues with negotiation, ensure that 
the landowner’s concerns are addressed, and, most importantly, establish a continuous trail alignment. Some 
negotiations may take more time than others or temporarily impede implementation of a desired off-road trail 
alignment. Typically, the solution is to implement an interim alignment that can be opened in the short-term.  
 
An interim alignment should provide a continuous, identified trail corridor for residents and visitors to the area, 
via off-road and on-road routes, until the desired ultimate off-road trail can be developed. It’s recommended that 
an interim alignment should, to the extent possible, develop at least a portion of the proposed off-road trail, 
including a trail head or anchor at a significant or landmark location along the corridor, where trail routes or 
rights-of-way can most readily be established or acquired. The goal of the remainder of the interim alignment is to 
provide safe, on-road routes that connect developed off-road sections and extend the alignment for the full 
length of the proposed corridor. They should be marked or signed as “share-the-road” trail routes.  

The recommended interim alignment is delineated in the Segment Reach Analysis Chart - Interim Off and On-
Road Alignment (See Appendix C).   

	
Study	recommendations	were	largely	guided	through	the	
feedback	received	in	public	workshops	and	Trail	Study	

Committee	meetings.	
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Interim Alignment – Segments 1, 2, 3, 7 through 
12, 27, 28, 13, 29, 30, 17 through 24 

In general this interim alignment proposes the 
following: 

• A start point at the Gettysburg National 
Military Park Visitor Center. 

• Segments 1, 2, 3, 7 through 11 – 
Approximately 5.5 miles of off-road trail 
and sidepaths through Gettysburg 
National Military Park, the Eisenhower 
National Historic Site and the Shields 
property. These represent the lands 
through which it is believed that trail 
routes or rights-of-way can most readily 
be established or acquired based on 
meetings with the owners. There are a few 
short segments of share-the-road routes 
that connect these sections. 

• The remaining Segments (noted above) – 
Approximately 7 miles of marked and/or 
signed share-the-road routes, mostly 
south of the national park. 

• The map shows two routes in some 
sections of the share-the-road routes. The 
Trail Study Committee felt it was 
advantageous to mark and/or sign both 
routes. 

This proposed route takes advantage of off-road trail opportunities through GNMP, the Eisenhower Site and 
the Shields property. It employs low volume roadways for share road routes south of the national park to 
extend the route to the PA/MD state border. 

3. Selecting an Alignment for an Off-Road Trail Alignment: 

Although an interim on-road trail alignment is suitable for the short-term alignment, it is ultimate goal for the 
Grand History Trail to establish, to the full extent possible, an off-road trail alignment. An off-road trail will best 
meet all of the stated goals for the section of the Grand History Trail between the Visitors Center at Gettysburg 
National Military Park and the Pennsylvania/Maryland state border.  

Based on our continued project research and analysis and input received from public workshops, stakeholder 
interviews, and trail study committee meetings; it has been determined that no single alternative alignment 
identified in Map C – Alternative Segment Map (See Appendix B.3), is wholly ideal for this trail corridor. At the 
direction of the Trail Study Committee, four “Long-Term” alignment analysis charts are presented as part of 
this report that represent various combinations of the Long Term Alignment Map (See Appendix D.1). The four 
long-term alignments are largely the same, differing only to represent places that the recommended alignment 

 The	Interim	Trail	Alignment	will	be	partly	off-road	trail	and	
sidepaths	and	partly	signed	share-the-road	routes.	

Associated	Segment	Analysis	Charts	with	cost	details	can	be	
found	in	Appendix	C.			
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splits into two alternative routes. This occurs where segments 27 and 28 split from segments 13 and 29, as well as 
where segments 18 and 19 split from segments 20 
and 21.  Generally they can be summarized as 
follows: 

• They are about the same overall length, 
roughly 12 to 14 miles and thus similar in 
cost. 

• They propose a start point at the 
Gettysburg National Military Park Visitor 
Center. 

• They include the approximately 5.5 miles 
of off-road trail and sidepaths through 
Gettysburg National Military Park, the 
Eisenhower National Historic Site and the 
Shields property proposed as part of the 
interim alignment. There are a few short 
segments of share-the-road routes that 
connect these sections. 

• Generally, south of the National Park they 
propose a network of primarily sidepaths 
interconnected by short segments of 
share-the-road routes on low volume 
roads to complete this trail route to the 
PA/MD state border. 

• As a result of the proposed side paths, 
significant right-of-way acquisition is 
required involving negotiation with mostly 
private landowners. This acquisition impacts about the same number of property owners, roughly about 
45 to 50.  

4. Conceptual Trail Construction Details - Construction Options 

    
          Typical Trail Section A: Crushed Stone Trail                        Typical Trail Section B: Asphalt Trail 

 The	complete	Long-Term	Alignment	Map	and	associated	
Segment	Analysis	Charts	with	cost	details	can	be	found	in	

Appendix	D.		
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Typical Section A: Crushed stone multi-use bicycle/walking trail – 10 to 12 feet wide, compacted crushed stone 
with crusher fines and a geotextile filter fabric protecting the crushed stone base/drainage course 

Typical Section B: Asphalt paved multi-use bicycle/walking trail – 10 to 12 feet wide. This is generally the 
recommended construction type, but particularly in areas prone to flooding, steep terrain, and bridge and 
roadway approaches. An asphalt trail surface can better provide all-season traction, a visible and textural 
transition to new trail conditions, and the ability to apply striping or arrows to the trail surface. This trail type is 
beneficial in locations that interface with PennDOT and local roadways to maintain typical conditions required by 
the respective agency.  

Providing a Trail Surface that meets all user needs: If equestrian use is anticipated, this will necessitate special 
consideration to ensure that this trail can accommodate all trail users and that surfaces are not damaged by horse 
traffic. A typical asphalt trail may also consider incorporating a 2-4’ wide crushed stone edge that is preferable for 
equestrian users and runners. Providing both an asphalt trail and crushed stone edge also encourages the 
separation of trail user modes which helps to increase trail safety. If cross-country skiing is desired by the trail 
community, the trail design should also consider leaving this trail un-plowed or partially un-plowed during the 
winter season.  

Meeting ADA Accessibility Requirements:  In certain areas along the alignment, the proposed trail has steep 
slopes. To the extent possible, gravel should be tightly packed or paved to meet ADA requirements. Steep areas, if 
they cannot be avoided, should be minimized. Any 
new restroom and other facilities must also be ADA 
compliant. 

Trail Identity: Long distance trails such as the Grand 
History Trail are typically provided with a unique 
“identifier” or symbol related to this trail. Most 
simply this is accomplished with a specific single sign 
identifier or even signage system, consistent in style, 
type and color scheme for all signage used along this 
trail. The most famous trail identifier is the Scallop 
Shell of the Camino de Santiago in Spain which 
marks hundreds of miles of trails in many forms, 
from simple signs, to actual scallop shells, to shells 
carved in a wood posts, to cast bronze shells set in 
stone pavers and more. Identifiers can and should be 
considered in many forms, beyond just signage, that 
can reinforce and establish a trail identity, such as: 

• Use of a trail “logo” on more than just signs. For instances in thermoplastic or stamped paving on the 
trail surface or routed wood mile markers. This approach can reduce the use of more typical steel post 
mounted signs. 

• Paving color, type, patterns and even edge/border treatment (the “Yellow Brick Road” approach). 
• Distinctive continuous fencing or gate treatments. 
• Lighting types, posts and fixtures if used. 
• Consistent landscaping treatments. For instance lining one side of the trail with an ornamental or 

flowering tree in areas where it is most visible in an open landscape. 

 

	
The	Gettysburg	Loop	utilizes	distinctive	colored	concrete.	
Similar	trail	identifier	solutions	should	be	considered	for	

the	Grand	History	Trail.		
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F. T R A I L    O P E R A T I O N,    M A I N T E N A N C E,    A N D    S E C U R I T Y 

1. Proposed Agency Responsibility 

The management, operation, and maintenance for trails can vary dramatically depending on the site conditions, 
interests and resources of the municipalities through which this trail passes. Trail corridors that have more 
populous municipalities and existing park entities and departments, may be able to expand their parks 
maintenance programs to include the new trail; less populous jurisdictions are often less able to assume 
maintenance responsibilities. In the case that a municipality has limited resources, a maintenance arrangement 
could be made for joint municipal responsibility where tasks are shared.  

This section of the Grand History Trail corridor is contained entirely within Adams County, PA and passes through 
portions of Cumberland Township, Freedom Township, and Liberty Township before entering Maryland, just 
north of Emmitsburg. During project committee meetings and municipal interviews that took place as part of this 
study, it was made clear that Cumberland, Freedom, and Liberty Townships have limited staff and financial 
resources and no municipality has a parks department. Therefore, maintenance and operation are unlikely at the 
local level at this time. 

The Grand History Trail will ultimately operate as a 250+ mile long-distance trail, through multiple states, 
counties, and local municipalities. The operation and management of this trail would best be provided at a high 
level or as a shared responsibility at multiple levels. Similar to the constraints found in Cumberland, Freedom, and 
Liberty Townships, Adams County does not have a designated parks department to conduct trail maintenance. 
However, Adams County may be a suitable entity to 
aid in annual funding of trail maintenance and 
operations. Adams County Green Space Grants may be 
required for major trail maintenance such as repairing 
fencing, replacing signage, or replacing trail surfaces.  

If Cumberland, Liberty, and Freedom Townships, as 
well as and Adams County, are not able to provide 
resources to perform the required trail maintenance 
directly, organizations such as Healthy Adams 
Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI) and Gettysburg Area 
Recreation Authority (GARA) may need to organize 
basic trail maintenance like clearing debris, but do not have the resources for repairing fencing, replacing signage, 
or replacing signage, or trail surfaces. Grant monies may be needed from local organizations to help with major 
maintenance issues like these.  

Much of the trail proposed through Cumberland Township is contained within the Gettysburg National Military 
Park and Eisenhower National Historic Site and these facilities will likely be maintained and managed by the 
National Park Service. It is our understanding that any trail development within the NPS will be conducted at the 
federal level. Additionally, many of the proposed trail sidepaths will exist entirely or partially within a PennDOT 
right-of-way. In preparation for trail development a maintenance and management agreement will need to be 
agreed upon with PennDOT for any facilities on their property. Typically, the developing entity will be responsible 
for coordinating ongoing maintenance and management of the trail, while existing PennDOT bridges and 
crosswalks will be maintained by PennDOT.  

 

 

 

 

 

HABPI	and	GARA	are	suitable	entities	to	perform	
and/or	organize	maintenance	services	on	the	Grand	

History	Trail	
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2. Potential roles of public and non-public agencies 

A critical next step in the trail implementation process is to clarify and formalize maintenance responsibilities for 
each trail segment. For the Grand History Trail, there will likely be a collaboration of management entities that 
are responsible for the ongoing maintenance.  

The following chart indicates how specific trail entities may best contribute to the Grand History Trail 
implementation and ongoing maintenance.  

Trail facilities can sometimes be neglected when municipal/county recreation departments must set priorities 
among many different facilities. For this reason, it is recommended that an entity such as Healthy Adams 
Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI), whose interest is in the entire trail corridor, take on a role as an independent trail 
advocacy group. Through a coordinating agency, trails can help find volunteers and assist in regular trail 
maintenance, communication, and outreach functions. Acting across the limits of the land management 
organizations already mentioned, this type of independent trail organization would assure that the different 
agencies coordinate their efforts and would provide a representative group amongst trail users.  

3. Overview and Description 

Successful operation will rely on a continued and regular program of maintenance of the Trail and support 
facilities. A maintenance and management program will not only ensure a quality recreational or travel 
experience for the trail user but is also an essential ingredient of a risk management plan for the trail operator.  
Sufficient manpower and resources must be devoted to a regular maintenance schedule in order to meet these 
goals. 

Among the factors determining maintenance requirements are existing landscape character and the nature and 
quality of capital improvements. Another key element of maintenance and management would revolve around 
communication and information that would allow trail users to provide feedback and report on issues concerning 
trail maintenance and safety issues. This component of maintenance could be facilitated through the 
establishment of a trail users’ organization as well as through effective signage and a well-maintained web site.  

The maintenance guidelines that follow are somewhat generalized and will need to be re-evaluated at such a time 
when maintenance agreements are being drafted. The maintenance implications of trail improvements should be 
reviewed carefully when considering capital improvements.  

A	Typical	Checklist	for	Management/Operation/Maintenance	Responsibilities	

Type	
Design/Construction	

Oversight	
Maintenance	 Management/Operation	 Security	 Programming	

County/Local	
Government	

X	 X	 X	 X	 X	

Municipal	Authority	
	

X	 X	 X	 X	

Non-Profit	
Organization	 	

X	 X	
	

X	

Individual	Landowner		 		
	 	 	

		

Volunteers	 		 X	 	X	 	X	 X	

PennDOT	 X	 X	 X	 X	 		
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Money saved during the trail development process may be spent many times over if inadequate design and 
development creates a greater than normal maintenance burden. Trail maintenance is a major program that is 
related to trail safety, attractiveness, and image. The trail operator risks liability for accidents, if maintenance is 
ignored or negligently executed. 

It is anticipated that the designated operating agencies will develop management systems for this trail. This 
should include a detailed trail maintenance manual and schedule.   

The elements of this system should include:  

• Inventory of the Trail and its related facilities.  
• Setting of maintenance goals and standards for the quality of maintenance, hours of operation, and 

such. 
• Developing the tasks necessary to achieve maintenance quality levels. 
• Assigning the maintenance tasks to designated groups or individuals. 
• Monitoring the quality and frequency of the work. 
• Implementing a control system for tracking accomplishments and relevant costs. 
• Evaluating the maintenance management program. 
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4. Table of Maintenance Tasks and Operations 

Important maintenance tasks that management agencies must consider are indicated in the following Major 
Maintenance Tasks table:  

TABLE OF MAINTENANCE TASKS AND OPERATIONS 

ACTIVITY DESCRIPTION FREQUENCY COMMENTS 

Mowing 4-foot min. wide each side 
of trail (where applicable) 

3-4 times annually Flail type mower best - less debris 
on trail 

Pruning  Prune woody vegetation 4-
feet back from sides of trail 
–14-feet vertical clearance 
– remove invasive vines 

Annually Vegetation Management Program 
may reduce this task long term 

Removal of Trees/ 
Limbs 

Evaluation/ removal of 
unhealthy or dead trees 
and limbs 

Annual Fallen trees may remain as access 
control and to minimize 
disturbance 

Signage Maintain directional and 
informational signs 

Permanent signs - 
periodically as required 

 

Access Control Replace damaged access 
control devices 

Periodically as required  Estimated frequency: 10% 
annually due to vandalism 

Trail Surface 

(on local roads) 

Resurface Periodically as required Based on municipal schedule 

Trail Surface 

(gravel road) 

Repair surface damage 
from vehicles, erosion, etc. 

Periodically as required Based on municipal schedule 

Trail Surface 

(boardwalk) 

Replace damaged areas Periodically as required Spur trails only 

Drainage Structures Clean inlets, keep swales 
clear of debris 

Minimum - Annually Complete rehabilitation during 
construction would dramatically 
reduce necessity for this type of 
maintenance after storms 

Litter Pick Up Trailside-litter pickup 

Access area litter pickup 

Weekly or as required  

Weekly 

Encourage continued user ‘carry-
in, carry-out’ policy 

Trash Collection Removal of trash from 
receptacles at access areas 

Weekly Problems with non-user trash. 
Some agencies do not have trash 
containers at access points for this 
reason 

Bridges Inspection by Prof Engr 
(P.E.) every 2 years 

Maintenance of bridge to 
ensure structural integrity 

Annually by PennDOT, 
Municipal or County 
Engineer 

Bridges associated with public 
roads are already on a regular 
inspection schedule. 

Graffiti Control Repaint bridges/abutments 
as required 

Annual/spot basis  
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5. Vegetation Management 

Effective vegetation management is a critical 
dimension of the maintenance program. Effective 
vegetation management is necessary to preserve 
and enhance the natural and scenic interest of the 
trail. Effective vegetation management is an 
important component of trail safety. Adequate sight 
distances along the trail should be maintained for 
crime prevention purposes. Hazardous tree limbs 
and other obstructions should be promptly 
removed.  

The following system-wide standards for vegetation 
management are proposed:  

• Mowing - Herbaceous material should be mown three to four times a year a minimum of 4-feet from the 
trail edge. 

• Removal of vegetation from trail surfaces – In order to maintain the integrity of trail surfaces, invasive 
vegetation should be eradicated through very limited and selective application of herbicides.   

• Woody vegetation control - Trees and shrubs should be controlled by an annual mowing along the edges 
of the trail (where the trail is adjacent to fields, meadows and managed grass areas). Removal of woody 
vegetation in this width should minimize the need for frequent mechanical or hand pruning to maintain 
adequate horizontal and vertical clearances. Selective removal or “limbing up” of trees should also be 
scheduled to maintain or create desirable views from trail. Trees should also be kept clear of all drainage 
structures, bridges and walls that may be subject to mechanical damage by tree roots. 

• Invasive Plant Species and Vegetation Control: Vegetation control should discourage poison ivy along the 
trail and the removal of invasive plant species such as Mile a Minute weed. 

6. Law Enforcement and Safety 

Trail managers should take necessary steps to 
provide both a safe trail for the users and to protect 
themselves from liability claims. Where possible, 
hazardous conditions and attractive nuisances 
should be identified and removed during the original 
construction of the trail. Those that cannot be 
removed should have warning signs posted.   

If trail segments are opened in phases, as is 
recommended in this study, clear mention should be 
made at all trail entrances and in any 
printed/electronic material (especially trail signage, 
maps, guidebooks and pamphlets) that portions of 
this trail are still not yet fully developed nor open to 
the public and that users must exercise the 
necessary care when using the trail. 

An effective maintenance program is critical for trail safety. The maintenance program should provide for regular 
safety inspections. Proper tree work and vegetation management are an important part of the safety program. 
This includes trimming of vegetation to maintain adequate sight distance for traffic safety and crime prevention 
purposes.  

In addition to reducing trail hazards, documentation of trail maintenance activities is essential in combating 
possible liability claims. Through written records of good maintenance practices, the managing agencies will be 
able to protect themselves from liability claims. In terms of property ownership and liability, it should be noted 

	
Trail	volunteers	can	provide	general	cleaning	and	

maintenance	along	the	trail.			

Trail	gates	and	signage	can	help	enforce	trail	access	and	
hours	of	operation	if	desired.				
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that Pennsylvania recreational use laws largely protect landowners from liability related to recreational use of 
their properties as long as no fee is charged, and the landowners uses due diligence to maintain the property 
and/or warn recreational users of any safety hazards.  

With the ever-increasing use of cell phones by the general public, including trail users, aspects of security have 
changed in recent years. Users are very well prepared to report and locate questionable activity on or within trail 
corridors. However, safety planning must take poor service areas into account. User surveillance tends to deter 
potential criminal activity.   

7. Trail Facilities and Orientation 
Systems/Markings 

A trail marking and orientation system benefits both 
users and trail managers. Signs should be erected at 
all cross streets and highways, even expressways, 
identifying the name of the cross street. On-road or 
share-the-road signage will also be required for both 
the interim on-road alignment and sections of the 
ultimate trail alignment that utilize low-volume 
back roads. Similarly, township names should be 
posted where this trail enters a new municipality or 
town. This system helps trail managers to 
coordinate maintenance activities. The trail marking 
system could also help save lives in the event that 
emergency services might be required. 

  

	
Share-The-Road	Signage	on	the	Schuylkill	River	Trail.	

Similar	signage	is	recommended	for	on-road	segments	of	
the	Grand	History	Trail					
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G. F I N A N C I A L    F E A S I B I L I T Y 

1. Assessment of ROW acquisition or purchase costs. 

Acquisition Assessment  

The proposed Grand History Trail alignment is composed of lands owned by the National Park Service, PennDOT 
and municipal road rights-of-way, and privately owned agricultural and residential lands. NPS lands are to be 
designed and developed by the federal government and do not require transition of ownership or acquisition. 
PennDOT and municipal road rights-of-way also don’t typically require an acquisition, but rather require a 
maintenance and management agreement. Several of the proposed sidepaths being recommended will require 
additional private right-of-way beyond the limited road right-of-way. To determine if the PennDOT and municipal 
road right-of-way is sufficient to contain the trail alignment, a detailed right-of-way survey is recommended.  

For all privately owned lands, acquisition will need to be negotiated with each individual property owner. This 
acquisition will include private lands that contain a full width trail, such as those along Marsh Creek, and private 
lands that contain only a narrow strip of trail, such as sidepath along Pumping Station Road To determine the 
exact width of trail acquisition necessary, a detailed right-of-way survey will be required.  

When acquiring right-of-way for a trail, we suggest that a minimum width of 20 feet of land be set aside for trail 
use. This will accommodate not only the desired 10 to 12 feet wide trail, but adjacent land for sufficient shoulders, 
landscaping, fencing, signage, and other amenities. In areas that a trailhead or a scenic lookout is recommended, 
adequate space should also be acquired for any parking, bathrooms, seating or other amenities. 

Trail acquisition can take place in a variety of ways, but traditionally, two forms of public passage through private 
property are preferable: 

• Fee Simple Sale: One method is fee simple acquisition of a portion of property at fair market value 
(based upon current appraisal, local comparable property values and the land area); The benefit of sale is 
that the former property owner is not associated with the newly formed parcel and liability and tax 
responsibility is transferred to the new owner. A slight reduction in acreage-based taxation may be 
realized, but typically nominal. 

• Easement: In other cases where the lot may be of minimal regulatory acreage (lot size), easement would 
be the preferable method to avoid creation of a zoning violation (lot coverage, lot size, setback 
restrictions, other easements, etc.). The easement area would still be taxable to the property owner but 
would not preclude access to the eased area by the property owner under terms of the easement/deed 
language. Such an easement should be conveyed in perpetuity with the parcel of land.  

Acquisition Cost Considerations: 

Trail development for the Grand History Trail will require acquisition or easements of rights-of-way from a 
number of existing property owners. If right-of-way is to be purchased, the use of an appraiser is recommended 
for help in determining a reasonable price. Right-of-way and easement acquisition costs have not been included in 
the estimate of probable construction costs for this report. 

Additional right-of-way acquisition considerations: 

• Occasionally, some property owners are known to donate easements, often taking a tax deduction for 
such an easement.  

• Values of residential property rank potentially higher than agricultural land considering the typical higher 
assessed values of residential land and the customary higher level of landscape investment and impact 
proportional to the lot size.  

• Additionally, fair market values of land can vary considerably based on location and acreage and should 
be investigated locally (or as determined in a formal land valuation appraisal).  
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• Often times, private property negotiation requires additional incentives. Offerings of landscape buffers 
and privacy fencing can be more palatable and valuable to property owners than a fee simple or lease 
agreement-based easement arrangement.   

• Tax credits or tax deduction for eased land should be provided through introduced legislation in 
coordination with the county tax assessment office. Through this process, properties that provide a trail 
easement can receive a tax deduction for the portion of land that is being preserved for trail 
development.   

2. Opinion of Probable Cost of Trail Development  

All of the segment analyses charts in Appendix C and D 
include probable cost information for the various 
segments and consequently the various proposed route 
alternative. It should be noted that the project is in the 
very early stages of planning and design. The opinion of 
probable cost analyses is offered to facilitate general 
budget level discussions only and may not reflect final 
costs based on time and subsequent planning decisions.  

3. Maintenance Costs 

Maintenance costs generally range from $1,500 to 
$2,000/per mile/per year for similar trails. We 
recommend that the responsible agencies use a figure of 
$2,000 per mile to estimate maintenance costs during 
the first year after development. This figure can be 
evaluated at the end of the first year. This cost can be 
used for fundraising purposes as well as to solicit 
volunteer help for maintenance. 

Many trail operators have been able to supplement their 
maintenance program by creating partnership 
agreements with local businesses, clubs and 
organizations. Formal cooperative agreements can be 
made with these partners that clearly define the roles 
and responsibilities of each party. Developing an effective 
maintenance management system is an on-going 
process. 

4. Phased Implementation Plan 

A phased implementation plan for this section of the Grand History Trail will likely be driven by the right-of-way 
acquisition issues, which are significant once south of the National Park Properties. Outside of and immediately 
south of the National Park, the Shields property offers the next best opportunity for implementing a preferred 
off-road trail alignment. The most obvious Phase I for implementing the entire trail section from GNMP to the 
PA/MD border is the proposed interim route. Later phases would be sidepaths and off-road sections that begin to 
come together as the property acquisition develops. This however represents substantial cost as one project and 
may prove challenging from a funding standpoint. 

Breaking the interim alignment into north and south sections and further breaking the north section into two 
pieces would seem like a more manageable course of action. Linking the new trail to trail head facilities and a 
significant point of interest is very important. A first phase that does not start at the Visitors Center for a trail 

Segment	Analysis	Charts	in	Appendix	C	and	D	provided	
probable	cost	information.	Above	is	a	snippet	from	

Long-Term	Alignment	Alternate	1.		
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related to the area’s history doesn’t seem to make sense. A phased implementation could look like this: 

Phase I – Gettysburg National Military Park to Eisenhower Farm Road  
approx. length: 4 miles; cost: approx. $4.6 million; segments 1, 2 and 3  

This is the longest single section of proposed off-road trail and side paths. It establishes the start point at a 
trail head and creates the trail through the national park, firmly establishing the trail’s purpose. No right-of-
way acquisition is required and the National Park is supportive of trail development. 

Phase II – Eisenhower Farm Road to Red-Rock Road 
approx. length: 3 miles; cost: approx. $2.2 million; segments 7,8,9,10 and 11 

This adds the Eisenhower National Historic site to the trail and extends the trail though the Shields property, 
future site of an environmental center. The Eisenhower site is owned by the National Park and right-of-way 
acquisition is required through the Shields property. Both the National Park Service and Mr. Shields are 
supportive of trail development. 

Phase III – Red-Rock Road to the PA/MD state border 

What phase III will entail is all driven by right-of-way acquisition issues and negotiations and will be 
established once Phases I and II are underway. At a minimum it would be the proposed share-the-road route 
south of the Shields property. If negotiations allow for further development of off-road routes and sidepaths 
then these should be implemented. Depending on the scope that can be developed this section may need to 
be further broken down into additional phases. 

5. Potential sources for capital and operating revenues. 

The Funding list in Appendix F offers a list of potential funding sources that may be appropriate to consider for 
funding the Grand History Trail from Gettysburg to Maryland. 
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H. P U B L I C    I N P U T    P R O C E S S  

1. Study Committee Meetings and Coordination 

During the course of the study there were six meetings of the Study Committee. Minutes recording the 
discussions and conclusions of the meetings, along with agenda and attendance records, are included as part of 
this report in Appendix G.3. The dates of the meetings are listed below. 

Meeting 1. Monday, July 17, 2018 at Gettysburg Recreation Park, Gettysburg, PA 
Meeting 2. Tuesday, September 11, 2018 at Gettysburg Recreation Park, Gettysburg, PA 
Meeting 3. Wednesday, December 19, 2018 at Gettysburg Recreation Park, Gettysburg, PA 
Meeting 4. Tuesday, April 30, 2019 at Gettysburg Recreation Park, Gettysburg, PA 
Meeting 5. Tuesday, May 21, 2019 Conference Call 
Meeting 6. Monday, January 20, 2020 at Gettysburg Recreation Park, Gettysburg, PA 

2. Gettysburg National Military Park Meetings and Coordination 

During the course of the study the study team met with representatives from Gettysburg National Military Park 
(GNMP). A representative from GNMP was also an active member of the Study Committee and participated in 
those meetings. Minutes recording the discussions and conclusions of the meetings with GNMP, along with 
agenda and attendance records, are included as part of this report in Appendix G.1. The dates of the meetings are 
listed below. 

Meeting 1. Tuesday, August 23, 2018 at Gettysburg National Military Park, Gettysburg, PA 
Meeting 2. Thursday, February 28, 2019 at Gettysburg National Military Park, Gettysburg, PA 

 Meeting with National Park Service Superintendant 

3. Municipality Meetings and Coordination 

During the course of the study the study team met with representatives from the townships and municipalities 
along the proposed study corridor. These included Liberty, Cumberland and Freedom Townships; Frederick 
County, Maryland; and Emmitsburg, Maryland. Representatives from the Borough of Gettysburg, as the client, 
were active participants in the Study Committee. Minutes recording the discussions and conclusions of the 
meetings, along with agenda and attendance records, are included as part of this report in Appendix G.1. The 
dates of the meetings are listed below. 

Tuesday, October 9, 2018 - Township Supervisors Meeting 
Wednesday, December 19, 2018 – Frederick Co./Emmitsburg, Emmitsburg municipal offices 
Friday, March 29, 2019 – Township Supervisors, Cumberland and Freedom Townships 

4. Significant Stakeholder Meetings and Interviews 

Several Interviews with key stakeholders, and property owners took place as part of the study. Documentation of 
meeting minutes from these interviews is included as part of this study in Appendix G.1.  

One of the large property owners along the corridor, Tim Shields (also a member of the Gettysburg Nature 
Alliance) is very supportive of the project and showed interest in negotiating a trail right-of-way through his 
properties. The study team met with him twice during the course of the study as noted below: 

Meeting 1. Thursday, November 8, 2018 
Meeting 2. Wednesday, February 27, 2019 
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5. Public Presentations and Workshops 

During the course of the study two Public Presentations / Workshops were conducted to solicit input from 
community residents along the corridor. The format of the first meeting was as follows: 

• A brief presentation/slideshow. 
• Group work sessions facilitated with maps of the corridor to allow attendees to note their own thoughts 

on the proposed trail. 
• Reporting from each group to the attendees. 
• General discussion/question and answer session. 

The general format of the second public meeting was as follows:  

• Maps developed during the study were displayed around the room and Study Committee members stood 
by to answer questions before and after the meeting 

• A presentation/slideshow on the results of the study was given with participants sitting in rows of chairs 
• Questions from group participants were answered 
• Participant comments/suggestions were noted 

Minutes of these sessions and documentation of the public input are included as part of this study in Appendix 
G.2. The following is a list of the dates and locations of the Public Meetings conducted during the course of the 
study: 

Public Workshop 1. Tuesday, May 14, 2019 at Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Public Workshop 2. Monday, January 27, 2020 at Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 

 

 

	 	

Public	Meetings	held	at	the	Gettysburg	Area	Recreation	Authority	provided	the	study	committee	and	project	design	team	
essential	feedback	throughout	the	feasibility	study.		
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 Appendix A – Background Materials              A1 

1. 911 Trail Overall Alignment Map 

2. Grand History Trail – Proposed Route Map (Overall) 

3. NPS - Gettysburg National Military Park Map 

4. PennDOT Type 10  (Study Area Map) 

5. PALTA – PA Conserved Lands (Study Area Map) 

6. Adams County Property Owners (Study Area Map) 

7. Adams County Floodplain & Topography (Study Area Map) 
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1. Study Area Delineation Map A.1 
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3. Alternative Segment Map C 
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APPENDIX B – ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS             A9 

1. Study Area Delineation Map A.1 

2. Alternate Alignments Map B 

3. Alternative Segment Map C 

4. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Trail Alternatives (Reference Map C) 

5. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – BLUE Route (Reference Map C) 

6. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – PURPLE Route (Reference Map C) 

7. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – ORANGE Route (Reference Map C) 

8. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – GREEN Route (Reference Map C) 

 

 









The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	
Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(N)	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
23150 4.38

PDOT/
NPS/CE/P

50	ft						80	
ft	

overpass
3,000 Medium SP Suburban X X X 52 60 23150 	$						2,778,000	 	$				115,750	 	$				463,000	 	$				694,500	 	$				231,500	 	$						4,283,000	

Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(N)	/	Emmitsburg	
Rd.

Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	
Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(S)	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4270 0.81 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 4270 	$				106,750	 	$						21,350	 	$						42,700	 	$									171,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	Rd.	 Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Maryland	State	Line	on	Emmitsburg	

Rd.
1890 0.36 PDOT/P 60	ft 1,100 Low SP Suburban X X X 7 9 1890 	$									226,800	 	$								9,450	 	$						37,800	 	$						56,700	 	$						18,900	 	$									350,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Private	Lands
Bull	Frog	Rd.	at	Wenschof/Johnston	

property
5865 1.11 P Medium ORT Rural X X 5865 	$									703,800	 	$						29,325	 	$				117,300	 	$				175,950	 	$						58,650	 	$						1,086,000	

Bull	Frog	Rd.	at	Wenschof/Johnston	
property

Bullfrog	Rd. Bullfrog	Rd.	/	Gordon	Rd.	 637 0.12 PDOT/P 33	ft 1,200 Low SP Suburban/Rural X X X 1 1 637 	$												76,440	 	$								3,185	 	$						12,740	 	$						19,110	 	$								6,370	 	$									118,000	

Bullfrog	Rd.	/	Gordon	Rd.	 Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 4844 0.92 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 4844 	$				121,100	 	$						24,220	 	$						48,440	 	$									194,000	
Cost	not	inc.	for	potential
pedestrian	bridge	at	ford.

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$									264,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						44,000	 	$						66,000	 	$						22,000	 	$									407,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 2337 0.44 M/P Low SP Rural X X 6 5 2337 	$									280,440	 	$						11,685	 	$						46,740	 	$						70,110	 	$						23,370	 	$									433,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/	
Rohrbaugh	Rd.

2920 0.55 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 9 5 2920 	$									350,400	 	$						14,600	 	$						58,400	 	$						87,600	 	$						29,200	 	$									541,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Rohrbaugh	Rd.	

Rohrbaugh	Rd. Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 3475 0.66 M Low S.T.R. Rural 3475 	$						86,875	 	$						17,375	 	$						34,750	 	$									139,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Red	Rock	Rd.	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

5908 1.12
PDOT/
M/NPS

700 Medium SP/S.T.R. National	Park X X
1	

(GNMP)
2	

(GNMP)
5908 	$									588,480	 	$						25,100	 	$						29,540	 	$				118,160	 	$				177,240	 	$						59,080	 	$									998,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Shields	Driveway

8263 1.56 M Medium S.T.R. National	Park/Rural 8263 	$				206,575	 	$						41,315	 	$						82,630	 	$									331,000	

3

12 12

13 13

7

8

9

3 3

4

5

6

1	(GNMP)

3	(Shields/GNMP)

9

10 10

11

18 18

19

20

21

14

15

16

17 17

26

22

23

24

25 25

Ea
rt
hw

or
k	
/	

St
or
m
w
at
er
	

M
an

ag
em

en
t

Di
re
ct
io
na

l	&
Sa
fe
ty
	S
ig
na

ge

Sh
ar
e-
th
e-
Ro

ad
	P
M
&
S

10
	to

	1
2	
Fe
et
	W

id
e	

As
ph

al
t	P

av
ed

	T
ra
il

Ap
pr
ox
.		
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
	

Le
ng
th
	(f
t.)

1	(GNMP)

Land
Parcels	
Impacted

Trail	Recommendations

1	(GNMP)

Tr
ai
l	T
yp
e	

Re
co
m
m
en

de
d

Trail
Experience

U
se
	A
gr
m
nt
.	R

eq
'd
.

HO
P	
Re

qu
ire

d

RO
W
	A
cq
st
n.
	R
eq

'd
.

Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	Trail	Alternatives	(Reference	Map	C)
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Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit
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Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	Trail	Alternatives	(Reference	Map	C)
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S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

Start	Point Route End	Point Totals

Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction
PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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Red	Rock	Rd.	/Schriver	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
1896 0.36 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 1896 	$						47,400	 	$								9,480	 	$						18,960	 	$												76,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4646 0.88

PDOT/
P/CE

33	ft 650 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 5 4646 	$									557,520	 	$						23,230	 	$						92,920	 	$				139,380	 	$						46,460	 	$									860,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Cunningham	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4979 0.94 PDOT/P

28	ft	to				
40	ft

150 Low SP Rural X X X 4 4 4979 	$									597,480	 	$						24,895	 	$						99,580	 	$				149,370	 	$						49,790	 	$									922,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	

Wenschof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 4808 0.91 M/P Medium SP Rural X X 6 9 4808 	$									576,960	 	$						24,040	 	$						96,160	 	$				144,240	 	$						48,080	 	$									890,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	/	PA-MD	State	Line	 8816 1.67 PDOT/P 33	ft 500 Medium SP Rural X X X 19 24 8816 	$						1,057,920	 	$						44,080	 	$				176,320	 	$				264,480	 	$						88,160	 	$						1,631,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
896 0.17 M Low S.T.R. Rural 896 	$						22,400	 	$								4,480	 	$								8,960	 	$												36,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/

Bingham	Rd.	
5975 1.13

PDOT/
M/CE

33	ft 700 Medium SP Rural X X X 6 5 5975 	$									717,000	 	$						29,875	 	$				119,500	 	$				179,250	 	$						59,750	 	$						1,106,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/
Bingham	Rd.	

Bingham	Rd.	/	Farm	Rd.
Farm	Rd.	(Viewpoint)	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

5160 0.98 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 5160 	$				129,000	 	$						25,800	 	$						51,600	 	$									207,000	

Farm	Rd.	(Viewpoint)	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	/

Dawn	Rd.	
582 0.11

PDOT/
P/CE

40	ft 350 Medium SP Rural X X X 1 1 582 	$												69,840	 	$								2,910	 	$						11,640	 	$						17,460	 	$								5,820	 	$									108,000	

Dawn	Rd.	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

Dawn	Rd.	/
McGlaughlin	Rd.	

McGlaughlin	Rd.	/	Water	St. 11267 2.13 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 11267 	$				281,675	 	$						56,335	 	$				112,670	 	$									451,000	

McGlaughlin	Rd.	/	Water	St. Water	St.	 Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Water	St.	 1935 0.37 PDOT/P 25	ft 250 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 2 1935 	$									232,200	 	$								9,675	 	$						38,700	 	$						58,050	 	$						19,350	 	$									358,000	

Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Water	St.	 Liberty	Hall	Rd. Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 1640 0.31 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 1640 	$						41,000	 	$								8,200	 	$						16,400	 	$												66,000	

Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd. Tract	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 8546 1.62 PDOT/P 500-600 Medium SP Rural X X X 15 12 8546 	$						1,025,520	 	$						42,730	 	$				170,920	 	$				256,380	 	$						85,460	 	$						1,582,000	
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	
Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(N)	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
23150 4.38

PDOT/
NPS/CE/P

50	ft						80	
ft	

overpass
3,000 Medium SP Suburban X X X 52 60 23150 	$						2,778,000	 	$				115,750	 	$				463,000	 	$				694,500	 	$				231,500	 	$						4,283,000	

Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(N)	/	Emmitsburg	
Rd.

Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	
Shorbe	S.	Mill	Rd.	(S)	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4270 0.81 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 4270 	$				106,750	 	$						21,350	 	$						42,700	 	$									171,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	Rd.	 Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Maryland	State	Line	on	Emmitsburg	

Rd.
1890 0.36 PDOT/P 60	ft 1,100 Low SP Suburban X X X 7 9 1890 	$									226,800	 	$								9,450	 	$						37,800	 	$						56,700	 	$						18,900	 	$									350,000	

	$						8,587,000	

	$									859,000	

	$									945,000	

	$				10,391,000	

9.4	

	$						1,103,000	

Totals

Approx.	Cost	Per	Mile

5

6

1	(GNMP)

1	(GNMP)

3 3 1	(GNMP)

4

TOTAL

Construction	Contingency	-	10%

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles
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Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	BLUE	Route	(Reference	Map	C)
Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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Number Start	Point Comments
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1	(GNMP)

Route End	Point
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Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	PURPLE	Route	(Reference	Map	C)
Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction
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Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Private	Lands
Bull	Frog	Rd.	at	Wenschof/Johnston	

property
5865 1.11 P Medium ORT Rural X X 5865 	$									703,800	 	$						29,325	 	$				117,300	 	$				175,950	 	$						58,650	 	$						1,086,000	

Bull	Frog	Rd.	at	Wenschof/Johnston	
property

Bullfrog	Rd. Bullfrog	Rd.	/	Gordon	Rd.	 637 0.12 PDOT/P 33	ft 1,200 Low SP Suburban/Rural X X X 1 1 637 	$												76,440	 	$								3,185	 	$						12,740	 	$						19,110	 	$								6,370	 	$									118,000	

Bullfrog	Rd.	/	Gordon	Rd.	 Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 4844 0.92 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 4844 	$				121,100	 	$						24,220	 	$						48,440	 	$									194,000	
Cost	not	inc.	for	potential
pedestrian	bridge	at	ford.

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$									264,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						44,000	 	$						66,000	 	$						22,000	 	$									407,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 2337 0.44 M/P Low SP Rural X X 6 5 2337 	$									280,440	 	$						11,685	 	$						46,740	 	$						70,110	 	$						23,370	 	$									433,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/	
Rohrbaugh	Rd.

2920 0.55 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 9 5 2920 	$									350,400	 	$						14,600	 	$						58,400	 	$						87,600	 	$						29,200	 	$									541,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Rohrbaugh	Rd.	

Rohrbaugh	Rd. Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 3475 0.66 M Low S.T.R. Rural 3475 	$						86,875	 	$						17,375	 	$						34,750	 	$									139,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	

	$						9,493,000	

	$									950,000	

	$						1,045,000	

	$				11,488,000	

12.9	

	$									893,000	Approx.	Cost	Per	Mile

22

23

24

TOTAL

Construction	Contingency	-	10%

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles

14 3

15

16

17 17

18 18

19

20

21

13 13

9 9

10 10

11 3	(Shields/GNMP)

12 12

8 1	(GNMP)

7

Alternative	Purple
Routes



The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Red	Rock	Rd.	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

5908 1.12
PDOT/
M/NPS

700 Medium SP/S.T.R. National	Park X X
1	

(GNMP)
2	

(GNMP)
5908 	$									588,480	 	$						25,100	 	$						29,540	 	$				118,160	 	$				177,240	 	$						59,080	 	$									998,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Shields	Driveway

8263 1.56 M Medium S.T.R. National	Park/Rural 8263 	$				206,575	 	$						41,315	 	$						82,630	 	$									331,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/Schriver	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
1896 0.36 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 1896 	$						47,400	 	$								9,480	 	$						18,960	 	$												76,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4646 0.88

PDOT/
P/CE

33	ft 650 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 5 4646 	$									557,520	 	$						23,230	 	$						92,920	 	$				139,380	 	$						46,460	 	$									860,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Cunningham	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4979 0.94 PDOT/P

28	ft	to				
40	ft

150 Low SP Rural X X X 4 4 4979 	$									597,480	 	$						24,895	 	$						99,580	 	$				149,370	 	$						49,790	 	$									922,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$									264,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						44,000	 	$						66,000	 	$						22,000	 	$									407,000	

Wenschof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 4808 0.91 M/P Medium SP Rural X X 6 9 4808 	$									576,960	 	$						24,040	 	$						96,160	 	$				144,240	 	$						48,080	 	$									890,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	/	PA-MD	State	Line	 8816 1.67 PDOT/P 33	ft 500 Medium SP Rural X X X 19 24 8816 	$						1,057,920	 	$						44,080	 	$				176,320	 	$				264,480	 	$						88,160	 	$						1,631,000	

	$				10,133,000	

	$						1,014,000	

	$						1,115,000	

	$				12,262,000	

12.3	

	$									998,000	Approx.	Cost	Per	Mile

30

31

32 32

TOTAL

Construction	Contingency	-	10%

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles

18 18

26
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17 17

12 12

13 13

9 9

1	(GNMP)

1	(GNMP)

25 25

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Red	Rock	Rd.	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

5908 1.12
PDOT/
M/NPS

700 Medium SP/S.T.R. National	Park X X
1	

(GNMP)
2	

(GNMP)
5908 	$									588,480	 	$						25,100	 	$						29,540	 	$				118,160	 	$				177,240	 	$						59,080	 	$									998,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
896 0.17 M Low S.T.R. Rural 896 	$						22,400	 	$								4,480	 	$								8,960	 	$												36,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/

Bingham	Rd.	
5975 1.13

PDOT/
M/CE

33	ft 700 Medium SP Rural X X X 6 5 5975 	$									717,000	 	$						29,875	 	$				119,500	 	$				179,250	 	$						59,750	 	$						1,106,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/
Bingham	Rd.	

Bingham	Rd.	/	Farm	Rd.
Farm	Rd.	(Viewpoint)	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

5160 0.98 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 5160 	$				129,000	 	$						25,800	 	$						51,600	 	$									207,000	

Farm	Rd.	(Viewpoint)	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	/

Dawn	Rd.	
582 0.11

PDOT/
P/CE

40	ft 350 Medium SP Rural X X X 1 1 582 	$												69,840	 	$								2,910	 	$						11,640	 	$						17,460	 	$								5,820	 	$									108,000	

Dawn	Rd.	/
Camp	Gettysburg	Rd.	

Dawn	Rd.	/
McGlaughlin	Rd.	

McGlaughlin	Rd.	/	Water	St. 11267 2.13 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 11267 	$				281,675	 	$						56,335	 	$				112,670	 	$									451,000	

McGlaughlin	Rd.	/	Water	St. Water	St.	 Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Water	St.	 1935 0.37 PDOT/P 25	ft 250 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 2 1935 	$									232,200	 	$								9,675	 	$						38,700	 	$						58,050	 	$						19,350	 	$									358,000	

Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Water	St.	 Liberty	Hall	Rd. Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 1640 0.31 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 1640 	$						41,000	 	$								8,200	 	$						16,400	 	$												66,000	

Liberty	Hall	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd. Tract	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 8546 1.62 PDOT/P 500-600 Medium SP Rural X X X 15 12 8546 	$						1,025,520	 	$						42,730	 	$				170,920	 	$				256,380	 	$						85,460	 	$						1,582,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	 Tract	Rd.	/	PA-MD	State	Line	 8816 1.67 PDOT/P 33	ft 500 Medium SP Rural X X X 19 24 8816 	$						1,057,920	 	$						44,080	 	$				176,320	 	$				264,480	 	$						88,160	 	$						1,631,000	

	$						9,631,000	

	$									964,000	

	$						1,060,000	

	$				11,655,000	

11.5	

	$						1,016,000	

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles

Approx.	Cost	Per	Mile
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Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	GREEN	Route	(Reference	Map	C)
Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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The Grand History Trail – Gettysburg Pennsylvania to the Maryland State Border 
	

 

APPENDIX C – INTERIM ALIGNMENT RECOMMENDATIONS & COSTS         A18 

1. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Interim Off and On-Road Alignment  

 



The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park X 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/Schriver	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
1896 0.36 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 1896 	$						47,400	 	$								9,480	 	$						18,960	 	$												76,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4646 0.88

PDOT/
P/CE

33	ft 650 Medium S.T.R. Rural X X X 4 5 4646 	$				116,150	 	$						23,230	 	$						46,460	 	$									186,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Cunningham	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4979 0.94 PDOT/P

28	ft	to				
40	ft

150 Low S.T.R. Rural X X X 4 4 4979 	$				124,475	 	$						24,895	 	$						49,790	 	$									200,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$				231,150	 	$						46,230	 	$						92,460	 	$									370,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$						21,125	 	$								4,225	 	$								8,450	 	$												34,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$						55,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						22,000	 	$												88,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 2337 0.44 M/P Low S.T.R. Rural X X 6 5 2337 	$						58,425	 	$						11,685	 	$						23,370	 	$												94,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/	
Rohrbaugh	Rd.

2920 0.55 M/P Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X 9 5 2920 	$						73,000	 	$						14,600	 	$						29,200	 	$									117,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Rohrbaugh	Rd.	

Rohrbaugh	Rd. Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 3475 0.66 M Low S.T.R. Rural 3475 	$						86,875	 	$						17,375	 	$						34,750	 	$									139,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$						97,000	 	$						19,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									156,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$						55,875	 	$						11,175	 	$						22,350	 	$												90,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	

	$						7,516,000	

	$									752,000	

	$									827,000	

	$						9,095,000	

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage

M
is
c.
	C
on

st
ru
ct
io
n

Totals

Ap
pr
ox
.		
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
			
	

Le
ng
th
	(f
t.)

Segment	
Number Start	Point Route End	Point Comments

Ap
pr
ox
.

Le
ng
th
	(f
t.)

Ap
pr
ox
.

Le
ng
th
	(m

ile
)

RO
W
	T
yp
e

Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	Interim	Off	and	On-Road	Alignment	(Reference	Map	D)
Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction

Construction	Contingency	-	10%

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

HO
P	
Re

qu
ire

d

RO
W
	A
cq
st
n.
	R
eq

'd
.

Land
Parcels	
Impacted

1	(GNMP)

1	(GNMP)

Di
re
ct
io
na

l	&
Sa
fe
ty
	S
ig
na

ge

Ea
rt
hw

or
k	
/	

St
or
m
w
at
er
	

M
an

ag
em

en
t

Fe
nc
in
g	
&
	

La
nd

sc
ap

in
g	

(b
uf
fe
rs
)

10
	to

	1
2	
Fe
et
	W

id
e	

As
ph

al
t	P

av
ed

	T
ra
il

Ve
hi
cl
e	
Tr
af
fic

Vo
lu
m
e	
	(A

AD
T)

To
po

gr
ap

hy
(Q
ua

l.	
Sl
op

e	
An

al
.)

Tr
ai
l	T
yp
e	

Re
co
m
m
en

de
d

Trail
Experience

TOTAL

U
se
	A
gr
m
nt
.	R

eq
'd
.

Sh
ar
e-
th
e-
Ro

ad
	P
M
&
S

30

27

11 3	(Shields/GNMP)

3 3 1	(GNMP)

7

8 1	(GNMP)

9 9

RO
W
	W

id
th
	-	
Ex
is
tin

g

23

24

18 18

19

20

21

10 10

22

17 17

12 12

29

13 13

28



The Grand History Trail – Gettysburg Pennsylvania to the Maryland State Border 
	

 

APPENDIX D – ULTIMATE ALIGNMENT RECOMMENDATIONS & COSTS         A20 

1. Long-Term Alignment Map E 

2. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Long-Term Off-Road Trail Alignment – ALTERNATE 1 

3. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Long-Term Off-Road Trail Alignment – ALTERNATE 2 

4. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Long-Term Off-Road Trail Alignment – ALTERNATE 3 

5. Segment Reach Analysis Chart – Long-Term Off-Road Trail Alignment – ALTERNATE 4 

 

 





The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10 50

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	 	$				(462,000) 	$								1,248,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	 	$				(344,400) 	$											931,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	 	$				(215,650) 	$											583,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	 	$											134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	 	$						(91,950) 	$											250,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	 	$													37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	 	$											103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	 	$				(319,450) 	$											863,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	 	$													50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/Schriver	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
1896 0.36 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 1896 	$						47,400	 	$								9,480	 	$						18,960	 	$												76,000	 	$													76,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4646 0.88

PDOT/
P/CE

33	ft 650 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 5 4646 	$									557,520	 	$						23,230	 	$						92,920	 	$				139,380	 	$						46,460	 	$									860,000	 	$				(232,300) 	$											628,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	 	$				(462,300) 	$								1,249,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	 	$						(42,250) 	$											115,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$									264,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						44,000	 	$						66,000	 	$						22,000	 	$									407,000	 	$				(110,000) 	$											297,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 2337 0.44 M/P Low SP Rural X X 6 5 2337 	$									280,440	 	$						11,685	 	$						46,740	 	$						70,110	 	$						23,370	 	$									433,000	 	$				(116,850) 	$											317,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	 	$				(194,000) 	$											524,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	 	$				(111,750) 	$											303,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	 	$											112,000	

47 49 	$				10,518,000	 	$								7,820,000	

	$						1,052,000	 	$											782,000	

	$						1,157,000	 	$											861,000	

	$				12,727,000	 	$								9,463,000	

12.6	 12.6	

	$						1,007,000	 	$											749,000	

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles

Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations
Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	

Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private
S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10 50

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	 	$				(462,000) 	$								1,248,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	 	$				(344,400) 	$											931,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	 	$				(215,650) 	$											583,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	 	$											134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	 	$						(91,950) 	$											250,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	 	$													37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	 	$											103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	 	$				(319,450) 	$											863,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	 	$													50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/Schriver	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/

Pumping	Station	Rd.
1896 0.36 M Medium S.T.R. Rural 1896 	$						47,400	 	$								9,480	 	$						18,960	 	$												76,000	 	$													76,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/
Pumping	Station	Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4646 0.88

PDOT/
P/CE

33	ft 650 Medium SP Rural X X X 4 5 4646 	$									557,520	 	$						23,230	 	$						92,920	 	$				139,380	 	$						46,460	 	$									860,000	 	$				(232,300) 	$											628,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	 	$				(462,300) 	$								1,249,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	 	$						(42,250) 	$											115,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/	
Rohrbaugh	Rd.

2920 0.55 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 9 5 2920 	$									350,400	 	$						14,600	 	$						58,400	 	$						87,600	 	$						29,200	 	$									541,000	 	$				(146,000) 	$											395,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Rohrbaugh	Rd.	

Rohrbaugh	Rd. Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 3475 0.66 M Low S.T.R. Rural 3475 	$						86,875	 	$						17,375	 	$						34,750	 	$									139,000	 	$											139,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	 	$				(194,000) 	$											524,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	 	$				(111,750) 	$											303,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	 	$											112,000	

44 43 	$				10,358,000	 	$								7,740,000	

	$						1,036,000	 	$											774,000	

	$						1,140,000	 	$											852,000	

	$				12,534,000	 	$								9,366,000	

13.0	 13.0	

	$									965,000	 	$											721,000	Approx.	Cost	Per	Mile

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10 50

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	 	$				(462,000) 	$								1,248,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	 	$				(344,400) 	$											931,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	 	$				(215,650) 	$											583,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	 	$											134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	 	$						(91,950) 	$											250,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	 	$													37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	 	$											103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	 	$				(319,450) 	$											863,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	 	$													50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	 	$											224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Cunningham	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4979 0.94 PDOT/P

28	ft	to				
40	ft

150 Low SP Rural X X X 4 4 4979 	$									597,480	 	$						24,895	 	$						99,580	 	$				149,370	 	$						49,790	 	$									922,000	 	$				(248,950) 	$											674,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	 	$				(462,300) 	$								1,249,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	 	$						(42,250) 	$											115,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

Wenschhof	Rd.	 Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 2200 0.42 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 6 6 2200 	$									264,000	 	$						11,000	 	$						44,000	 	$						66,000	 	$						22,000	 	$									407,000	 	$				(110,000) 	$											297,000	

Wenschhof	Rd.	/	Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 2337 0.44 M/P Low SP Rural X X 6 5 2337 	$									280,440	 	$						11,685	 	$						46,740	 	$						70,110	 	$						23,370	 	$									433,000	 	$				(116,850) 	$											317,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	 	$				(194,000) 	$											524,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	 	$				(111,750) 	$											303,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	 	$											112,000	

	$				10,728,000	 	$								8,014,000	

	$						1,073,000	 	$											802,000	

	$						1,181,000	 	$											882,000	

	$				12,982,000	 	$								9,698,000	

13.4	 13.4	

	$									969,000	 	$											724,000	

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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The	Grand	History	Trail	–	Gettysburg	Pennsylvania	to	the	Maryland	State	Border

R L 120 25 5 20 30 10 50

1 1 1 1 GNMP	Visitor	Center
Taneytown	Rd.	/	
Pleasonton	Ave.	/				
Hancock	Ave.

	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. 9240 1.75 NPS Low ORT/SP National	Park X 9240 	$						1,108,800	 	$						46,200	 	$				184,800	 	$				277,200	 	$						92,400	 	$						1,710,000	 	$				(462,000) 	$								1,248,000	

2 2 2 2 	Steinwehr	Ave.	/	Cyclorama	Dr. Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

6888 1.30 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Low SP National	Park X X 6888 	$									826,560	 	$						34,440	 	$				137,760	 	$				206,640	 	$						68,880	 	$						1,275,000	 	$				(344,400) 	$											931,000	

Millerstown	Rd.	/
Emmitsburg	Rd.	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	/	Emmitsburg	

Rd.	
4313 0.82 PDOT/NPS 3,000 Medium SP National	Park X X 4313 	$									517,560	 	$						21,565	 	$						86,260	 	$				129,390	 	$						43,130	 	$									798,000	 	$				(215,650) 	$											583,000	

Emmitsburg	Rd.	/	Eisenhower	Farm	
Rd.	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.
Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	at	the	

Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	
(House)

3327 0.63 NPS Medium S.T.R. National	Park X 3327 	$						83,175	 	$						16,635	 	$						33,270	 	$									134,000	 	$											134,000	

Eisenhower	Farm	Rd.	the	
Eisenhower	National	Historic	Site	

(House)

Eisenhower
Farm	Field	Edge	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 1839 0.35 NPS Low ORT National	Park X 1839 	$									220,680	 	$								9,195	 	$						36,780	 	$						55,170	 	$						18,390	 	$									341,000	 	$						(91,950) 	$											250,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	field	edge	route	 Red	Rock	Rd.
Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	

(Eisenhower	Bridge)
905 0.17 M Low S.T.R. National	Park 905 	$						22,625	 	$								4,525	 	$								9,050	 	$												37,000	 	$													37,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Waterworks	Rd.	
(Eisenhower	Bridge)

Waterworks	Rd.
Waterworks	Rd.	/

Sachs	Covered	Bridge	
2563 0.49 M/NPS Low S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2563 	$						64,075	 	$						12,815	 	$						25,630	 	$									103,000	 	$											103,000	

Waterworks	Rd.	/
Sachs	Covered	Bridge	

Marsh	Creek	Corridor	/	
Private	Lands

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

6389 1.21 P/CE/NPS Medium ORT Rural X X 6389 	$									766,680	 	$						31,945	 	$				127,780	 	$				191,670	 	$						63,890	 	$						1,182,000	 	$				(319,450) 	$											863,000	

Driveway	entrance	to	Shields	
property	at	957	Red	Rock	Rd.

Red	Rock	Rd. Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. 1239 0.23 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban 1239 	$						30,975	 	$								6,195	 	$						12,390	 	$												50,000	 	$													50,000	

Red	Rock	Rd.	/	Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd. Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 5595 1.06 M/P Low S.T.R. Suburban 5595 	$				139,875	 	$						27,975	 	$						55,950	 	$									224,000	 	$											224,000	

Schriver	Rd.	/	Cunningham	Rd.	 Cunningham	Rd.
Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	

Rd.	
4979 0.94 PDOT/P

28	ft	to				
40	ft

150 Low SP Rural X X X 4 4 4979 	$									597,480	 	$						24,895	 	$						99,580	 	$				149,370	 	$						49,790	 	$									922,000	 	$				(248,950) 	$											674,000	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	Cunningham	
Rd.	

Pumping	Station	Rd.	/	
Middle	Creek	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 9246 1.75
PDOT/
M/P/CE

33	ft	to				
40	ft

150	-1200 High SP Suburban/Rural X X X 10 17 9246 	$						1,109,520	 	$						46,230	 	$				184,920	 	$				277,380	 	$						92,460	 	$						1,711,000	 	$				(462,300) 	$								1,249,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.		/	Gordon	Rd.	 Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.

845 0.16 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 2 1 845 	$									101,400	 	$								4,225	 	$						16,900	 	$						25,350	 	$								8,450	 	$									157,000	 	$						(42,250) 	$											115,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Wenschhof	Rd.	

Middle	Creek	Rd.
Middle	Creek	Rd.	/	
Rohrbaugh	Rd.

2920 0.55 M/P Medium SP Suburban/Rural X X 9 5 2920 	$									350,400	 	$						14,600	 	$						58,400	 	$						87,600	 	$						29,200	 	$									541,000	 	$				(146,000) 	$											395,000	

Middle	Creek	Rd.	/
Rohrbaugh	Rd.	

Rohrbaugh	Rd. Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 3475 0.66 M Low S.T.R. Rural 3475 	$						86,875	 	$						17,375	 	$						34,750	 	$									139,000	 	$											139,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Rohrbaugh	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	 Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd.	 3880 0.73 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 8 10 3880 	$									465,600	 	$						19,400	 	$						77,600	 	$				116,400	 	$						38,800	 	$									718,000	 	$				(194,000) 	$											524,000	

Stultz	Rd.	/	Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd. Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd. 2235 0.42 M/P Low SP Suburban/Rural X X 11 5 2235 	$									268,200	 	$						11,175	 	$						44,700	 	$						67,050	 	$						22,350	 	$									414,000	 	$				(111,750) 	$											303,000	

Boyle	Rd.	/	Irishtown	Rd.	 Irishtown	Rd.
PA-MD	State	Line
on	Irishtown	Rd.	

2790 0.53 M Medium S.T.R. Suburban/Rural 2790 	$						69,750	 	$						13,950	 	$						27,900	 	$									112,000	 	$											112,000	

	$				10,568,000	 	$								7,934,000	

	$						1,057,000	 	$											794,000	

	$						1,163,000	 	$											873,000	

	$				12,788,000	 	$								9,601,000	

13.8	 13.8	

	$									930,000	 	$											698,000	

Abbrvs. GNMP	-	Gettysburg	National	Military	Park NPS	-	Nation	Park	Service;	PDOT	-	PennDOT;	M	-	Municipal;	CE	-	
Conservation	Easement;	P	-	Private

S.T.R.	-	Share-the-Road	Route;	ORT	-	Off	Road	Trail;
SP	-	Side	Path;	HOP	-	Highway	Occupancy	Permit

PM&S	-	Pavement	Marking	and	Signage
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Segment	Reach	Analysis	Chart	-	Long-Term	Off-Road	Trail	Alignment	-	ALTERNATE	4	(Reference	Map	E)
Segment	Description ROW	-	Existing	Conditions Trail	Recommendations Opinion	of	Probable	Cost	of	Construction
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TOTAL

Construction	Contingency	-	10%

Design,	Engineering	&	Documentation

TOTAL	Opinion	of	Prob.	Cost	of	Const.

Approximate	Total	Length	in	Miles



The Grand History Trail – Gettysburg Pennsylvania to the Maryland State Border 
	

 

APPENDIX E – MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT          A26 

1. Management/ Operation/Maintenance Alternatives 

2. Trail Management Examples Spreadsheet 

 

 



(Private	Landowners	are	typically	responsible	for	reporng	maintenance	and	security	issues)



Trail Name/Location Municipalities Miles Type Status Surface Type of Organization Organization Name Entities Responsible for Constuction Construction Funding Entities Responsible for Maintenance Maintenance Funding Entities Responsible for Security Other Orgs Involved Other Funding

Lackawanna Heritage River 

Trail- PA * 30 70 Rail Trail Incomplete

Crushed Stone/ 

Paved Asphalt Municipal Authority Lackawanna Heritage Valley Authority LHVA

Growing Greener II, 

LECOR LHVA Municipal Dues Individual Municipalities, Volunteers Friends Of group

Heritage Rail Trail- PA 11 21 Rail Trail Complete

Compact Stone/ 

Paved Asphalt County Established Authority York County Trail Authority (YCTA) YCTA

York County Convention 

and Visitors Bureau York County Parks  York County Ranger Division

Allegheny River Trail-PA * 55 Rail Trail Complete

Paved Asphalt / 

Dirt Road Non-profit Allegheny Valley Trails Association (AVTA) AVTA Fed, State, Local grants AVTA

Local businesses in 

community Member dues

Tri-Municipal Greenway, PA 3 33.2 Multi-Use

Bike Lane/ Off-

Road Municipal Alliance Tri-Municipal Greenway

Levee Loop Trail - PA 3 4.3 Multi-Use Complete

Hard Surface 

(Permeable) Municipal Partnership /  Commission

Stroud Region Open Space Recreation 

Commission Municipalities SROSC - 5 employed officers

Schuykill River Trail- PA 35 125

Rail Trail, Canal 

Towpath Incomplete

Paved Asphalt, 

Share the Road, Several small groups united by one councilSchuykill River Trail Council Schuykill River Trail Council** Schuykill River Trail Council**

Schuykill River 

Development 

Corportation, 

Montgomery and 

Chester Counties, 

Schuykill River 

Heritage Area

Perkiomen Trail- PA * 10 20 Rail Trail Complete Gravel/Paved County 

Montgomery County Division of Parks, Trails, and 

Historic Sites

Montgomery County Division of Parks, 

Trails, and Historic Sites

Montgomery County 

($8.5M including 3 

bridge rehabs)

Montgomery County Division of Parks, 

Trails, and Historic Sites ~45k/year Mongtomery County

D&L Canal Trail - PA 165

Canal 

Towpath, Rail 

Trail Incomplete Crushed Stone Local/State/Federal/Private Partnership D&L Trail Alliance D&L Trail Alliance Contributions, Grants Public/Private Partnerships

Delaware and Raritan Canal 

Trail - NJ 77 Canal Towpath Stone Dust State Government D&R Canal Commission NJ State Park Police

Route 202 Parkway - PA * 3 9 Shared Use Complete Paved Asphalt State Government PennDOT PennDOT State Funding (100%) PennDOT Ind. Municipalities

Virginia Capital Trail - VA * 52 Bike/Ped Complete Paved Asphalt Public-Private Partnership Virginia Capital Trail Foundation (VCTF) VDOT

Federal Enhancement, 

Open Container, and 

Smithsonian funds Agreements between VDOT and VCTF Donations VDOT

Dominion Energy. 

Federal 

enhancement 

funds. 

Amelia Island Trail - FL 7 Multi-Use Complete Paved Asphalt Non-profit Friends of Amelia Trail Nassau County FDOT, Private Nassau County

Coastal Georgia Greenway - 

SC, GA, FL 155 Multi-Use Incomplete Paved Asphalt Non-profit Coastal Georgia Greenway Inc State/Federal Funding 

Great Allegheny Passage Trail -

PA, MD 150 Rail Trail Crushed Stone Trail Coalition Allegheny Trail Alliance (ATA) ATA

Hudson River Valley 

Greenway - NY 264 Multi-Use Paved Asphalt State Sponsored

Hudson River Valley Greenway Communities 

Council, Greenway Conservancy for the Hudson 

River Valley, Inc.

Charles River Bike Path - MA 23 Multi-Use Paved Asphalt State Government MA Department of Conservation and Recreation

Down East Sunrise Trail - ME 87 Rail Trail Incomplete Crushed Stone Non-profit Sunrise Trail Coalition MaineDOT and MaineDOC Rail Salvage Funds

Lamoille Valley Rail Trail - VT 18 93 Rail Trail Incomplete Gravel * Non-profit

Friends of the Lamoille Valley Rail Trail, Vermont 

Association of Snow Travelers Vtrans Federal, State Friends of the Lamoille Valley Rail Trail Volunteer

Cape Cod Rail Trail - MA 6 25 Rail Trail Complete Paved Asphalt State Government

Mass DCR Department of Conservation and 

Recreation (DCR) Mass DCR

Northern Delaware Greenway 

Trail- DE 10 Rail Trail Complete

Paved Asphalt, 

Crushed Stone Non-profit Delaware Greenways

American River Bike Trail- CA 32 Bike Trail Complete Paved Asphalt County Government County of Sacramento County of Sacramento

Greenville Health System 

Swamp Rabbit Trail- SC * 20 Rail Trail Complete Paved Asphalt County Government Greenville County Recreation City of Greenville

Corporate Sponsor 

(GHS), Greenville 

County, City of 

Greenville Greenville County Rec Donations Greenville County Rec

Atlanta Beltline- GA * 45 22 Rail Trail Incomplete

Paved with some 

hiking Non-profit Friends of the Beltline Atlanta Beltline Inc. Federal (TIGER V) City of Atlanta Atlanta PD Path Force

Beltine Neighbors 

Coalition, PATH 

Foundation

Tax Increment, 

Private Funds

Trail Management Examples 
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1. Funding Sources Available 

 

 



F U N D I N G    S O U R C E S    A V A I L A B L E 

A number of opportunities exist for funding at the Federal, State and Local levels as well as with private funding. 

This document outlines a number funding sources that may be available to help in the design and construction 

stages of the proposed Grand History Trail between Gettysburg, Pennsylvania and the Maryland State Border.    

State and Federal Funding: 

USDOT BUILD Transportation Fund 

BUILD (Better Utilizing Investments to Leverage Development) Transportation grants replace the pre-existing 

Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) grant program. As the Administration looks to 

enhance America’s infrastructure, FY 2018 BUILD Transportation grants are for investments in surface 

transportation infrastructure and are to be awarded on a competitive basis for projects that will have a significant 

local or regional impact.  BUILD funding can support trails, as well as roads, bridges, transit, rail, ports or 

intermodal transportation.   

For projects located in rural areas, the minimum award is $1 million. The maximum award for all projects is $25 
million. For projects located in urban areas, the minimum award is $5 million. Please note that the minimum 
total project cost for a project located in an urban area must be $6.25 million to meet match requirements. Not 
more than $150 million can be awarded to a single State. 

The most recent deadline to submit an application for the FY 2019 BUILD Transportation Discretionary Grants 

program was July 15, 2019 for FY2019. 

Additional Information:  https://www.transportation.gov/BUILDgrants 

DCNR’s Community Conservation Partnership Program (C2P2) Grant  

Administered by the Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) - Bureau of 

Recreation and Conservation the C2P2 program has been authorized to foster and facilitate conservation and 

recreation-focused projects and programs in the state 

C2P2 grants are awarded to municipalities and authorized nonprofit organizations for recreation, park and 

conservation projects. These include the rehabilitation and new development of parks and recreation facilities 

(development projects); acquisition of land for active or passive park and conservation purposes (acquisition 

projects); and planning for feasibility studies, trails studies, conservation plans, site development planning, and 

comprehensive recreation, greenway and open space planning .  

Most projects require a 50% match. The next round of C2P2 Grants have an application deadline of April 22 of 

2020.  

Additional Information: http://www.dcnr.pa.gov/Communities/Grants/Pages/default.aspx 

PaDCED Multimodal Fund  

The Multimodal Transportation Fund provides grants to encourage economic development and ensure that a safe 

and reliable system of transportation is available to Municipalities, Councils of Governments, Businesses, 

Economic Development Organizations, Public Transportation Agencies, and Ports-Rail/Freight. 

Funds may be used for the development, rehabilitation and enhancement of transportation assets to existing 

communities, streetscape, lighting, sidewalk enhancement, pedestrian safety, connectivity of transportation assets 

http://www.landscope.org/pennsylvania/programs/Community%20Conservation%20Partnerships%20Program%20(C2P2)/
http://www.landscope.org/pennsylvania/programs/Community%20Conservation%20Partnerships%20Program%20(C2P2)/
http://www.landscope.org/pennsylvania/programs/Community%20Conservation%20Partnerships%20Program%20(C2P2)/
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/multimodal-transportation-fund
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/multimodal-transportation-fund


and transit-oriented development. Grants are available for projects with a total cost of $100,000 or more, but 

shall not exceed $3,000,000 for any project. 

The application deadline for the program is July 31st of each calendar year. Normally a match of 30% is 

required. 

Additional Information: https://dced.pa.gov/programs/multimodal-transportation-fund/#.WH5k3Fyo_sY 

DCED’s Greenways, Trails and Recreation Program (GTRP) Grant  

Act 13 of 2012 establishes the Marcellus Legacy Fund and allocates funds to the Commonwealth Financing 

Authority for planning, acquisition, development, rehabilitation and repair of greenways, recreational trails, open 

space, parks and beautification projects using the Greenways, Trails and Recreation Program (GTRP). 

Municipalities, Councils of Governments, Authorized Organizations, Institutions of Higher Education, Watershed 

Organizations, and For-Profit Businesses with projects which involve development, rehabilitation and 

improvements to public parks, recreation areas, greenways, trails and river conservation may apply for grants up 

to $250,000 for any project. A 15% local match of the total project cost is required.  

The next application deadline for the program is May 31, 2020.  

Additional Information: https://www.nps.gov/orgs/rtca/apply.htm 

Additional Information: https://dced.pa.gov/programs/greenways-trails-and-recreation-program-gtrp/ 

National Park Service – Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance Program 

The National Park Service – Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program offers technical assistance to 

communities for trails and greenway planning. Project applicants may be state and local agencies, tribes, nonprofit 

organizations, or citizen groups. National Parks and other Federal agencies may apply in partnership with other 

local organizations. 

The next Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program application deadline is June 30,2020.  

Regional and Local Funding:  

Adams County Park, Recreation, and Green Space Grant Program 

The purpose of the Adams County Parks, Recreation, and Green Space Grant Program is to provide funding for 

the preservation of agricultural lands, open space, park lands, historic and cultural resources, and the 

development of recreation and trail projects. The program guidelines have been revised to accommodate Act 

13 funding allocations. 

Generally, the maximum Grant award for a Park and recreation project will be $25,000, however exceptions 

may be granted by the ACC upon recommendation by the Committee and based upon the availability of funds 

and the benefit of the proposed project. The match required for an easement acquisition on lands for trails 

projects is 70% for a single applicant and 60% for multiple applicants. New Park and Recreation Facilities or trail 

development requires a match of 50% and Park or Trail Design and Development requires a match of 70%.  

The most recent deadline to submit an application for the Parks, Recreation, and Green Space Grant Program 

was September 3, 2019.  

Additional Information: http://www.adamscounty.us/Dept/Planning/Pages/Act13.aspx 

http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/multimodal-transportation-fund
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/multimodal-transportation-fund
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/greenways-trails-and-recreation-program-gtrp
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/greenways-trails-and-recreation-program-gtrp
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/greenways-trails-and-recreation-program-gtrp
http://www.newpa.com/find-and-apply-for-funding/funding-and-program-finder/greenways-trails-and-recreation-program-gtrp
https://www.nps.gov/orgs/rtca/apply.htm
http://www.adamscounty.us/Dept/Planning/Pages/Act13.aspx


Adams County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program 

Adams County Office of Planning and Development administers CDBG funding received by Adams County. 

Funds may be used toward projects providing housing rehabilitation, public services, community facilities, 

improvements to infrastructure, development and planning. 

This competitive program has a minimum request of $100,000 and has no ceiling limit. Seventy percent of each 

entitlement grant must be used for activities that benefit low- and moderate-income persons.  

Additional Information: https://dced.pa.gov/programs/community-development-block-grant-cdbg/ 

Foundation Grants and Other Private Funding:  

Numerous large community, family, and corporate foundations make grants to greenway and trail groups.  

Copies of directories of foundations can be found in local libraries.  The directories provide information on each 

foundation’s grantmaking history and philosophy.  One of the most well-known directories is Environmental 

Grantmaking Foundations, published annually by Resources for Global Sustainability, Inc., which maintains a 

database of over 47,000 grant programs that can be searched by keywords to determine the foundations serving 

a particular area and type of project.  Foundations can also be located by searching the internet.  Other resources 

for grant information include economic development agencies and trust officers at local banks, who manage 

small family foundations and charitable trusts.   

America Walks – Community Change Micro Grants 

Supports smaller-scale, low-cost projects that increase the prevalence of walking, expand the diversity of people 

and organizations walking to advance walkability, and help to make walking safer, easier, and more fun for all 

community members. 

Grants are provided up to $1,500.  

AETNA – Cultivating Healthy Communities Grant Program 

The Cultivating Healthy Communities Grant Program support projects that address issues in the following 

domains: Built Environment, Community Safety, Environmental Exposures, Healthy Behaviors, and 

Social/Economic Factors. This is eligible for non-profits with an annual operating budget over $250,000.  

Grants are in the range of $50,000-$100,000. The most recent deadline to submit an application for the 

Cultivating Healthy Communities Grant Program was April 18, 2018.  

Additional Information: https://www.aetna-foundation.org/grants-partnerships/grants/cultivating-healthy-

communities-rfp.html 

Kodak America Greenways Grant  

The Kodak American Greenways Awards Program, a partnership project of the Eastman Kodak Company, the 

Conservation Fund and the National Geographic Society, provides small grants of $500 to $2,500 to groups and 

individuals planning and designing greenways throughout the United States. Grants can be used to cover 

planning, technical assistance, legal or other costs associated with greenway projects. Grants may not be used for 

academic research, general institutional support, lobbying, or political activities.  

The deadline for submitting applications is June 1 of each calendar year.  

https://dced.pa.gov/programs/community-development-block-grant-cdbg/
https://www.aetna-foundation.org/grants-partnerships/grants/cultivating-healthy-communities-rfp.html
https://www.aetna-foundation.org/grants-partnerships/grants/cultivating-healthy-communities-rfp.html


Additional Information: http://www.conservationfund.org 

PeopleForBikes Community Grant Program 

The PeopleForBikes Community Grant Program provides funding to non-profit organizations with a focus on 

bicycling, active transportation, or community development, from city or county agencies or departments, and 

from state or federal agencies working locally. These projects include bike paths and rail trails, as well as 

mountain bike trails, bike parks, BMX facilities, and large-scale bicycle initiatives. 

Grants are funded up to $10,000 and although a match is not required, they are recommended. Applications are 

accepted in both the spring and fall of each year. The Spring 2020 Grant Cycle application letter of interest is 

due January 17,2020 with applications due April 3, 2020. The Fall 2020 Grant Cycle application letter of interest 

is due July 24, 2020 with applications due October 16, 2020. 

Additional Information: http://www.peopleforbikes.org/pages/grant-guidelines 

Lowe’s Charitable and Educational Foundation (LECF) 

Founded in 1957, the Lowe’s Charitable and Educational Foundation (LCEF) has a long and proud history of 

contributing to grassroots community projects.  LCEF awards more than $3 million annually to diverse 

organizations and schools across the United States where Lowe’s operates stores and distribution centers.  The 

Foundation’s primary philanthropic focus areas include K-12 public schools and non-profit community-based 

organizations.  

Additionally, Lowe’s is a proud supporter of Habitat for Humanity International, American Red Cross, United 

Way of America, and the Home Safety Council, and numerous other non-profit organizations and programs that 

help communities across the country.  Lowe’s also encourages volunteerism through the Lowe’s Heroes 

program, a company-wide employee volunteer initiative.   

Additional Information: https://www.cybergrants.com/lowes/start_app.html 

Recreational Equipment, Incorporated (REI) Conservation and Recreation Grants 

REI awards conservation grants to organizations for the protection and enhancement of natural resources for use 

in outdoor recreation.  Small grants of up to $5,000 are offered to accomplish the following: 

• Preservation of wildlands and open space 

• Advocacy oriented education for the general public about conservation issues 

• Building the membership base of a conservation organization 

• Direct citizen action campaigns on public land and water recreation issues 

• Projects working to organize a trails constituency or to enhance the effectiveness of a trails 

organization’s work as a trail advocate at the state or local level 

In addition to preserving and protecting the environment, REI also encourages people to get outdoors for 

recreation.  Outdoor recreation grants support projects that do the following:  

• Increase access to outdoor activities  

• Encourage involvement in muscle-powered recreation  

• Promote safe participation in outdoor muscle-powered recreation and proper care for outdoor resources  

Additional Information: https://www.rei.com/stewardship/core-practices 

http://www.conservationfund.org/
http://www.peopleforbikes.org/pages/grant-guidelines


Surdna Foundation 

The Surdna Foundation is a national leader in funding greenway efforts and has funded the Florida Statewide 

Greenways Program. Surdna supports government, private and volunteer actions that produce a sustainable 

environment. They encourage the restoration of suburban and urban environments by public and community 

involvement in education, planning for and advocating environmental appreciation. One area of focus is 

alternative transportation, particularly reducing vehicle miles traveled and maximizing accessibility over 

mobility. 

Additional Information: http://www.surdna.org/what-we-fund/funding-overview.html 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Thursday, August 23, 2018 from 9:00am to10:00am 
Location: Boeing Conf Rm - Top Floor - Museum and Visitor Center, GNMP, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA – MEETING WITH GETTYSBURG  

NATIONAL MILITARY PARK (GNMP) 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

II. BRIEF UPDATE ON THE GHT AND THIS PARTICULAR STUDY 

a. Overall Goals and Objectives 

b. Project Extent and Scope of Work 

c. Link with Maryland and Emmitsburg 

d. Link with GNMP 

III. COORDINATION WITH GNMP and ITS TRAIL NETWORK 

a. GNMP’s current trail network 

b. Current trail planning by the NPS 

IV. KEY DESIGN FACTORS FOR BRINGING THE GHT TO AND INTO THE PARK 

a. Permitted and Preferred Alternative Locations 

b. Park Facilities to be served 

c. Link to central Gettysburg 

d. Link to the countryside and EmmItsburg 

e. On/Off-Road Alignment Alternatives 

f. Multi-use Trail users – walkers, bicyclists, equestrians, other 

V. REQUIRED AGREEMENT (After the Feasibility Study) 

a. Responsibilities and Liability 

b. Maintenance and Operations 

c. Design and Construction Coordination 

VI. NEXT STEPS 
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Grand History Trail 

Gettysburg National Military Park Meeting 
 

Minutes of Meeting on August 23, 2018  

with personnel from the Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP) 

 

See attached list of attendees 

 

Status of the GNMP Trail Study 

 

• Mr. Zachary Bolitho, Acting Deputy Superintendent & Chief of Resources Management, 

hopes to have the GNMP Trail Study available for public comment by December 2018. 

 

• The number of proposed trails in the study has been reduced from 23 to 9.  The top priority 

is the Spangler Farm Trail since, it is currently funded. A connection to the Gettysburg Inner 

Loop Trail System is one of the 9 recommended trails. 

 

• Allowing bicycles to use the existing walking path from the Visitor Center to Taneytown 

Road is part of the trail study and this action is waiting on approval from their national 

office. The “no bicycle” sign on the trail cannot come down until this happens and Mr. 

Bolitho believes this may not happen until next summer. 

 

• One of the proposed trails would go from the Gettysburg Area Recreation Park to West 

Confederate Avenue. Creating a trail alongside the old Armory building has proven to be too 

problematic. 

 

• Another proposed trail would go west from the Lutheran Seminary, across Reynolds Road, 

near Stone-Merideth Avenue, and across Willoughby Run to the Harman Farm property 

which was the Gettysburg Country Club.   

 

Connection with the Gettysburg Inner Loop (GIL) Trail System 

 

• In the long term, assuming the existing trail from the Visitor Center to Taneytown Road is 

opened for bicycle use, bicyclists could use that, then cross Taneytown Road at a marked 

pedestrian crossing, and travel up a new multi-use trail that is planned to replace the 

existing, paved trail, inside the fence on the west side of Taneytown Road, up to the 

Cyclorama parking lot.  From the parking lot, bicyclists would need to travel along 
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Cyclorama Drive out to the bike paths on Steinwehr Avenue, unless GNMP is able to build a 

separated sidewalk/path that could be used by pedestrians and bicyclists. 

 

• In the near term, the route presented by Susan Naugle, Borough Council President, is 

acceptable, according to Mr. Bolitho.  This route would take riders from the Visitor Center 

over the walking path to the pedestrian crossing at Pleasanton Avenue.  Riders would take 

this road to Hancock Avenue where they would travel north to Cyclorama Drive and take it 

out to Steinwehr Avenue.   

 

Creating the Grand History Trail (GHT) Segment 

 

• Both of the routes proposed for the GIL connection noted above are possibilities for the 

“start” of the GHT section heading out of Gettysburg. 

 

• Another option is to travel on Pleasanton Avenue (as above), but turn south on Hancock, 

then west on United States Avenue, then south on Sickles Avenue, then west on Wheatfield 

Road, and straight onto Millerstown Road. Then the option exists to take Red Rock Road 

south or continue straight onto Pumping Station Road.   

 

• Mr. Bolitho suggested the possibility of using West Confederate Avenue.  He suggested 

using the GIL to get to the Gettysburg Area Recreation Park.  Eventually the GNMP hopes to 

have a trail from the Rec Park up to West Confederate Avenue.  When the road crosses 

Millerstown Road, riders could turn west on this road where again they could take Red Rock 

Road south or continue straight onto Pumping Station Road.   

 

• The problem with West Confederate Avenue is that no separate sidepath or trail could be 

built, according to Mr. Bolitho. 

 

• If a trail is built along Steinwehr Avenue/Emmitsburg Road, there is a 50 foot, PennDOT 

right-of-way that could potentially be used. Rather than create a separated fence/barrier 

between the road and the trail, Mr. Bolitho suggested moving the existing park fences 

within the PennDOT right-of-way and closer to the road and putting the trail inside the 

fence. This would provide the barrier between trail users and traffic on the road.  However, 

we do not know what space would be needed to do this and it needs to be determined. Mr. 

Bolitho also noted that by moving the fences closer to the road, traffic speeds will likely 

reduce.  
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• Creating a trail sidepath alongside Emmitsburg Road is sometimes easier on the east side of 

the road and sometimes easier on the west side of the road. Trail crossings at appropriate 

locations may need to be considered.   

 

• Allowing bicycles to access the Eisenhower Farm may be easiest if they enter from Pumping 

Station Road and then exit the back out to Emmitsburg Road. 

 

• Mr. Bolitho prefers a maximum 8-foot wide trail or path, like that at the “blue bridge” in 

town, since it is less obtrusive than a wider trail. 

 

Future Agreements 

 

• We would need to agree on some standardized trail markings for the GHT.  The park signage 

committee is always looking at ways to reduce the number of signs in the park so minimal 

signage is key. 

 

• Trail maintenance agreements would need to be in place, but trails constructed within the 

park would need to be overseen by the park staff.  

 

• If the park is willing to move fences, this would need to be spelled out in an agreement. 

 

• Any work in the PennDOT right-of-way would need specified in an agreement with 

PennDOT and NPS. 

 

Other Items 

 

• Bob Thomas will provide Mr. Bolitho with a pdf copy of the CT&C Trail Feasibility Study from 

Gettysburg to Hannover, so he has a better understanding of the trial network and future 

links to the East. The report is available for download at HABPI’s website at 

http://habpi.org/pages/Gettysburg%20Hanover%20Trail%20Final%20Report.pdf 

 

The meeting concluded at 10:00 a.m. 

 

 

  

 

http://habpi.org/pages/Gettysburg%20Hanover%20Trail%20Final%20Report.pdf
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Grand History Trail 

Township Supervisors Meetings  

(Liberty, Cumberland, & Freedom Townships) 
 

Minutes of Meeting on October 9, 2018  

with supervisors from Liberty, Cumberland, and Freedom Townships 

Follow-ups are in BOLD type: 

 

Attendees: 

Dennis Hickethier     HABPI 

Robert Thomas     Campbell Thomas & Co. 

Douglas Maisey     Campbell Thomas & Co. 

John Bostek       Liberty Township 

James Paddock     Cumberland Township 

Paul Kellett      Freedom Township 

 

Key Items discussed in Liberty Township Meeting: 

 

• Bob went over the proposed trail alternative within Liberty Township, noting that the trail 

looks at a share-the-road experience along Irishtown Rd. from the north end of Emmitsburg 

to Boyle Rd., then a sidepath along Boyle Rd. and Shultz Rd. before connecting to Wenchoff 

Rd., where it enters Freedom Township. 

• John asked what would be entailed in developing the off-road trail along Shultz Rd. and 

Boyle Rd.  

o Bob discussed the potential for trail easements along the road edge. ROW may be 

partially available within the road ROW, but certain locations will likely require use 

of private property. Negotiations with these property owners would be required to 

develop the trail. 

o Bob explained his experience in developing sidepaths along similar roads. 

Fences/landscaping/mailboxes/etc. can all be moved back in an aesthetically 

sensitive way to provide space for the trail without negatively impacting the 

property owner. 

• John noted that he believes these Township roads have a ROW of 33’. 

• Dennis asked Bob to touch on the potential benefits to the property owner associated with 

providing a trail easement. This included: 

o Tax benefits from providing a trail easement.  

o Protection from liability 
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o Maintenance and management that is provided by the trail entity. 

o Increased land value is often attributed to trail access.  

o Access to the trail for transportation and recreation.  

o Potential for small business opportunities, whether it is a farm stand, Air B&B, etc. 

o Option for landscaping and fencing improvements on property.  

• John noted that there is a proposed Liberty Estate development planned for 2020 at the 

intersection of Tract, Wenchoff, and Crum Rd. that could potentially tie into the proposed 

western trail corridor. This development is for 569 homes. 

o CT&C will reach out to Wendy Peck (Township Secretary, 717 642-3780) to get 

copies of the plan. 

o John noted that they are studying the need for intersection improvements in Liberty 

Township to see if improvements need to be made to support the additional 

development traffic.  

• Bob asked how John feels the community would react to a trail in Liberty Township.  

o John noted that it is hard to say. There were a number of people who opposed the 

Liberty Estate Development and are not supportive of major changes in general, but 

a trail is very different. A number of people in the community do walk and bike. 

• There is also an equestrian community in the area that may be interested in using the trail. 

Equestrian trail users are being considered for use of the trail as part of this study.  

• Bob mentioned the idea of “Advisory Bike Lanes” for Irishtown Rd. These bike lanes provide 

a sense of safety to trail users on narrow roads that have little vehicular traffic.  

• John noted that Boyle Rd. and Orchard Rd. can see some traffic, as it is occasionally used as 

a bypass.  

• Dennis asked what the best approach is for reaching out to the community? 

o John noted that a public meeting would work best. Currently the Township has 

meetings on the 1st and 3rd Tuesday of the month at 7:30pm, so the 2nd and 4th 

Tuesday might work for a Public Meeting. 

• John mentioned that there are members of the Planning Commission that live along Stultz 

and Irishtown Rd.  

• Bob Thomas will send John a copy of the Wool Production Map he mentioned at the end 

of the meeting. 

 

Key Items discussed in Cumberland Township Meeting: 

 

• Jim provided the design team with a copy of an old plan for a walking trail between Sachs 

Covered Bridge and the Historic Eisenhower Bridge. This 2007 design was never 

implemented. Jim thinks that Waterworks Road, now closed to most vehicular traffic, is all 

that is needed for the trail in this location. 
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• Jim went over the proposed alignments south of Sachs covered bridge and identified a 

number of property owners he feels would/would not support the trail.  

o Mr. Tim Shields owns a number of properties in the area and is heavily invested in 

preserving Adams County. Jim believes Mr. Shields would be a supporter of the trail 

project and he might be a good place to start with property owner outreach. 

o The Neiler property recently added some wetlands and may be good to speak to. 

o Others mentioned as “maybe supportive” included the Kern and Sentz properties.  

• Mr. Shields primarily owns property in Freedom Township, but Jim knows him well and 

would be happy to speak to him with Paul Kellett and Dennis. 

• Jim noted his interest in connecting the swinging bridge located west of Gettysburg, but this 

would likely be a connector trail rather than the primary Gettysburg to Emmitsburg 

alignment as its outside the study corridor.  

• Jim agreed with John’s previous comment regarding equestrian use. Horses are a major part 

of the Township and large horse groups would love to have better access to the Gettysburg 

National Military Park. Currently they must use large trailers to get to the park, but they 

would certainly support a trail that would allow them to ride there. This trail access could 

also encourage equestrian tourism in the area. 

• In discussing the Emmitsburg Rd. corridor: 

o Jim noted that some of the campgrounds have changed ownership, as they have not 

upgraded their sewage treatment facilities as required. 

o Jim also noted that there is a lot of interest in commercial development along the 

Emmitsburg Rd. corridor and the current zoning has little restriction on commercial 

development.  

o Jim does not believe the Emmitsburg Rd. corridor is the best option due to the 

commercial development and limited trail experience. 

• Jim recommended that prior to speaking with Mr. Shields, he and Dennis should speak to 

the Planning Committee and all the supervisors to inform them about the work being 

done on the trail study. 

o Jim acknowledged that the other Township Supervisors are going to have 

questions regarding cost/maintenance/liability/responsibility that they should be 

prepared to answer during this meeting.  

 

Key Items discussed in Freedom Township Meeting: 

 

• Before Jim left, Paul agreed that they could both contact Mr. Shields to discuss the trail. 

Paul mentioned that Mr. Shields is currently working on developing a Chestnut Tree 

Museum near the covered bridge that the trail may help to support.  
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• Paul noted that Freedom Township has 3, rather than 5 supervisors. He believes it would be 

a 2 to 1 vote in favor of an “on-road trail route”, but he is unsure if an off-road trail would 

gain support. 

• Paul agrees that the Emmitsburg Rd. Corridor is too difficult. There are a number of 

properties that are too close to the road to allow for a trail or sidepath. He also noted that 

Commissioner Matt Young owns a number of properties along Emmitsburg Rd. and he 

would not likely support recreational uses on his property.  

• Paul recommended a few other back-roads, west of Pumping Station Rd. This alignment 

included Bingham Rd., Camp Gettysburg Rd., McGlaughlin Rd., & Water St. These roads are 

not the most direct route but offer some quiet back road alternatives. 

• Paul noted that there is land on both sides of Pumping Station Rd. that has restrictions due 

to “Land Preservation” and do not allow impervious surfaces such as a trail. This may be an 

issue with taking the trail off-road in certain areas.  

• Bob asked Paul what the road ROW dimensions are within Freedom Township.  

o Paul noted that he is unsure of the exact dimensions, as the plot lines were 

developed many years ago with limited records. Generally, township roads are 33’, 

but he has always assumed that Pumping Station Rd. has a general ROW of 50’, but 

that likely varies.  

• Paul noted that the Gordon Rd. option is also a good option and he would be happy to see a 

pedestrian bridge installed over the creek adjacent to the ford.  

• When asked how Paul feels the community would react to a trail proposal, he stated that 

Freedom Township is a “Land Rights Area” and there are a number of wealthy property 

owners who may not support a trail through their property.  

o Paul does not anticipate many people in the Township using the trail, but sees the 

value it offers as a longer distance trail that visitors would use.  

• Paul also noted that Freedom Township has very limited resources and does not have 

funding to provide for trail construction/maintenance.  

• Paul is happy to introduce the trail concept to the other Township Supervisors.  
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study for Adams County 

Landowner Meeting-Tim Shields  
 

Minutes of Meeting on November 8, 2018  

Follow-ups are in BOLD type: 

 

Attendees: 

Dennis Hickethier     HABPI 

James Paddock     Cumberland Township 

Paul Kellett      Freedom Township 

Tim Shields      Landowner 

Dru Neil      Gettysburg Nature Alliance 

Tammy Myers      Gettysburg Heritage Center 

 

Meeting location and time: 

Conference room in the Gettysburg Heritage Center, 297 Steinwehr Avenue, starting at 10:30 

a.m. 

 

Meeting structure: 

After introductions, Dennis asked Mr. Tim Shields if he knew about the Grand History Trail 

(GHT) and he did not.  Dennis provided a handout to Tim and Tammy and Dru about the GHT 

and provided background information. He also explained the trail study purpose and funding 

and some of the activities.  With Tim’s approval, Dennis called Bob Thomas on his cell phone so 

Bob could listen and participate in the discussion.  Although the audio wasn’t the best, Bob was 

able to hear our discussion and we were able to hear Bob’s input. 

 

Key Items discussed during the meeting: 

 

1. Tim talked about how the area around Sachs Covered Bridge (SCB) needs to be improved.  

He owns the land adjacent to the road leading to the west side of the bridge.  He would like 

to create a cul-de-sac half way down the road and provide for bus parking.  The only road 

access to the bridge would be for emergency vehicles.  Paul Kellett said the township 

supervisors would support this action.  Tim is concerned about the safety of visitors to the 

SCB and liability for damage or accidents. 

2. Tim stressed how he is working with the Gettysburg Nature Alliance (GNA) to preserve the 

land near SCB.  Tim is very concerned about land conservation and educating the public 

about proper land conservation.  He provided funding for re-decking the iron bridge at the 
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end of Waterworks Road.  Tim is also a runner and would like to have a trail for that 

purpose in this area. 

3. A learning orchard is being established on Tim’s property near SCB.  Tim is planning to 

construct a barn building in the southeast corner of his land parcel for conservation 

education.  Due to a rise in the center of the parcel, the building would be mostly hidden 

from view when driving to SCB.  An access road for the building would be created on the 

southwest edge of his property.    

4. The GNA is the organization that will be constructing the barn building, which could possibly 

function as a rest stop on the trail.  Tim is interested in trying to obtain use of the adjoining 

land parcel which is owned by the Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP) since the 

parcel is of no historical significance and access to the parcel is also very limited.  Use of this 

parcel could also provide a link to the Eisenhower Farm property. 

5. We discussed possible use of the trail by horse riders.  Although several of Tim’s friends 

have horses they ride, he and Paul did not like the idea because horses can tear up a trail 

and leave lots of manure on the trail.   

6. Using Tim’s property and that of his neighbor, Kevin Nearly(?), the trail would go from SCB 

along the west side of Marsh Creek out to Red Rock Road, near the concrete bridge.  From 

there, Red Rock Road travels west and south to Shriver Road, which connects with 

Cunningham Road. 

7. Paul said that Freedom Township Supervisors will work with landowners in the township to 

support the trail.  Although the township has a small population, Tim mentioned that there 

are several wealthy landowners in the township. 

8. The property at the intersection of Bullfrog Road and Pumping Station Road provides a 

beautiful vista.  The property owner is in failing health but the young relative working the 

land does not appear to be the type to allow a trail easement. 

9. Tim and Paul will help arrange meetings with other property owners.  Tim will talk with his 

neighbor Kevin Nearly(?). 

10. Jim Paddock suggested trying to use the swinging bridge between the southern end of Plank 

Road and Scott Road, or to construct a bicycle/pedestrian bridge across at this point across 

Marsh Creek.  The old bridge abutments are still there according to Paul. 

11.  Jim asked Tim if he had recommendations for a trail route once it leaves his and Kevin’s 

property.  Tim and Paul do not like the idea of following Emmitsburg Road.  From Kevin 

Nearly’s property the trail could connect to the old Boyd’s Bear Property and/or adjacent 

land owned by Gary Lowenthall, the founder of Boyd’s Bears.  Paul mentioned the use of 

McGlaughlin Road. 

12. Tim is concerned about liability for someone injured on the trail.  Paul and Bob discussed 

current legislation that protects land owners if they do not invite people onto their property 

for the purpose of selling a product.  Tim was also concerned about trail maintenance for 
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picking up trash on the trail.  Plans for this will be presented in the trail study but usually 

include use of volunteer groups for regular trail inspection and clean up. 

13. Since SCB and the “iron bridge” near Red Rock Road are county bridges, they must have 

roads on both sides of the bridge, but use could be limited to emergency services vehicles, 

pedestrians, and bicyclists. 

14. Paul wants to require future land development plans to show the proposed trail on the 

plans to make it easier to provide easements for the trail.   

15. The American Chestnut Foundation is planning a conference here in October 2019.  Tim is 

interested in establishing a chestnut planting area in Freedom Township.  The foundation 

could be another trail supporter.  Tim suggested contacting the Chesapeake Bay Foundation 

regarding water runoff for a trail along Marsh Creek.   

16. Other groups Tim would like to be involved are the American Battlefield Trust and the 

Audubon Society as there are significant birding areas on the land we are discussing. 

 

Next steps 

1. Tim will talk with his neighbor Kevin Nearly to see if we could meet with him.  

2. We should probably meet with GNMP personnel regarding the parcel they own next to 

Tim. 

3. Campbell Thomas & Co. will prepare new maps which consider the routing we discussed. 

 

 

First draft prepared by Dennis Hickethier, HABPI 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study  

Meeting with Frederick County Officials and  

Emmitsburg Town Officials 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Wednesday, December 19, 2018; 3:00-4:15 p.m. 

Meeting Location:  Emmitsburg Town Offices 

Next Meeting Date: Only as needed 

I. MEETING ATTENDEES 

Jim Gugel-Frederick County Planner 

Joe Kelly-Frederick County Bike/Ped Coordinator 

Zachary Gulden-Emmitsburg Town Planner 

Cathy Willets-Emmitsburg Town Manager 

Donald Briggs-Emmitsburg Mayor 

Robert Thomas-Campbell Thomas & Co. 

Douglas Maisey-Campbell Thomas & Co. 

Dennis Hickethier-Project Officer from Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 

II. MEETING PURPOSE  

a.  Having requested and arranged the meeting, I (Dennis Hickethier) explained that 

after several years of trying to get money to fund a trail feasibility study, Healthy 

Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI) partnered with Gettysburg Area 

Recreation Authority (GARA) and obtained a grant from the Pennsylvania 

Department of Conservation and Natural Resources (DCNR) to pay for half the 

study and then obtained other grants and donations to match the DCNR grant.  I 

explained how this trail segment will be part of the Grand History Trail (GHT) and 

spoke about the GHT concept, using handouts.  The purpose of the meeting, as I 

stated, was (1) to ensure that what we planned for a trail was in alignment with 

the desires of the town of Emmitsburg and any trail plans of Frederick County, 

(2) to explain what had been done on the trail study, and (3) to learn what 

officials from Emmitsburg and Frederick County were planning.  I explained that 

the firm of Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC) had been selected to conduct the study 

and introduced Robert Thomas and Douglas Maisey. 
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III. MEETING DISCUSSION  

a. Bob and Doug passed out copies of an 11x17 inch map which showed markings 

for different roads being considered for side paths or road markings.  

b. Bob then explained the work that had been done on the study and possible 

routes that were being evaluated.  He especially focused on alternate routes into 

Maryland and asked what trail activities were happening in Frederick County. 

c. Jim Gugel explained the trail activities in Frederick County.  He mentioned that 

the county bike plan had been updated from the 1999 version to the Frederick 

County Bikeways and Trails Plan, dated July 2018.  It is available as a PDF on their 

website at-

https://www.frederickcountymd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/300816/Bikeways-

and-Trail-Plans-2018.   

d. They (Frederick County) are considering a variety of options to include 

“roadside” paths and off-road trails on old railroad beds.  There are no plans for 

off-road trails north of Thurmont at this time.  The Hagerstown & Frederick 

Trolley Trail (HFTT) exists in Thurmont and may possibly be extended (go to 

https://www.hftrolley.org/ for more information).  One problem is that the 

railroad easements have been transferred back to adjacent land owners.  A 

roadside trail on Kellbaugh Road is possible and it parallels route 15 on the west 

side, from Thurmont to the south end of Mount Saint Mary’s University (MSMU). 

e. North of MSMU may require use of Business 15/South Seton Avenue.  

f. The town is also interested in a possible trail along Tom’s Creek. 

g. Mayor Briggs wants the trail to come into Emmitsburg for obvious economic 

reasons.  The town is also trying to work with MSMU to establish a trail between 

town and the MSMU campus. 

h. There was a short discussion about using rights-of-way along roadways and how 

that may differ between PA and MD. 

i. Joe Kelly said he would prefer having the trail come into town from Tract Road 

rather than Irishtown Road.  These are county roads in MD.  He feels that 

Irishtown is too hilly and not conducive to bicycling.   

j. There was mention of a “trail with rail” along the Walkersville Southern Railroad 

(http://wsrr.org/ws/) that goes from Walkersville, south toward Frederick.    

Research conducted after the meeting found the following statement at 

https://envisionfrederickcounty.org/support-the-monocacy-crossing-trail-a-

mixed-use-path-connecting-our-city-and-countryside/, “In keeping with our 

mission, the Frederick Bicycle Coalition has identified a real need for a safe 

pathway for cyclists and pedestrians who wish to link the City of Frederick to 

https://www.frederickcountymd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/300816/Bikeways-and-Trail-Plans-2018
https://www.frederickcountymd.gov/DocumentCenter/View/300816/Bikeways-and-Trail-Plans-2018
https://www.hftrolley.org/
http://wsrr.org/ws/
https://envisionfrederickcounty.org/support-the-monocacy-crossing-trail-a-mixed-use-path-connecting-our-city-and-countryside/
https://envisionfrederickcounty.org/support-the-monocacy-crossing-trail-a-mixed-use-path-connecting-our-city-and-countryside/
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points north. Our proposed solution is what we call the Monocacy Crossing 

Trail.” 

k. Joe mentioned the Frederick Bicycle Coalition and Frederick Bicycle Club and said 

he will probably be establishing an advisory committee to examine and 

coordinate development of trails. 

l. There was mention that a top trail priority for the county was connecting 

Thurmont with the Catoctin Mountain Park??? 

m. A goal for the county is to have one trail in planning, one in design, and one in 

construction at all times. 

n. The county has used TAP funds previously, but the new federal funding is not as 

generous. 

o. Jim said that the county public works office must review all trail plans. 

p. Jim talked about resistance from land owners and stated the need to move 

slowly and be transparent with trail plans.  He did not know of any plans for 

growth/development in the area where the GHT trail might go.  

q. Jim said that his office could make arrangements for CTC to look at GIS layers for 

Frederick County, now that he understood CTC was working for a government 

entity (GARA) and not a non-profit. 

IV. FURTHER MEETINGS 

a. Jim said that he probably would not be attending future meetings since Joe 
Kelly was now working as the new bike/ped coordinator and could handle that 
function.  Jim would still be available as needed. 

b. The trail study team agreed to keep the MD officials apprised of our study 
progress and decisions and would check back as appropriate. 

 

These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Friday, February 28, 2019 from 11:00am to noon 
Location: Boeing Conf. Rm. - Top Floor - Museum and Visitor Center, GNMP, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA – MEETING #2 WITH GETTYSBURG  

NATIONAL MILITARY PARK (GNMP) 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

II. BRIEF UPDATE ON THE GRAND HISTORY TRAIL AND THIS PARTICULAR STUDY 

a. Overall Goals and Objectives 

b. Project Extent and Scope of Work 

c. Alternative Routes south from the Sachs Covered Bridge. 

 

III. COORDINATION WITH GNMP AND ITS TRAIL NETWORK 

a. Any update on the current trail planning work being done by the NPS? 

 

IV. ALTERNATIVE / PREFERRED ROUTE THROUGH EISENHOWER NATIONAL HISTORIC SITE 
AND GETTYSBURG NATIONAL MILITARY PARK 

a. Potential use of NPS property on west side of Marsh Creek. 

b. Map showing alternative/preferred routes from the Visitors Center to the Sachs Covered 
Bridge.  

 

V. KEY DESIGN FACTORS / AREAS OF CONCERN 

a. Permitted Trail Locations 

b. Trail Sidepath Examples 

c. Multi-use Trail users – walkers, bicyclists, equestrians, other 

VI. NEXT STEPS 

  
  
 
  
 
 
  
 
 

 



Attendees at the Trail Study Meeting 

conducted on February 28, 2019 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Ed Wenschhof 
 

Acting Superintendent 
Gettysburg National Military Park 
 

Via Dafna Reiner 

Zachary Bolitho Chief of Resources Management  
Gettysburg National Military Park 
 

Via Dafna Reiner  

Ahna Wilson Site Manager 
Eisenhower National Historic Site 
 

Via Dafna Reiner 

Dafna Reiner Gettysburg National Military Park 
Biologist 
 

dafna_reiner@nps.gov  
717-338-4483 

Dennis Hickethier Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
President 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 
717-357-2065 

Robert Thomas Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Partner in Charge 
 

rthomas@campbellthomas.com  
215-985-4354 

Douglas Maisey Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Project Designer/Planner 
 

dmaisey@campbellthomas.com 
215-720-5167 

James Paddock Township Supervisor 
Cumberland Township 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

 

mailto:dafna_reiner@nps.gov
mailto:tdhickethier@comcast.net
mailto:rthomas@campbellthomas.com
mailto:dmaisey@campbellthomas.com
mailto:jepaddock@centurylink.net


Minutes of Meeting on February 28, 2019  

with personnel from the Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP) 

 

See attached list of attendees 

 

An hour of discussion produced the following key points. 

 

Use of land parcel next to Sachs Covered Bridge 

 

• Acting Superintendent Wenschoff and Zachary Bolitho thought that the park could do a 

Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to allow the proposed trail to cross this park 

property and recommended it go closer to the parcel boundary with the Shields property 

rather than along Marsh Creek.   

 

Getting from the Visitor Center to Sachs Covered Bridge 

 

Bob Thomas and Doug Maisey, from Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC), used a large map to point 

out the possibility of going down Millerstown Road and then utilizing the entrance road to the 

Eisenhower Farm, or continuing westward on Millerstown Road to connect to Red Rock Rd. 

Another preferred route includes connecting from Emmitsburg Rd. to Red Rock Rd. by way of 

Eisenhower Farm Road. 

• Ahna Wilson, Site Manager at the Eisenhower Historical Site, discussed the pros and cons of 

both options.  She expressed concern about the safety of bicyclists riding against traffic on 

the entrance road, which is used by bus tours, when trying to leave the Eisenhower Site.  

Bob Thomas suggested the possibility of having cyclists ride into the farm on the entrance 

road but exiting the farm on the Eisenhower Farm Road to avoid these safety issues.  

 

• Ms. Wilson also expressed concern about people using the trail after closing hours for the 

park.  Mr. Thomas stated that many trails are only open dawn to dusk and trail users know 

they must use the roads or some other route if the trail is closed. 

 

• Jim Paddock expressed great interest in locating the trail inside the fence that runs along 

the south side of Millerstown Road.  Mr. Wenschoff and Mr. Bolitho said that would require 

several studies and approvals and would take a long time. 

 

• Ms. Wilson suggested the possibility of using the “dump” road that follows the historic road 

alignment and connects from the Eisenhower Farm entrance rd.,behind some barns and out 

to Red Rock Road.  Ms. Wilson also stated that a large portion of Eisenhower Farm floods 



near the intersection with Red Rock Road.  Portions of the road wash out frequently and 

require repair once or twice a month during wet weather.  

 

• Mr. Bolitho commented on the beautiful views when entering the Eisenhower Farm Road 

from Emmitsburg Road.  Everyone agreed and as the discussion continued, the use of this 

road through the property and out to Red Rock Road became the preferred alternative.  

How to deal with washouts and bus traffic will need to be analyzed. 

 

Status of the Trail Study for GNMP 

 

• Mr. Bolitho stated that the study would not be completed and published due to changing 

situations.  However, GNMP personnel will use the findings of the study to pursue trail 

development when feasible.   

 

Status of the Spangler Trail 

 

• Mr. Bolitho said that one approval has not yet been received but they anticipate starting 

construction in 2020.  This will serve as the way for the Grand History Trail to enter the park 

from the east. 

 

Status of Signage Prohibiting Bicycles on Walking Trails in GNMP 

 

• Mr. Bolitho said the park does not currently enforce the “no bicycles” signs, but they had 

planned to request approval for bicycles on the trails as part of the trail study.  He said that 

with the completion of the park trail study, the park was going to submit an Environmental 

Analysis to obtain approval to allow bicycles on their walking trails.  Since the trail study was 

not completed, that approval request has not been submitted.  He said that when they 

submit the approval, they will now plan to add the Eisenhower Farm Road, and maybe the 

entrance road, to the study.  He also said that approval for bicycles on any trails that will be 

on or connecting to the Harmon Farm would be submitted separately.   

 

Next Steps 

CT&C will prepare more detailed maps or drawings to show where the trail might cross park 

property near Sachs Covered Bridge and the Eisenhower Farm. 

 

The meeting concluded at 12 noon. 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study for Adams County 

Township Supervisor Meeting  
 

Minutes of Meeting on March 29, 2019  

 

Attendees: 

Dennis Hickethier     HABPI President, Project Coordinator 

James Paddock     Cumberland Township Supervisor 

Paul Kellett      Freedom Township Supervisor 

 

Meeting location and time: 

Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority, Charlie Sterner Building, at 9:00 a.m. 

 

Meeting structure: 

Dennis laid out the new 2-foot contour maps of the study area on a table, with other maps on 

another table.  Also on display was a page showing four photos of different trails, similar to 

what we want to build.  Trail planning documents were also available for review, which Dennis 

discussed briefly. 

 

Key Items discussed during the meeting: 

 

1. Jim had talked with Ms. Frost, property owner of land around the “ford” on Gordon Road, 

while at another event.  Jim mentioned the possibility of building a “swinging bridge” over 

the ford for use by walkers and bikers.  Ms. Frost asked about the size of the bridge and 

when Jim said it could be as wide as 8’ she became agitated.  Jim assured her that nothing 

had been decided and we just wanted to meet with her to discuss the whole trail idea.   

2. Paul reported that shortly after that conversation, several township residents along Gordon 

Road complained to him about the prospective trail, during an unrelated township meeting.  

They were adamant that they did not want the trail on or next to their properties. 

3. Jim reported that Mr. Baddick had been very favorable to the trail concept when Jim first 

spoke with him, but he had not responded to any of his calls or emails since then.  Jim 

thinks that his neighbors spoke with him and changed his mind. 

4. Jim and Paul agreed that we should abandon the idea of taking the trail down Gordon Road 

and across the ford of Middle Creek. We then discussed alternative routes using roads like 

CampGettysburg, McGlaughlin, Bigham, Dawn, and Pumping Station. 

5. Dennis explained that we need to conduct a public meeting open to anyone and described 

how it would be conducted.  There would be 4-5 groups of tables with a large map of the 
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study area in the middle.  After explaining the trail study, our consultants from CTC would 

ask people to mark the maps with possible routes for getting from Sachs Covered Bridge to 

the Maryland border, while discussing the possibilities amongst themselves.  A 

representative from the Study Committee would be with each group to record key points 

and suggestions.  Dennis asked Jim and Paul if they thought we should meet with any other 

property owners prior to holding a public meeting.  They said no, but to quiet the 

opponents, Paul will tell the opposing land owners that we are no longer considering taking 

the trail on or next to Gordon Road and across the ford. 

 

Next steps 

1. Dennis will create a description of the alternate routes proposed by Jim and Paul for 

further consideration.  This document will be completed before April 5. 

2. Dennis will draft an email to Tim Shields, updating him on the current situation, without 

all the details of these minutes.  Jim will review the draft before Dennis sends it out. 

 

Prepared by Dennis Hickethier, HABPI, Project Officer 



Minutes_Notes from Dec 11 Meeting 
 

Grand History Trail Feasibility Study for Adams County 

Meeting to Discuss Landowner Support & Opposition  
Minutes, by Dennis Hickethier, of meeting held on December 11, 2019,  

 

Attendees: 

Dennis Hickethier     HABPI, Project Officer 

James (Jim) Paddock     Cumberland Township Supervisor 

Paul Kellett      Freedom Township Supervisor 

Rich Luquette      Liberty Township Representative 

Sarah Kipp      Land Conservancy Representative 

 

Meeting location and time: 

Conference room in the Gettysburg Heritage Center, 297 Steinwehr Avenue, starting at 3:30 

p.m. 

 

Meeting purpose and structure: 

Jim, Paul, and I had met previously with Tim Shields to discuss a possible trail easement on Mr. 

Shield’s property near Sachs Covered Bridge.  During that time, we also discussed the possibility 

of obtaining easements from neighboring landowners.  There have been a couple discussions 

since then about which landowners may or may not allow the trail on their property, since Mr. 

Paddock and Mr. Kellet know many of the property owners in the study area and have spoken 

to some about the trail.  None of this information has been recorded so this meeting was 

intended to review what is known about the landowners and to record the information. 

 

I paid the county, using funds from Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI), for a 3x4 

foot map of the study area showing all the land parcels and owners.  This map was on a table 

where we sat.  The county also provided a PDF file of the map.  I opened this file on my laptop 

and connected it to a large-screen television in the meeting room.  I was able to zoom in an out 

on the map and move it around so we could easily view the details of the map. 

 

My intent was to go down a road, starting with Red Rock, and review each land parcel, first on 

one side of the road, and then the other side, discussing what we knew about the landowners 

and their support or opposition to a trail easement.  It was quickly evident that this was not the 

most efficient use of our time.  Instead, we discussed the best possible routes for the trail, 

including on private land, and the attitudes of the landowners along these routes.  Below is a 

summary of our discussions. 
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Using property owned by Tim Shields and the National Park Service: 

1. To understand this better, print the map file that accompanies this document, as I will refer 

to it.   

2. Mr. Shields has tentatively agreed to provide trail easements across a couple of his land 

parcels.   

3. From Sachs Covered Bridge, the trail would travel along the southeast border of the parcel 

labeled the “Gettysburg Nature Alliance.”  This is owned by Tim Shields.    

4. The trail would then need to cross onto the National Park Service property and travel along 

the northwest border of this property until it crosses onto another property owned by Tim 

Shields.   

5. Here the trail would travel southeast until reaching Marsh Creek.   

6. The trail would continue following Marsh Creek until reaching the southern border of the 

Shield’s property.  Here it would turn west, following the parcel border. 

7. After crossing onto an adjacent property owned by Mr. Shields, the trail would turn south 

and connect with his private driveway.  This would take the trail out to Red Rock Road. 

8. It should be noted that Mr. Shields may desire to locate the trail at a different location on 

his property, or the terrain may cause the trail to change locations. 

 

Going south from Red Rock Road:  Several options were discussed. 

1. Traveling south and/or west, on or along Red Rock Road and turning onto Shriver Road and 

then Cunningham Road, traveling to Pumping Station. 

2. Continuing along Red Rock Road until intersecting with Pumping Station Road and turning 

south. 

3. Continuing along Red Rock Road, crossing Pumping Station Road, and continuing onto Camp 

Gettysburg Road.   

 

Following Red Rock Road and Turning onto Shriver Road: 

1. Obtaining easements along Red Rock Road would be difficult. 

2. Once on Shriver Road, the Sentz property is on the southwest side of the road and the 

landowner has already expressed opposition to the trail.   

3. The landowner on the northeast side of Shriver might consider an easement but the terrain 

and wetlands might not allow this.  

4. Without the cooperation of Sentz, it would be best to work with landowners on the east 

side of Shriver.  According to Jim and Sarah, the Calhoun and Tempel property owners 

would be supportive and maybe Simon. 

5. Nothing concrete was known about the position of other owners along the east side of 

Shriver. 

6. The owners of the Mathews property on the west side of Shriver would provide an 

easement but that would not help if neighbors do not agree. 
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Following Cunningham Road to Pumping Station: 

1. The “Future Stake” property is owned by Tim Shields but there are buildings close to the 

road on the south side. 

2. No one had information about the King property on the north side. 

3. Baddick on the south side, has not returned calls from Jim. 

4. Hagarman on the south side is not likely to support the trail but ownership could change as 

he ages. 

5. Nothing was known about the Styple, Gulden, and Crawford owners. 

6. The Sharrah property has not been developed and Mr. Sharrah operates a design firm in 

Gettysburg. 

 

Continuing along Red Rock Road until intersecting with Pumping Station Road and turning 

south: 

1. Staying on the north side of the road is difficult since Siperko has a house near the road.  If 

the Wells owner could be persuaded, the trail could go from the Shields property across the 

Wells property and onto the Garnett or English property and onto the Shrawder property 

near the road.   

2. Going on the south side of Red Rock is not likely with the opposition from the Sentz family.  

The Swomley property, south of the road, has a house close to the road and that is also a 

problem. 

 

Continuing along Red Rock Road, crossing Pumping Station Road, and continuing onto Camp 

Gettysburg Road:  The same items above apply here.  I will address Camp Gettysburg Road 

separately. 

 

Continuing south on Pumping Station (PS) Road, from the intersection with Red Rock Road: 

1. On the southeast side of PS, houses on the Swomley and Yohe properties are too close to 

the road to likely get a favorable response from the landowners. 

2. The current Hagarman landowner is thought to oppose a trail easement. 

3. There are no homes or buildings close to road on the northwest side of PS.  Nothing is 

known about how the Sutton, Dodson, and Richmond landowners may feel about the trail. 

4. The Bushy landowner may be persuaded to SELL an easement along the road and we may 

have a contact to help us negotiate with Nancy Bushy.  However, the property is in the land 

conservancy program and as Sarah stated; the landowner, the Land Conservancy, and the 

federal programs providing funds for the conservancy, would all need to approve this 

easement so that would be a major undertaking. 

5. Going south past Bullfrog road, there are fewer properties on the west side of PS.  The large 

Trider property, site of the former Middle Creek Bible and Conference Center, may get a 
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positive response from the landowner.  One reason is that it may become an event center 

and could possibly provide lodging for trail users. 

6. Easements would also be needed from landowners-Holler, Johnston, and Gornicki to get to 

Middle Creek Road.  Mrs. Johnston is a Waybright from Mason-Dixon farms.  There is a 

“ducks unlimited pond” on the Johnston property. 

 

Continuing south on Pumping Station (PS) Road, from the intersection with Cunningham 

Road:  Same as above but disregard item #1. 

 

Cunningham Road to Bullfrog Road, across private land: 

1. If the trail crossed Cunningham onto the Future Stake property, we may get an easement 

from Tim Shields to cross over to the Moose landowners.  If they agreed to an easement, 

we then need to cross the Johnston property to get to Bullfrog. 

2. After traveling southeast, a short distance along Bullfrog, it would be good to enter onto the 

Oliver or Lowenthall property. 

 

Bullfrog Road to Middle Creek Road, across private land: 

1. Traveling southeast on Bullfrog, easements would be needed on the Harner or Peterson 

Farm properties.  Some felt that the younger Dean Harner may agree to this but his mother 

probably would not. 

2. The trail would need to follow Middle Creek south/southwest, possibly using the Route 15 

south right-of-way (ROW). 

3. To get to the Maryland border, the trail may need an easement along the Hobb property.  

The land was preserved when Hobbs purchased it. 

4. This option would work better if North Seton Avenue could be extended north and if the 

town of Emmitsburg and Frederick County preferred this entry point to Irishtown or Tract 

roads.  There are some obstacles for bicyclists and walkers along North Seton Avenue, 

leading into Emmitsburg. 

 

Bullfrog Road to Middle Creek Road, across the northwest border of the Gordon property: 

1. From the Johnston property, the trail could cross Bullfrog onto the Gordon property and 

travel southwest on the “backside” of the property.   

2. Even if Gordon would allow this, we would need approval for the trail to cross the back of 

the Shriver and Frost properties, and two streams would need to be crossed.  As Jim and 

Paul have stated previously, they don’t think these property owners would agree, even with 

this new trail location.   

3. Another problem with this route is that the trail would need to travel farther along Middle 

Creek Road. 
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Camp Gettysburg Road to Bingham Road to McGlaughlin Road: 

1. Paul likes the idea of going down Camp Gettysburg to Dawn to McGlaughlin Road. 

2. Another alternative Paul mentioned again is to go west on Bigham, then come back/east on 

Camp Gettysburg, and go on Dawn to McGlaughlin. 

3. We did not discuss the properties along these roads in any detail as I feel the roads take the 

trail too far west.   

 

Other considerations and observations discussed: 

1. I asked how we can better persuade property owners to consider an easement.  I suggested 

we develop materials to show property owners our vision for the trail, complete with 

sample video and photos.  I asked those at the meeting to think about what would help 

them when they talk to landowners about the trail. 

2. Paul said that information about the positive impact on property values near trails might be 

helpful.   

3. Paul said he was emphasizing to residents that development of the trail may keep other 

housing development away.  I actually think that building trails may attract some 

development but did not voice that opinion. 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Public Workshop #1 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Tuesday, May 14, 2019; 5:30-7:00 p.m. 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

I. WELCOME AND INTRODUCTIONS -  

A.  Dennis Hickethier, HAPBI, welcomed the community to the first public 

workshop for the Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County. He 

briefly went over housekeeping and thanked the project sponsors for their 

generosity. 

B. Dennis Introduced the project, noting the benefits trails can bring to a 

community and its citizens. He also explained the regional significance of this 

trail being part of the “Grand History Trail” and the process for beginning this 

Feasibility Study before introducing the project consulting team at Campbell 

Thomas & Co.  

C. Robert P. Thomas, CT&C, introduced the consulting team at Campbell Thomas & 

Co. and Tim Wilson from BCM Engineers. He asked community attendees to 

quickly go around and introduce themselves.  

II. POWERPOINT PRESENTATION 

A. Bob Thomas explained the research and analysis work that has already taken 

place for the study. In addition to field research and observation, there have 

been several meetings with the Project Steering Committee, Township 

Supervisors, City of Emmitsburg, and Gettysburg National Military Park.  

B. Bob went over the Public Workshop Agenda, noting that the PowerPoint 

presentation will be followed by a breakout group work session before 

reporting back to the larger group.  

C. After going through the project scope and goals for the study, two individuals 

from Table 3 asked some initial questions: 

Question 1: How much maintenance of the trail would cost?  

-Bob noted once some trail alternatives are determined, the team will look to 

develop an opinion of probable cost. As part of the feasibility study, the team 
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will also include recommendations for maintenance and management. 

Question 2: Have you thought about the negative impact this trail will have on 

local wildlife? 

- Bob explained that all trail studies are required to include a PNDI search as part of the 

process to ensure that wildlife requirements/concerns are met.  

D. Bob Thomas continued with an overview of the history of the Trail, as well as 

examples of what the trail study is looking to accomplish, and a description of 

the regionally significant trail connections that will link to the Grand History 

Trail. In particular, the September 11th National Memorial Trail will look to 

connect through Gettysburg Borough.  

E. Maps of the study corridor, showing the routes that have been investigated by 

the consulting team, had been distributed at the beginning of the meeting. Bob 

Thomas went over routes through a series of four photo tours as part of the 

presentation. As part of this photo tour of the corridors, Bob discussed the 

research and analysis that had taken place and identified potential 

opportunities, areas of concern, and recommendations that may be made as 

part of the study.   

III. WORKSHOP BREAKOUT SESSIONS 

A. Following the presentation, Bob Thomas went over the format for the 

workshop session:  

• Six tables of approximately eight community members each were 

equipped with large study area maps, markers, and a questionnaire for 

each person. Consultants and Steering Committee team members were 

available to answer any direct questions during this process. 

• The questionnaire was used to help guide marking the table maps with 

recommended destinations, potential trail routes/alignments, areas of 

concerns, or any additional comments.  

• Participants were instructed to record any additional comments on the 

back of the sign-in sheets, which were collected by team members 

following the meeting. 

IV. REPORTING TO THE LARGER GROUP 

A. Following the workshop breakout sessions, individuals from each of the six 

tables were asked to report back on the information that had been gathered. 
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Feedback from the tables were as follows: 

• Table 1: Recommendations were made to look at the connection along Sedgwick 

Ave/Confederate Ave. from GNMP to Wheatfield Rd./Millerstown Rd., then 

Millerstown Rd. to Eisenhower Farm, to the Sachs Covered Bridge. If possible, a 

connection along Marsh Creek would be nice. Table 1 also noted that the trails 

within GNMP are only open to walkers, although bicycles and horses are actually 

accommodated on certain trails. 

• Table 2: Table 2 identified themselves as residents of the Red-Rock Rd./ Schreiver 

Rd. area. They have no interest in a trail on or off road through their community. 

Much of the area along Schreiver Rd. is farmed and they would not like to see 

bicyclists directed down their roads. 

• Table 3: Table 3 also identified themselves as Freedom Township residents from 

the Red-Rock Rd., Schreiver Rd., and Cunningham Rd. area. They agreed that the 

trail should not go through their community on Marsh Creek or on any of their 

local roads and had concerns about the wildlife in the area. Table 3 believes a trail 

would bring trash, noise, and unwanted bicyclists.  

• Residents at this table also expressed anger and disappointment for not being 

notified about the public workshop and asked why they had not received noticed 

in their mailbox or seen signs along the roads?  

• Dennis Hickethier apologized that residents didn’t hear about the meeting directly 

and explained that two notices that were put in the Gettysburg Times preceding 

the meeting and information was posted on GARA, County, and Township 

webpages/Facebook. It was also distributed to numerous list-serves and posted on 

the GARA notice board. Paul Kellett, Freedom Township Supervisor, explained that 

the Township made a sincere effort to get the word out to the public and that they 

by no means wanted to exclude anyone from attending. It was also noted that 

everyone who signed-in to this meeting with an e-mail address will be included in 

a distribution list for future public meetings.   

• Table 4: Table 4 focused on areas of most interest along the trail and definitely 

believe that the Sachs Covered Bridge and Eisenhower Bridge are good 

destinations. They agreed that a connection to W. Confederate Ave would also 

make sense. The viewpoint at Bullfrog Rd. / Pumping Station Rd. should also be 

included, but the current intersection in that location is dangerous and needs 

improvement.  

• Table 5: Table 5 expressed some concerns about noise and that local residents 

would like to keep the roadways quiet. It was noted that the best alternative 

would be a sidepath along Pumping Station Rd., as it does not impact as many 
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local residents. One resident at table 5 asked that Schreiver Rd. not be listed as a 

bike route/trail on any distributed materials and they “like it how it is”.  

• Table 6: Tim Shields at table 6 noted many of the health and community related 

benefits associated with a future trail through the community. Table 6 agreed that 

a connection to a learning orchard and future museum on the Shields property 

would help to promote the history of the area and teach residents/visitors about 

the importance of the environment and preserving critical habitat. Tim Shields 

spoke about the trash concerns that already exist at the Sachs Covered Bridge but 

believes that the bicycling/walking community are generally respectful of the area. 

Tim believes there is a great benefit in bringing respectful bicyclists/trail users to 

the area.  

• Table 6 believes that Marsh Creek would be a nice resource to connect, but if not, 

Pumping Station Rd. could also work. Pumping Station Rd. is too dangerous to 

bike/walk today, so if it were used, it would have to include a separated sidepath.  

V. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS/QUESTIONS 

Question 1: How do you typically handle road crossings for the trail? Do trail 

users/automobiles have the right-of-way?  

- Bob noted that State vehicle code states that pedestrians/bicyclists have the right-of-

way, but all intersections are looked at carefully with appropriate warning signage to 

ensure all crossings are done safely.  

- Dennis H. added that many trails will have trail signage that directs trail users to stop 

and cross when the roadway is clear.  

Question/Comment 2: We have concerns about the Sachs Covered Bridge and the 

potential issues for fires being set? 

- Tim Shields, a property owner adjacent to the bridge noted that there have been 

loitering/trash issues in the past and he was able to have a light installed in the bridge. 

This has greatly reduced the concerns that he had for the area. Tim believes that if the 

community wants to address areas of concern on the trail it can be improved through a 

joint effort. 

Question 3: As residents, how can we be assured that Eminent Domain won’t push this 

trail through our properties? 

- Paul Kellett stated that it has never been the Township’s policy to utilize Eminent 

Domain. From the beginning of this trail study, it was always recognized that Eminent 

Domain will not be used in any way to push a trail on to anyone’s property in the 

community. He let the residents expressing concerns know that “their concerns have 

been heard” and there will be no Eminent Domain for the Trail while he is Township 

Supervisor. 
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- Bob Thomas noted that this policy applies to the entire trail, not just one Township. 

Question 4: Could you explain some of the potential funding sources that could be used 

for future trail development?  

- Bob Thomas mentioned that the Feasibility Study will identify specific funding sources 

that may be relevant to the development of the Grand History Trail. Key Trail funding 

sources often include:  

o State Funding: DCNR-C2P2, DCED-GTRP, and DCED-Multimodal Grants  

o Federal Funding: BUILD Grants 

o Foundations: William Penn Foundation and local conservancies. 

o Local Funds/Donations. 

VI. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

   

Following question, meeiting attendees were thanked for their input and interest in the trail. 
The meeting concluded just after 7:00pm.  

 

These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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Overview 

Over 40 people attended the public meeting to discuss the findings of the Trail Feasibility Study 

to find a route for an off-road, multiuse trail from Gettysburg, south to the Maryland border, 

ending near Maryland. Prior to the meeting starting, some people were looking over several 

maps that were attached to the walls of the room.  These maps showed some of the many 

routes that were evaluated.  Members of the Trail Study Committee were present to answer 

questions that people had about the maps. 

Eight meeting attendees were members of the Trail Study Committee, another five attendees 

were members of Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc., and three were members of the 

consultant team that conducted the study.  Other notable attendees were Steven Sims, 

Superintendent for Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP), Steve Toddes, Cumberland 

Township Supervisor, the Mayor of Emmitsburg, MD and an Emmitsburg Town Council 

member.  Zachary Bolitho, Division Chief for Resource Management at GNMP, spoke about the 

GNMP support for the trail and introduced Mr. Sims.  

At 5:30 p.m., Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, welcomed everyone and reviewed what the 

study was about and why it was being done.  He introduced Mr. Bolitho, who provided the 

position of GNMP.  Then Dennis introduced Mr. Bob Thomas, from Campbell, Thomas, & Co., 

who presented the study results.  Bob also introduced two members of his team, Douglas 

Maisey and Tim Wilson. 

Bob used over 60 PowerPoint slides, in less than 60 minutes, to present the study findings.  

There were questions from the audience during and after the presentation.   

Questions or comments included- 

1. Show me the slide again that listed the cost savings for health benefits and explain. 

2. Explain how these physical activities can reduce personal health costs. 

3. Is it a given then, that the trail will go out to Red Rock Road? 

4. If you cannot obtain property for the trail, south of Red Rock Road, will you go back to 

Sachs Covered Bridge to find a new route? 

People making supportive comments about the prospective trail during the meeting included- 

1. Paul Kellett, Freedom Township Supervisor 

2. Town of Emmitsburg Council member 

3. Resident living on Irishtown Road 

No one voiced direct opposition to the trail during the meeting, although some property 

owners did so after the meeting was over. 

Below are key observations provided by members of the Trail Study Committee. 
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From Paul Kellett, Freedom Township Supervisor 

I thought the meeting went well with most people in attendance in favor of the trail. Those with 

concerns appeared to have fewer concerns by the end of the meeting. Although the ability to 

acquire off road easements from some property owners remains elusive. 

From Rich Luquette, Liberty Township Planning Commission member. 

I thought the meeting went well and the presentation was properly focused.  Some key points. 
 
1.  The audience seemed largely supportive of the effort. 
2.  Encouraged by the expressed desire for a spur trail to connect Carroll Valley. 
3.  Lingering concern from Shriver Road residents.  The alignment as a shared road versus a side 

path seems to have alleviated some of the previously expressed opposition. 
4.  Expressed support by Park Service personnel and Emmitsburg officials was significant. 
5.  Point of curiosity: Wenschhof is correct.  As an interesting point the County Tax Parcel GIS 

map shows the spelling as Wenschoff.  However, the information for an individual lot shows 
the spelling as Wenschhof.  See image below. 

 

From James Paddock, Cumberland Township Representative 

• I thought the meeting went well! 

• I thought our consultant team did well. 

• I suggest future meetings would utilize a microphone, the acoustics are poor in the building. 

• It was great that the NPS was well represented and spoke on their support. 

• It was great to have the mayor and council member of Emmitsburg attend and speak and 
support the GHT. 

 

From Kip Hamilton, Area Churches Representative 

I echo the comments about this meeting going better than the first. Perhaps it was the change 
in format?  It did seem like people were much less hostile.  
 
I came very close at the end of making the point that there are only so many ways to get from 
here to there.  The people against the trail may think that if they do not cooperate with the 
project that they will stop it from happening,  when the reality is that instead of preventing the 
project,  their non-cooperation is just throwing the trail users out into the street.  So instead of 
getting a nicely landscaped path on their property, they are putting people at risk.  The trail 
users will still be there, just 20 feet farther away in the road.  So, I guess I don't see their point. 
 

From Dafna Reiner 

• I thought that the meeting went well. 
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• I do feel like that those opposed to the trail felt less comfortable in a "presentation" setting 
and were not as vocal as they were in the "group table" setting that we had in the 
last meeting. 

• I echo Jim's thoughts on the need for a microphone. 

• It was very beneficial to have both Zach Bolitho and the new Superintendent attend. For the 
new Sup't, this was a good introduction of the greater community and regional ties that 
exist. 

• I appreciated the "planting for my grandchildren" metaphor from Paul Kellett.  
 

From Chris Berger, Borough Council Representative 

 

From Sarah Kipp, Land Conservancy Representative 

 

From Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer 

1. There was good attendance with over 40 people in total.  Several landowners were 

present, some of whom attended the first meeting.  The majority of people present 

supported the trail, but several landowners still opposed the trail. 

2. We should have used a portable microphone as noise from heating blowers made it 

difficult to hear the speakers. 

3. Having representatives from: Gettysburg National Military Park; Freedom Township; 

Fairfield, PA; and Emmitsburg, MD speak in support of the trail was very helpful. 

4. The CTC presentation provided good visual displays about trails and the roads and lands 

being considered in Adams County.  The presentation hit all the key points about where 

the trail could go and how land could be acquired for the trail.  Good answers were 

provided to questions. 

5. Passing the sign-in sheet around was less obtrusive than having people sign-in as they 

entered the room.  However, we needed to do a better job of ensuring that everyone 

put their name and contact information on the sheet. 

6. Viewing the proposed routes on the maps was difficult unless a person stood right in 

front of the map and carefully followed the routes.  Another option would be to have 

each map enlarged on the PowerPoint slides and split in two with a top half on one slide 

and bottom half on a second slide.  Displayed on the projection screen, people could 

possibly follow where the routes were going, so they did not have to go to the maps on 

the wall.  
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Below are key observations provided by board members of Healthy Adams Bicycle/ 

Pedestrian, Inc. 

From Eric Meyer, President of HABPI 

I was also pleased with the turnout and the presentation as a whole.  Here are my observations: 
 
·        It was good to get strong statements from some of the key officials including the National 

Park Service, Emmitsburg, and Freedom Township on why they support the project.  It 
helps counter the notion that some may have that this is something only a few bike riders 
want. 

·        There was less tension than the first meeting as I think people learned then that there was 
no intent to invoke eminent domain to acquire property to build this trail.  So, the 
homeowners who did attend seemed a bit calmer. 

·        There seemed to be some people who question why we would bother building an off-road 
trail (when the roads are so quiet anyway).  I think we somewhat reinforce that when we 
talk about using roads as an interim route for the trail.  Certain roads, like Red Rock or 
Schriver, are probably ok as longer term “interim” on-road routes.  But Pumping Station 
and many others would not be suitable long term if we are trying to build a trail that is 
suitable for a family with young kids, etc.  We clearly need to deal with what is practical 
short term in developing the trail but we also need to not lose sight of the long-term goal. 

·        I asked Bob Thomas about getting examples of trails that had been successfully developed 
under similar circumstances as ours (requiring easements from numerous individuals) and 
he said that they knew that was something they needed to do and would be getting us that 
info as part of the final report. 

·        The Emmitsburg official mentioned after the meeting all the work that was underway to 
develop trails between Frederick and Emmitsburg.  They clearly have a more active 
alternative transportation infrastructure in place that helps them (he mentioned support 
from US Senator Cardin’s office, for example). 

·        There was a question during the meeting about potentially having a spur trail(s) that 
connects other locations like Fairfield or Carrol Valley which was a good lead-in to highlight 
the longer-term potential of trail development. 

 

From Tom Jolin, Past President of HABPI, Gettysburg Inner Loop Coordinator 

Great meeting…. very upbeat given the possible overt push back from a few of the residents. 
Bob has a wonderful approach. It is clear that we go with our friendly owners first, that being 
GNMP, Eisenhower Site, and Tim Shield’s Nature Center. We can take it to the road where we 
start having resistance and stop it there for the time being. In the meantime, we can start 
pushing north on..., was it Irish Road? The York County Rail Trail Authority does that all the 
time: start at each end, trying to fill in the middle. Once we get started at each end, we can do 
some temporary signing until safer infrastructure is built.  
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Having the GNMP (Zack Bolitho) give their public endorsement was big. And having the 
Emmitsburg officials stand and give their affirmative approval was big.  
 
Bob’s statement about the CSX crossing near Philadelphia was profound. They asked CSX for 
many years to use a bridge, always being rejected. And now they are finally in negotiations. It 
takes patience, plus persistence and as coaches tell their teams, you have to show up to 
win.  And by the way this same philosophy also applies to the GIL, Conewago Township and 
Hanover Shoe Farms. But I’m saying something we all know.  
 
This was a wonderful effort. Big thanks to you movers and shakers on this.  
 

From Steve Niebler 

Great job, Dennis. The good news is that I don’t have many observations, meaning that the 

meeting wasn’t very contentious.  I think most of those who were opposed have had a chance 

to think about it, talk to their neighbors & realize that if it isn’t an asset, neither is it the end of 

the world.  You & HABPI should be proud of the progress that’s been made. 

From John Kuhn, HABPI Board Member 

My biggest problem as a person with hearing difficulties was being unable to hear most of the 
presentation and comments even though seated in the front left corner.  If future presentations 
are made may I suggest that portable mics be used if they can be obtained.   
 
As it turned out the Kelletts were the people seated most closely to me and, of course, they are 
very much in favor of the project. 
 
It seems to me that this project is about vision.  It's about one of those opportunities in life to 
be part of something bigger than one's self that could influence the culture of the community 
for decades.  Many of the people in the audience will not live to see this project to fruition and 
many of the landowners will have passed title to their properties to new owners long before 
trails are constructed.  Many people of my generation lament the erosion of the qualities of life 
experienced when we were young.  One of those experiences included the ability to ride a bike 
safely wherever we wanted to go.  Now youngsters don't go outside as much as in the past and 
one of the reasons is parental safety concern.  Here is an opportunity to develop a safe route 
for youngsters and older folks alike to enjoy the outdoors.  This area will continue to maintain 
its rural character but, 6 decades of living here teaches me that residential and traffic growth 
continues and will continue, albeit slowly and steadily.  As I mentioned to some, 60 years ago 
there was much talk about an east-west Rt. 30 bypass around Gettysburg.  It never happened 
and now is not likely to happen because of cost and logistical issues.  Gettysburg continues to 
suffer that shortsightedness as large trucks negatively impact the road surfaces and structural 
integrity of buildings in the borough.  The point is that if our goal in life is to leave behind a 
community better off than the one we enjoy presently we must have the vision, courage and 
selflessness to make that happen.  As property owners we are only temporary stewards of our 
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land no matter how long we hold title.  Each property owner has the absolute right to embrace 
or reject this project.  But here is one of those opportunities to think beyond self to a greater 
good - one, like the by-pass, for which future generations will either praise or criticize the action 
taken when the possibility was presented.  
 

From Baird Tipson 

I thought the presentation was excellent and the lack of hostile questions promising.  Getting 

the trail out to Red Rock with on-road riding (with good signage along the way) from there to 

Emmitsburg sounds like a very doable Phase One to me, and I thought Bob's response to the 

question about whether it made sense to have an off-road path along Shriver Road was 

especially good.  So long as there is little traffic, it's something that might be done in the future 

if funds became available but far less important than getting other parts of the trail done.  If 25 

years from now there's more traffic and the landowners see how little disruption has been 

caused and how nice it would be to have easy access to the trail, minds could change.  For the 

moment we have more important fish to fry. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Tuesday, July 17th , 2018 from 10:00am-12:00pm 
Location: Charlie Sterner building at the Gettysburg Recreation Park at 545 Long Lane, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA –KICKOFF MEETING  
(Study Committee Meeting #1) 

 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

II. STUDY COMMITTEE / PROJECT CONTACT LIST  

III. ROLE AND RESPONSIBILITY  

a. Review of the Grant Proposal and Overall Goals 

b. Team Organization and Responsibilities 

c. Study Team Contact List and Communications 

IV. OVERVIEW  

a. Overall Goals and Objectives 

b. Project Scope  

c. Public Participation Process 

d. Reporting 

V. SCHEDULE / PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. Review Project Schedule - Deadlines for Tasks and Deliverables 

b. Project Coordination Meetings / Public Meetings / Interviews 

c. Review Funding Opportunities and Critical Deadlines 

VI. EXISTING CONDITIONS / OBSERVATIONS 

a. Background Materials / Previous Studies and Reports  

b. Potential Right-of-Way (Railroad, Utility, Old Road ROW’s etc.) 

c. On/Off-Road Alignment Alternatives 

d. Interim Alignment and Phasing 

e. Local Resources / Important Connections 

f. What other Opportunities or Concerns do you see? 

VII. AGREEMENTS AND INVOICING 

VIII. NEXT STEPS 

  
  



Study Committee for Trail Study 

Updated July 20, 2018 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Jackie Dwyer Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Executive Director 
 

gettysburgrecpark@gmail.com 
jdwyer@gettysburgrecpark.com  
717-334-2028 

Dennis Hickethier Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
President 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 

Chris Caba Adams County Office of Planning and 
Development 
Comprehensive/Transportation Planner 
 

ccaba@adamscounty.us  
717-9837 

James Paddock Cumberland Township  
Township Supervisor 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

Paul Kellett 
 

Freedom Township 
Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

Paulkellett7@gmail.com  
717- 873-0475 

John Bostek 
ALT.-Bob Jackson 

Liberty Township, Supervisor, Chairman 
Liberty Township, Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

jcbostek@comcast.net  
rdjacksonrj3@gmail.com  
717-642-9444 

Chris Berger 
ALT.-Charles Strauss 

Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
 

cmberger35@yahoo.com 
717-339-7151 

Dafna Reiner Gettysburg National Military Park 
Biologist 

dafna_reiner@nps.gov  
717-338-4483 

Deb Adamik Main Street Gettysburg 
Executive Director 
 

adamik@mainstreetgettysburg.org 
717-337-3491 

Casey Thurston Gettysburg Area School District 
 

cthurston@gasd-pa.org  
717-334-6254 

Kip Hamilton Churches in Gettysburg 
PSI Pumping Solutions, Inc. 

khamiltonpsi@pumpsol.com  
kip.vmi.77@gmail.com 
717-398-9989 
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Grand History Trail 

Feasibility Study Committee Meeting #1 

 

Meeting Date: Monday, July 17, 2018 

Distribution Date: Thursday July 19, 2018 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

1. See the attached meeting agenda.  The topics and headings below are taken from the 

agenda.  The bullets describe what was discussed or took place. 

2. A list of people attending is the second attachment. 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

• Bob Thomas, founding partner of Campbell, Thomas & Co. (CT&C), introduced 

himself to most of the Study Committee members as they came into the meeting 

room. 

• At 10 a.m., Project Officer Dennis Hickethier thanked everyone for coming and 

introduced Bob Thomas and Douglas Maisey of CT&C.  Dennis asked the Study 

Committee members to introduce themselves, explaining who they represented 

and what their interest was in trails.   

• Bob talked about his extensive experience with trail development and cited 

numerous examples of trails he has worked on and people and organizations he 

has worked with over the last 40 years.  He also talked about how these 

experiences relate to this current trail study.   

II. STUDY COMMITTEE / PROJECT CONTACT LIST  

• Everyone in the meeting had a copy of the Study Committee list.  It was 

explained that the Gettysburg Area School District was still trying to identify a 

permanent representative for the committee, but Ms. Casey Thurston was in 

attendance for today’s meeting. 

• Mr. Thomas provided the names and experience of three other members of his 

team (Harry Murray, Tim Wilson, and Jeff Case) and he will add them to the 

Project Contact list. 

• Bob said he would look to the Study Committee for key contact personnel and 

help with making connections to people and organizations who can help with the 

study. 
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III. ROLE AND RESPONSIBILITY  

a. Review of the Grant Proposal and Overall Goals.   

• In addition to the requirements from DCNR, Bob said they will provide an 

opinion of probable cost of easements and land purchases that will be 

necessary to create the trail. 

• He felt the goals were clearly stated in the Request for Proposal. 

b. Team Organization and Responsibilities.   

• Bob wants the Study Committee to guide the work.   

• Meetings of the full Study Committee will be alternated between 
daytime and late afternoon to help those who cannot get away during 
the day.  Approximately four full study committee meetings are planned. 

• Dennis will draft meeting minutes with review by Bob and his staff. 

• Bob suggested bi-weekly coordination phone calls with Dennis and Jackie 
just to keep up with work being completed.   

• CT&C has already received assistance from the Adams County Office of 
Planning and Development for mapping and parcel identification. 

c. Study Team Contact List and Communications 

• Bob explained how it is important to have a complete list with phone 
numbers and email addresses for quick and easy access to get answers 
and discuss issues. 

• Jim Paddock brought up the use of agricultural easements and land in the 
“Clean and Green” program.  Bob was familiar with these situations and 
gave a couple examples related to them.  Jim mentioned a couple people 
and resources he thinks that Bob should talk to about land availability for 
trails. Jim mentioned “Sarah Kip” and the “Civil War Trust”. Dennis will 
start this list.   

IV. OVERVIEW  

a. Overall Goals and Objectives 

• In addition to the goals and objectives stated in the Request for Proposal, 
Bob emphasized how it is important to learn about goals and objectives 
of property owners.  Bob gave examples of how resistance to a trail could 
be overcome when property owners learned how the trail could help 
them meet one of their goals, i.e., the 83-year-old woman who wanted 
to sell cookies on the trail and residents who needed better access to 
their land.  

• Bob also talked about focusing on the public’s interest in history for our 
area.  They may not be as excited about having a trail as they are about 
giving people another way to experience the important history in our 
area. 
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b. Project Scope  

• Bob talked about the importance of linking with the 9/11 National 
Memorial Trail and the Grand History Trail and trails south of Gettysburg 
in Maryland. 

c. Public Participation Process 

• Bob explained how he has frequently used the Quaker model of “circle 
8’s.”  After a short presentation to a large public gathering, people gather 
around tables in groups of no more than 8.  Experience has shown that 
nearly everyone will provide input and ideas in a smaller group whereas 
many will not do so in a larger group setting. 

• Bob talked about using smaller meetings, “iced tea and cookies” 
meetings, with key stakeholders because people tend to be more open 
and communicative when talking face-to-face in small groups. 

d. Reporting 

• The final report will contain all the elements described in the RFP.  Bob 
emphasized that it will contain information on projected trail costs, 
development of community support, and an implementation strategy 
that may include a phased approach.  The report may contain 
recommendations for interim routes which can help in the long run. 

V. SCHEDULE / PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. Review Project Schedule - Deadlines for Tasks and Deliverables 

• Bob went over the Proposed Schedule that he passed out and was 
contained in their proposal.   

• The original schedule started in September but has now been moved up 
three months due to our prompt action.   

b. Project Coordination Meetings / Public Meetings / Interviews 

• Bob stressed the importance of meeting with representatives from 
Gettysburg National Military Park.  Dafna will help arrange these 
meetings but some may need to wait until a new park superintendent is 
installed. 

• Bob suggested we meet soon with representatives from Frederick County 
Maryland and Emmitsburg, MD. 

c. Review Funding Opportunities and Critical Deadlines 

• As part of the study, Campbell Thomas & Co. will keep an eye on key 
funding opportunities. Opportunities to pursue grants may be available 
for future phases of work later in the study.  

VI. EXISTING CONDITIONS / OBSERVATIONS 

a. Background Materials / Previous Studies and Reports 

• Bob mentioned information provided in the background of the RFP and 
said it would be helpful if there are any other reports to review.  
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• The design team will set up a Dropbox folder which can be used for 
sharing and gathering background materials provided by the study 
committee. 

b. Potential Right-of-Way (Railroad, Utility, Old Road ROW’s etc.) 

• Bob gave examples where these have been discovered on other projects 
and proved very useful.  We do not know of any in our study area. 

c. On/Off-Road Alignment Alternatives 

• CT&C will look at several possibilities.  Sometimes CT&C finds short 
segments that do not connect initially, but eventually ways can be found 
to connect them. 

d. Interim Alignment and Phasing 

• It is difficult to obtain funding for a full trail development of 10-12 miles 
so CT&C will suggest ways to do a phased development and use interim 
alignments until the end goal can be achieved. 

e. Local Resources / Important Connections 

• It will be important for Study Committee members to identify these 
resources and connections to CT&C for follow up. 

f. What other Opportunities or Concerns do you see? 

• Dennis said he did not think that one trail could connect all the historical 
sites in the study area and it would be okay to have spurs off the main 
trail.  Jim stressed that there could be smaller loop trails off the main trail 
and Bob readily agreed. 

• The issue of trail maintenance was discussed, and Bob said the study 
would provide recommendations for this. 

Trying to get everyone on the Study Committee at a group meeting is 
challenging because some cannot come during the day and some cannot 
come in the evening.  Dennis suggested alternating the time of day, so 
everyone can participate at some point.  Jackie suggested having the 
meeting recorded as a Webinar so those who cannot attend can at least 
hear what was discussed. 

VII. AGREEMENTS AND INVOICING 

• Bob will submit invoices to the Project Officer, Dennis, who will 

coordinate payment with Jackie.  Invoices will mostly be monthly and will 

cite a percentage of the study completed. 

VIII. NEXT STEPS 

• Develop the Contact List 

• Explore meeting dates with GNMP and Frederick County 

• Continue Mapping 

• Begin the Inventory and Analysis Phase of the work 
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These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Tuesday, September 11th, 2018 from 5:00pm to 7:00pm 
Location: Charlie Sterner building at the Gettysburg Recreation Park at 545 Long Lane, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA – STUDY COMMITTEE MEETING #2 
 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

II. MEETING UPDATE - GNMP and ITS TRAIL NETWORK 

III. RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS  

a. Background Materials / Previous Studies and Reports  

b. Local Resources / Important Connections  

c. On-going Site Visits 

d. Potential Right-of-Way (Railroad, Utility, Old Road ROW’s etc.) 

e. On/Off-Road Alignment Alternatives 

IV. MAPPING OF POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES 

V. SCHEDULE/PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. Key Stakeholder Interviews 

b. Public Meeting #1 (Reviewing Potential Alternatives) 

c. Next Steering Committee Mtg.  

VI. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. Identifying property ownership along proposed corridors 

b. Conducting initial interviews with key property owners.  

c. Selecting a Preferred Alternative Alignment  

  
  
 
  
 
 
  



Attendees for Trail Study Committee Meeting 

Conducted on September 11, 2018 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Jackie Dwyer Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Executive Director 
 

gettysburgrecpark@gmail.com 
jdwyer@gettysburgrecpark.com  
717-334-2028 

Dennis Hickethier Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
President 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 

James Paddock Cumberland Township  
Township Supervisor 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

Paul Kellett 
 

Freedom Township 
Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

Paulkellett7@gmail.com  
717- 873-0475 

Bob Jackson Liberty Township, Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

rdjacksonrj3@gmail.com  
 

Chris Berger 
 

Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
 

cmberger35@yahoo.com 
717-339-7151 

Dafna Reiner Gettysburg National Military Park 
Biologist 
 

dafna_reiner@nps.gov  
717-338-4483 

Kip Hamilton Churches in Gettysburg 
PSI Pumping Solutions, Inc. 

khamiltonpsi@pumpsol.com  
kip.vmi.77@gmail.com 
717-398-9989 

Robert Thomas Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Partner in Charge 
 

rthomas@campbellthomas.com  
215-985-4354 

Douglas Maisey Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Project Designer/Planner 
 

dmaisey@campbellthomas.com 
215-720-5167 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Committee Meeting #2 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Tuesday, September 11, 2018; 5-7 p.m. 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

1. See the attached meeting agenda.  The topics and headings below are taken from the 

agenda.  The bullets describe what was discussed or took place.   

2. Bob Thomas, Partner at Campbell, Thomas, & Co. (CTC) made a presentation, using 

PowerPoint, to explain what he and his team found as they conducted field research in 

the study area.  Doug Maisey with CTC distributed an 11x17 inch map showing most of 

the roads that they analyzed.  This is the second attachment. 

3. A list of people attending is the third attachment. 

I. INTRODUCTIONS  

• It was the first meeting for Paul Kellett and Bob Jackson so they were introduced 

to the CTC team as they came in. 

• We quickly went around the room at 5 p.m. so everyone knew the organization 

attendees represented.   

II. MEETING UPDATE – GNMP and ITS TRAIL NETWORK  

• Bob Thomas briefly discussed our meeting with Dafna Reiner and Zach Bolitho 

from Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP).  Minutes from that meeting 

were distributed to committee members previously.  Bob was pleased with the 

meeting and the information provided by Mr. Bolitho.   

III. RESEARCH AND ANALYSIS  

a. Background Materials/Previous Studies and Reports   

• Bob started by saying that in general all the easy trails are done.  Most 

unused railroad beds have been converted to trails and now we need to 

work with municipalities and landowners to find acceptable locations for 

trail easements.   

• A key point that Bob made throughout his presentation was that trail 

developers need to talk with landowners to find how the trail can benefit 

them.  The benefit could be a new fence they want; it might be 
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landscaping, it might be trail access for their family members and 

neighbors; it could be good standing in the community, better access to 

parts of their property, the possibility of adding a small business (like a 

fruit stand) next to the trail, and any number of things.  The key is to find 

what would appeal to the landowner. 

• Bob talked about trails becoming destinations in themselves.  If a trail has 

interesting features like historic bridges, beautiful views of the landscape, 

stops at interesting or historic places, it adds to the appeal of the trail and 

more people will support it. 

• Bob explained how sometimes there needs to be changes in legislation to 

allow trails to be built in certain areas like those that are conserved.  He 

cited other examples of such changes and of course, these take time. 

b. Local Resources/Important Connections   

• The fact that this proposed trail will connect with both the Grand History 
Trail and the 9/11 Memorial Trail needs to be stressed.   

• Local resources like businesses and community groups need to be used 
to build support for the trail.     

c. On-going Site Visits 

• As this study progresses, the CTC team will continue to conduct field 
research to analyze potential alignments suggested by members of the 
Study Committee and landowners.   

d. Potential Right-of-Way (Railroad, Utility, Old Road ROW’s etc.) 

• Bob showed a photo of the Morris Arboretum sidepath in Montgomery 
County as an example of a trail alongside a roadway.  The Arboretum 
moved their fence to accommodate the sidepath.   

• Bob showed a photo of one utility line they spotted in a field during their 
site visit, but Paul Kellett said it was in an easement, not ROW. 

• No attendees knew of other ROW’s in the study area. 

• Bob talked about low traffic roads that could be used with “advisory bike 
lanes”.  He showed a photo of the old Lincoln Highway at the Flight 93 
National Memorial and how it had been adapted, using different colored 
surface material, so cyclists could safely use it and the occasional vehicles 
could safely pass. 

• Another photo showed bike lanes on each side of a single travel lane but 
where motorists could still pass without creating a dangerous situation. 

• Bob showed a photo of Shorb’s Mill Road that could be equipped with 
“advisory bike lanes” as a “country walking road” with minimal vehicle 
traffic. 

• Dennis stressed that the goal for this trail is a safe place for young 
children to ride their bicycles.  Bob said that it should also be a safe, 
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comfortable place for more senior riders or those who have not ridden 
their bicycles in some time. 

• Also shown was a view of Emmitsburg Road and the entry to the Marsh 
Creek Campground.  The point was made that a sidepath could be 
constructed here but it would require more work than other locations.  
Also stressed was how businesses like this often support trails because it 
can help their business. 

• Paul Kellett mentioned the possibility of a small business being 
established near Sachs Covered Bridge. 

e. On/Off-Road Alignment Alternatives 

• Bob showed several slides of roadways starting from the Gettysburg 
Square to the GNMP Visitors Center and then down Emmitsburg Road to 
Millerstown Road to Sachs Covered Bridge and other roads on the way to 
Emmitsburg.   

• Using several slides and the 11x17 inch map we were given, Bob took us 
down several roads into Emmitsburg, MD and then back up to Gettysburg 
using different roads.  He discussed possibilities with each road. 

• Bob then showed a small path leading south from Sachs Bridge.  Mr. 
Paddock and Mr. Kellett said it only went a short distance. 

• Bob also showed aerial views of several roads, including Pumping Station, 
and Mr. Kellett and Mr. Paddock were able to comment about the 
owners of the property along this road and others and how they might 
react to the prospect of a trail along the edge of their property. 

• Bob showed aerial views of a possible path along Marsh Creek from 
Sachs Bridge to Cunningham Road.  Again, Mr. Kellett and Mr. Paddock, 
as well as Ms. Reiner from GNMP, were able to provide information 
about property owners along the proposed path and in general, did not 
feel these landowners would cooperate.  Bob mentioned that in some 
cases the ability to provide some streambank stabilization with the trail 
could help gain cooperation. 

• Many roadways were discussed and included Pumping Station Road, 
Bullfrog Road, Bingham Road, Dawn Road, McGlaughlin Road, Middle 
Creek Road, Stultz Road, Rohrbaugh Road, Red Rock Road, Waterworks 
Road, Wenchoff Road, Stultz Road, Irishtown Road, and others.  A copy of 
the map that was distributed will accompany these minutes. 

• Gordon Rd. required fording and Bob showed a photo of how this was 
handled at Hickory Run State Park.   

IV. MAPPING OF POTENTIAL ALTERNATIVES  

The map that was provided by CTC was fairly complete but will need to be updated 

as other roads are evaluated.  Larger maps will also be used to better show the 

roadways in conjunction with property lines, topography and woodlands and fields.  
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V. SCHEDULE / PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. Key Stakeholder Interviews 

• One such interview took place when we met with personnel from GNMP.   

• The municipal officials at this meeting are key stakeholders and a 
separate meeting with each group of township officials may be in order.   

• Identification of other “key stakeholders” needs to be discussed further 
and determined.     

• The project team will also look to coordinate with Emmitsburg, MD to 
discuss how the trail may tie into their trail work.   

b. Public Meeting #1 

• Bob stressed that before this takes place, interviews with key 
stakeholders and key landowners need to take place.   

• We don’t want a lot of people coming to a public meeting who would be 
impacted by the trail but who have not been involved in discussions 
about the trail in advance of the meeting.  When this happens, there is 
almost always a lot of negative opinions about the trail voiced in the 
meeting. 

c. Next Steering Committee Meeting 

• This will take place in October and should focus on our strategy for 
contacting landowner and other “key stakeholders.”  

VI. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. Identifying property ownership along proposed corridors 

• CTC will be using land ownership records to identify the property owners 
and bring these larger maps and data to the next Study Committee 
meeting. 

• Bob stated that sometimes properties are assigned a “Red-Yellow-Green” 
status to indicate the relative possibility of locating a trail on the property 
based on feelings of each property owner. 

b. Conducting initial interviews with key property owners 

• The strategy for doing this will be discussed at the next Study Committee 
meeting. 

c. Selecting a Preferred Alternative Alignment  

• This is will not take place for several months. 

These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Wednesday, December 19th, 2018 from 5:30pm to 7:00pm 
Location: Charlie Sterner building at the Gettysburg Recreation Park at 545 Long Lane, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA – STUDY COMMITTEE MEETING #3 
 

I. MEETING UPDATE - GNMP  

a. Supervisors Meetings with Liberty, Cumberland, and Freedom Townships 

b. Property Owner Meeting with Tim Shields 

c. Emmitsburg, MD 

II. UPDATES TO ALIGNMENT MAPPING 

a. Updated Sketch Map 

b. Overall Corridor Alternatives 

c. Detailed Mapping South of Covered Bridge 

III. PALTA CHANGES TO MODEL GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENTS 

IV. NEW ACTING SUPERINTENDENT AT GETTYSBURG NATIONAL MILITARY PARK & 

EISENHOWER NATIONAL HISTORIC SITE 

a. Ed Wenschhof Jr.  

V. SCHEDULE/PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. Continued Key Stakeholder Interviews 

b. PennDOT District 8 

c. Public Meeting #1 (Reviewing Potential Alternatives) 

d. Next Steering Committee Mtg.  

VI. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. Conducting additional interviews with key property owners 

b. Selecting a Preferred Alternative Alignment  

c. Arranging Public Meeting #1 

  
  
 
  
 
 
  



Attendees for Trail Study Committee Meeting 

Conducted on December 19, 2018 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Jackie Dwyer Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Executive Director 
 

gettysburgrecpark@gmail.com 
jdwyer@gettysburgrecpark.com  
717-334-2028 

Dennis Hickethier Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
President 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 

James Paddock Cumberland Township  
Township Supervisor 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

Paul Kellett 
 

Freedom Township 
Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

Paulkellett7@gmail.com  
717- 873-0475 

Zach Gulden Freedom Township  
Township Manager & Zoning Officer 

zgulden@freedomtwp.org 
717-873-0475 

John Bostek Liberty Township Supervisor, Chairman 
 

rdjacksonrj3@gmail.com  
 

Chris Berger 
 

Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
 

cmberger35@yahoo.com 
717-339-7151 

Dafna Reiner Gettysburg National Military Park 
Biologist 
 

dafna_reiner@nps.gov  
717-338-4483 

Kip Hamilton Churches in Gettysburg 
PSI Pumping Solutions, Inc. 

khamiltonpsi@pumpsol.com  
kip.vmi.77@gmail.com 
717-398-9989 

Robert Thomas Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Partner in Charge 
 

rthomas@campbellthomas.com  
215-985-4354 

Douglas Maisey Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Project Designer/Planner 
 

dmaisey@campbellthomas.com 
215-720-5167 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Committee Meeting #3 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Wednesday, December 19, 2018; 5:30-7:15 p.m. 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

1. See the attached meeting agenda.  The topics and headings below are taken from the 

agenda.  The bullets describe what was discussed or took place.   

2. Doug Maisey, with Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC), distributed an updated 11x17 inch 

map showing most of the roads that they analyzed and two other maps of the area.  

These are attached to the file copy. 

3. A list of people attending is the third attachment. 

I. MEETING UPDATE  

a.  Bob Thomas discussed the separate meetings that he, Doug, and Dennis 

Hickethier conducted with Jim Paddock-Cumberland Township Supervisor, Paul 

Kellett-Freedom Township Supervisor, and John Bostek-Liberty Township 

Supervisor. The meetings provided good information about township specific 

recommendations and concerns.  Separate minutes of those meetings were 

distributed previously. 

b.  Jim Paddock arranged a meeting with Tim Shields, a major land owner in the area 

of Sachs Covered Bridge and south of the bridge along Marsh Creek.  It was a 

very productive meeting and Mr. Shields would welcome a trail near the bridge 

and the environmental museum he is planning to build near the bridge. 

c.  Jim said that Mr. Shields had spoken with a neighbor, Mr. Nearly, about the trail 

and he is also open to the idea but wants more information. 

d.  Paul asked Dafna how she thought the park would feel about creating a trail on 

their land along Marsh Creek.  Dafna thought it was a good possibility. 

e.  Bob talked about our afternoon meeting in Emmitsburg with the Frederick 

County, MD Planning Director, the Frederick County Bike/Ped Coordinator, the 

Emmitsburg Town Manager, Town Planner, and Mayor.  It was a good meeting 

that allowed us to explain what is being done with the study, to get their 

recommendations on possible routes to the MD border.  They had a number of 

questions which we answered.  Minutes of the meeting will be completed soon. 
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II. UPDATES TO ALIGNMENT MAPPING  

a.  Doug provided updated green and white maps to everyone and Bob explained 

the updates. 

• There is a new line along Marsh Creek 

• The roads of Bigham, Camp Gettysburg, Dawn, McLaughlin, and Water 

have been marked on the map. 

• The view at Pumping Station Road and Bullfrog Road has been marked. 

• Gordon Road with a possible footbridge has been added. 

• A potential trail from the Eisenhower Farm to Red Rock Road has been 

added to the map. 

b.  Bob talked about several Corridor Alternatives  

c. The detailed mapping south of Sachs Covered Bridge was to be examined at the 

end of the meeting. 

III. PALTA CHANGES TO MODEL GRANT OF CONSERVATION EASEMENTS  

a. Bob explained that recent changes deal more with administrative notifications 

about desired property use than how easements are processed or created.   

b. There was a lengthy discussion about easements and the difficulty that may 

occur when trying to obtain easements on property that is either in Land 

Conservancy or Ag Preservation, even if the property owner is willing to grant 

an easement. 

c. Bob stressed that once a route is recommended, we need to look at possible 

impediments such as the status of the land under consideration.  

IV. NEW ACTING SUPERINTENDENT AT GETTYSBURG NATIONAL MILITARY PARK & 

EISENHOWER NATIONAL HISTORIC SITE  

a. Paul and Jim explained that Superintendent Ed Wenschhoff Jr. grew up in the 

area of Wenchoff Road and Middle Creek Road.  

b. Dennis suggested that we meet with the new superintendent in January and 

asked Dafna Reiner, the biologist at the park, if we should try and arrange a 

meeting through her or the Public Affairs Officer.  She said that she might be 

able to get us scheduled sooner.   

V. SCHEDULE / PROJECT MEETINGS 

a. CTC and the Project Officer will continue to meet with key stakeholders as is 
appropriate.  A meeting with Mr. Nearly seems to be the next meeting that 
should take place.  The other key meeting will be with the new park 
superintendent.    
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b. Bob said that he and Doug will be meeting with the PennDOT District 8 
representative to see if any road improvements are planned in the study area in 
the near future.  Such improvements could help us in developing the trail, 
depending on the road. 

c. Bob thought that we should be ready for our first public meeting in February.  
We need to announce the meeting at least 30 days in advance in the local 
newspaper and other media sources.  The meeting will have groups of 5-7 
people around a couple tables with large maps of the study area.  After a brief 
explanation by Bob of what we are trying to do, people will be asked to study 
the maps and mark them up with their recommendations.  At least one 
member of the Study Committee should be with each group to hear what they 
recommend and then take that information back to CTC.  The structure of the 
meeting will be flexible so people can stop in anytime during the meeting. 

d. Bob will probably schedule another Study Committee meeting prior to the 
public meeting. 

VI. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. As stated previously, meetings with key property owners will continue.  Bob is 
hopeful that we may be able to pave the way for establishing some trail 
easements which is beyond what most trail studies are able to accomplish.   

b. CTC will not be ready to recommend preferred alternative routes until after the 
first public meeting.   

c. Once the draft trail study is completed, CTC will go over the document with the 
Study Committee and give us a couple weeks to make recommendations.  The 
second draft will then be presented at the second public meeting. 

d. For the open discussion, Dennis asked each committee member who had not 
spoken to comment and those follow. 

• Chris Berger from the Borough of Gettysburg:  When do you think you 
will have a recommended route?  Bob said it will be a couple months yet, 
and not until after the public meeting. 

• John Bostek, Liberty Township Supervisor: Is it okay to tell residents 
about the study now?  Bob said it is not a secret so feel free to tell people 
but to get the full explanation and be able to ask questions, they should 
attend the public meeting so encourage them to attend. 

• Kipp Hamilton representing area churches:  He mentioned that a lot of 
roads in the county get the tar and chip treatment and that could make a 
two-colored road, like in the photo that was distributed, subject to 
mistreatment.  Bob said there are other ways to use the concept without 
using two-colors of pavement.  Simple lines might be best.  Kipp said that 
we should listen carefully to suggestions that Dafna makes about roads 
and routes as she has a great deal of experience riding the roads in 
Adams County. 
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• Paul Kellett, Freedom Township Supervisor:  Paul suggested that 
townships consider developing an “Official Map” which could designate 
areas for future trail development (as well as other land uses).  He feels 
that might help in future negotiations with land owners.  Jim Paddock 
wondered how the county feels about “Official Maps” and if we were 
keeping the county informed about the trail study.  I (Dennis) said our 
county representative could not attend this meeting but I would brief 
him about our meeting the next day. 

• Jackie Dwyer, Executive Director of Gettysburg Area Recreation 
Authority:  Jackie said she would like some flyers explaining the public 
meeting because many people coming into the Charlie Sterner Building 
ask questions about events being conducted there. 

e. Study Committee members gathered around some large size maps of the study 
area to look more closely at land parcels and where the trail might go and to 
offer suggestions.   

 

These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Tuesday, April 30, 2019 from 5:30pm to 7:00pm 
Location: Charlie Sterner building at the Gettysburg Recreation Park at 545 Long Lane, Gettysburg, PA. 

REQUESTED AGENDA – STUDY COMMITTEE MEETING #4 
 

I. MEETING UPDATE - GNMP 

a. Follow-up meeting with GNMP 

b. Property Owner Meeting with Tim Shields 

II. RESIDENT CONCERNS ALONG GORDON RD 

III. UPDATES TO ALIGNMENT MAPPING 

a. Updated Sketch Map 

b. Overall Corridor Alternatives Map 

c. Segment Reach Map and Spreadsheet 

IV. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS CHART 

V. PUBLIC MEETING #1 (SCHEDULDED FOR MAY 14TH AT 5:00PM) 

a. Presentation / Slides 

b. Break-out sessions 

c. Large Group Discussion 

VI. ADDITIONAL PROJECT MEETINGS 

VII. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. Meet with PennDOT District 8 

b. Conducting additional interviews with key property owners 

c. Selecting a Preferred Alternative Alignment  
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Study Committee Meeting #4-List of Attendees 

Meeting held on April 30, 2019 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Dennis Hickethier Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
President 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 

James Paddock Cumberland Township  
Township Supervisor 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

Paul Kellett 
 

Freedom Township 
Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

Paulkellett7@gmail.com  
717- 873-0475 

John Bostek 
ALT.-Bob Jackson 

Liberty Township, Supervisor, Chairman 
Liberty Township, Supervisor, Vice Chair 
 

jcbostek@comcast.net  
rdjacksonrj3@gmail.com  
717-642-9444 

Chris Berger 
ALT.-Charles Strauss 

Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
 

cmberger35@yahoo.com 
717-339-7151 

Dafna Reiner Gettysburg National Military Park 
Biologist 

dafna_reiner@nps.gov  
717-338-4483 

Kip Hamilton Churches in Gettysburg 
PSI Pumping Solutions, Inc. 

khamiltonpsi@pumpsol.com  
kip.vmi.77@gmail.com 
717-398-9989 

Sarah Kipp Land Conservancy of Adams County 
Land Conservation Coordinator 
 

717-334-2828 
skipp@adamscounty.us  

Robert Thomas Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Partner in Charge 
 

rthomas@campbellthomas.com  
215-985-4354 

Douglas Maisey Campbell Thomas & Co. 
Project Designer/Planner 
 

dmaisey@campbellthomas.com 
215-720-5167 
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Study Committee Meeting #4 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Tuesday, April 30, 2019; 5:30-7:20 p.m. 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

1. See the attached meeting agenda.  The topics and headings below are taken from the 

agenda.  The bullets describe what was discussed or took place.   

2. Prior to the start of the meeting, Douglas Maisey, with Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC), 

distributed the following documents for each participant: 

a. A meeting agenda 

b. An updated, 11x17 inch topo map in green and white, showing most of the roads 

that they analyzed in the study area.   

c. An 11x17 inch road map showing “Alternative Alignments” with alignments in 

yellow 

d. An 11x17 inch road map labeled “Alternative Segment Map” which shows other 

features like Land Conservancy easements and Preserved Farms. 

e. An 11x17 inch road map labeled “Base Map” without the alternative alignments, 

but adding railroads 

f. An 11x17 inch spreadsheet labeled “Segment Analysis,” showing characteristics 

of 56 different segments of roads 

3. Douglas also posted on the wall, 24x36 inch printouts of the maps listed above. 

4. A list of people attending is the third attachment. 

I. MEETING UPDATE  

a.  Bob Thomas, CTC, discussed the follow-up meeting we conducted with staff from 

Gettysburg National Military Park (GNMP) and Eisenhower Historic Site.  He 

thanked Dafna Reiner, Park Biologist, for arranging the meeting.  He used his 

laser pointer on the large map to show where consideration is being given to 

allow the trail to use the roads on the Eisenhower property to get over to Red 

Rock Road.  He also showed where the park staff thought that the trail could 

cross park property near Sachs Covered Bridge. 

b.  Bob talked about the discussion several of us had with land owner Tim Shields 

and asked Jim Paddock, who arranged a meeting, to explain how Mr. Shields 

feels about the trail. Jim provided some background information and made it 
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clear that Mr. Shields is supportive of the trail.  Minutes of this meeting were 

distributed to Study Committee members following the meeting. 

II. RESIDENT CONCERNS ALONG GORDON ROAD 

Bob showed a proposed route along Gordon Road, crossing a stream ford.  He said 

that this alternative route would not be pursued any further due to concerns that 

residents had expressed to their Township Commissioner, Paul Kellett, and to 

Cumberland Township Commissioner Jim Paddock.  Paul expressed concern about 

showing this at all and requested that the words “SHOULD THIS ROUTE BE 

SELECTED” on the green and white map be removed prior to the public meetings.  

This will be done, but Bob said it was important to show all the possible routes 

being analyzed or someone would likely ask, “Why didn’t you consider Gordon 

Road?”  Dennis stressed that any work being done under the contract for the study 

needs to be cited in the final study so the Department of Conservation and Natural 

Resources (DCNR) knows how the money was spent.    

III. UPDATES TO ALIGNMENT MAPPING  

a. Bob discussed the updates to the green and white topo map with additions like 

Shorb’s Mill Road, Stultz Road, and Boyle Road.  Doug also pointed out some of 

the changes.    

b. Bob and Doug discussed the additions as they related to the “Alternative 

Alignments” map, showing roadway segments in yellow 

c. Bob explained, with comments from Doug, the “Alternative Segment Map” and 

the accompanying spreadsheet which analyzed all the segments.  Committee 

members asked how they determined whether a segment was a “Bucolic Trail 

Experience” since a couple members did not agree with the assessment.  Bob 

and Doug stressed that this was a starting point and changes may need to be 

made before the analysis is final.  

IV. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS CHART 

Bob talked about a chart that would compare the alternative routes, using 

characteristics requested by DCNR.  He emailed Dennis, the Project Officer, a 

sample chart but other committee members have not seen that yet. 

V. PUBLIC MEETING #1 (SCHEDULED FOR MAY 14TH AT 5:00 P.M.) 

a. The meeting room will be organized in table groups.  There will be 5 or 6 groups 
of two tables, with 8 chairs around each group of tables.  One or two large 
maps will be on each set of tables and posted on the walls.  As members of the 
public arrive at the meeting, Bob wants Study Committee members to greet 
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and welcome people and answer questions until it’s time for the meeting to 
start.  Then Bob will provide a brief presentation about the project, using 
PowerPoint slides.  He showed draft slides for the presentation.  After the 
introductory material, he had slides showing what an “Advisory Bike Lane” 
would look like, using different colored pavement.   Dennis suggested he 
reverse the order of the two slides as the second more clearly shows the 
concept.  Following the explanation, there was a slide showing the roads to be 
used for Route 1.  The following slides had photos of what the roadways looked 
like along this route.  Committee members suggested changing “Route” to 
something else like “Option” since “Route” seemed too definitive.  Bob 
repeated this process with four different routes/options.  Dennis said he liked 
the way the routes/options were presented, and others seemed to agree.   

b. Following the PowerPoint presentation, members of the public would be asked 
to examine the maps, evaluate the proposed routes, and suggest other routes 
or ways to connect the various route segments.  Members of Bob’s consulting 
team would circulate and facilitate discussions in the table groups.  Members of 
the Study Committee should also participate, sitting at different tables. 

c. After an hour or so of discussion, each table group would report out to sum up 
their discussion. 

VI. ADDITIONAL PROJECT MEETINGS 

After the public meeting, another Study Committee meeting will be held to discuss 
the public meeting.  After the draft trail study is complete, another Study 
Committee meeting will be held to discuss the document.  Then there will be a final 
public meeting to present the final, printed study. 

   

VII. NEXT STEPS/OPEN DISCUSSION 

a. Bob and Doug will be meeting with PennDOT to learn if there are any road 
projects which could impact a possible route.  As Bob, pointed out, if we plan a 
trail along a road that may have major rehab work, some work on the trail 
could be performed at the same time, and at lower cost.  

b. Bob is open to more meetings with key property owners, to further advance the 
project (although not required by his contract). 

c. Selecting a preferred alternative alignment will not happen until the study is 
complete, and the selection could change months after selection, because 
changing events may make a different route more feasible. 

 

These minutes were prepared and submitted by Dennis Hickethier, Project Officer, with input 

from CT&C. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Tuesday, May 21, 2019 from @ 5:30pm  
 

Location: Conference Call Using CT&C’s conference line 

Dial: 712-775-7031 / Passcode:  819-013-705# 

 

REQUESTED AGENDA – STUDY COMMITTEE MEETING #5 
Conference Call 

 

I. FOLLOW-UP FROM PUBLIC MEETING #1 

a. Addressing concerns 
b. Potential opportunities (PennDOT roads: e.g. Pumping Station Rd,. Tract Road. 

Emmitsburg Rd.) 

II. KEEPING THE PROJECT MOVING FORWARD 

a. Developing a Friends Group/Advocacy Group 

b. Studies showing potential benefits associated with: 
i. Flood mitigation 

ii. Economic Development 

iii. Property Value 
iv. Community Health 

v. Etc. 
c. Preparing an advocacy video.  

 

III. LOOKING INTO PADOT ROW  

a. Contact PennDOT District 8 to determine potentially available right-of-way for sidepaths 
along State highways, such as the sidepath extending along Old Harrisburg Rd. from 
Gettysburg to the Gettysburg Area High School. 

 

IV. CONTINUING TO SPEAK WITH PROPERTY OWNERS  

a. Arrange individual and very small group meetings to explain benefits and learn owners’ 
concerns. 
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The Gettysburg Area Recreation Authority 
Trail Feasibility Study 

for the 

GRAND HISTORY TRAIL (GHT)  
(Off-Road, Multiuse Trail from Gettysburg to the Maryland Border) 

When: Tuesday, September 24, 2019 @ 5:00pm  
 

Location: Charlie Sterner building at the Gettysburg Recreation Park at 545 Long Lane, Gettysburg, PA. 
 

REQUESTED AGENDA – STUDY COMMITTEE MEETING #6 
 

I. PROJECT UPDATES 

a. PADOT District 8 right-of-way information 

b. Developing a friends’ group/advocacy group 

c. Preparing an advocacy video.  

II. CONTINUING TO SPEAK WITH PROPERTY OWNERS  

a. Addressing property owner concerns 

b. Showing benefits associated with trail development. 

c. Arrange individual and very small group meetings to explain benefits and learn owners’ 

concerns. 

III. SELECTING A PREFFERRED ALIGNMENT 

a. Initially develop the off-road trail through GNMP and Tim-Shields property. 

b. Select an Interim on-road alignment south of Tim-Shields property 

c. Recommend an Ultimate off-road alignment that will require right-of-way negotiations 

with property owners. 

IV. DRAFT/FINAL REPORT 

a. Project Schedule / Next Steps 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Minutes – Grand History Trail – Study Committee Meeting #6, 9-24-2019        
page 1 

 

 

Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Study Committee Meeting #6 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Tuesday, September 24, 2019; 5:00-6:50 p.m. 

Next Meeting Date: To be decided 

 

1. See the attached meeting agenda.  The topics and headings below are taken from the 

agenda.  The bullets describe what was discussed or took place.   

2. Prior to the start of the meeting, Douglas Maisey, with Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC), 

distributed the following documents for each participant: 

a. A meeting agenda 

b. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Study Area Delineation Map”, DWG NO. A.1, showing 

most of the roads that they analyzed in the study area.   

c. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Alternative Alignments”, DWG NO. B, showing in 

yellow, places for a trail, a side path, or an advisory bike lane. 

d. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Alternative Segment Map”, DWG NO. C, showing 

alternative segments on roadways. 

e. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Interim ON-Road Alignment”, DWG NO. D, showing 

recommended routes for a trail, a side path, or an advisory bike lane.   

f. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Long-Term Alignment”, DWG NO. E, showing 

recommended routes for the final trail, side paths, and advisory bike lanes.   

g. Two 11x17 inch spreadsheets labeled “Segment Reach Analysis,” showing 

characteristics of 73 different segments of roads. 

h. An 11x17 inch spreadsheet labeled “Long-Term Recommended Alignment,” 

describing the start and end points for each trail segment and the characteristics 

of those 24 different segments of roads. 

 

3. Douglas also setup a projector for a PowerPoint presentation.   

4. A list of people attending is the third attachment. 

I. PROJECT UPDATES 

a.  PADOT District 8 right-of-way information.  Mr. Robert (Bob) Thomas, CTC, 

discussed the feedback they received from PennDOT and stated that most roads 

do not have sufficient right-of-way (ROW) to add side paths without also using 

privately owned land along roadways. 
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b.  Developing a friends’ group/advocacy group.  Mr. Thomas stressed the 

importance of forming an advocacy group to help in talking with landowners and 

educating the public on the benefits of the proposed trail.  Healthy Adams 

Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. (HABPI) currently serves in that capacity but the 

advocacy group needs to include more people.  Dennis Hickethier, President of 

HABPI, said that he envisions the Study Committee transitioning to an advocacy 

group once the trail study is complete and the committee no longer exists as 

part of the existing study.   

c. Preparing an advocacy video. Mr. Thomas stated that now would be a good time 

to create a video showing people using similar trails.  This time of year, with 

comfortable weather, is when trails are used a lot.  Mr. Hickethier asked if 

similar videos already existed to give people who have never been on trails, a 

feel for what it is like.  Mr. Thomas mentioned that the Rails-to-Trails 

Conservancy (RTC) might have something, but it would be easy enough to create 

on sometime this fall. 

II. CONTINUING TO SPEAK WITH PROPERTY OWNERS  

a. Addressing property owner concerns.  Mr. Thomas emphasized how important 

it is to talk to property owners to understand their concerns, so we properly 

respond.  He cited examples of how other trail developments have helped 

property owners deal with some of their concerns like stormwater management 

and access to land.   

b.  Showing benefits associated with trail development. Mr. Thomas mentioned 

that the RTC has some information on their website on this topic.  He felt that 

we need to stress these to our residents, especially if they may be directly 

impacted by the trail.  

c. Arrange individual and very small group meetings to explain benefits and learn 

owners’ concerns.  Mr. Thomas stated that most property owners will not speak 

honestly or openly in a public meeting because they are concerned about 

upsetting their neighbors.  It is much better to speak with them privately with 

maybe a couple of trail advocates. 

III. SELECTING A PREFERRED ALIGNMENT  

a. Initially develop the off-road trail through GNMP and Tim Shields’ property.  Mr. 

Thomas and Mr. Douglas Maisey, discussed the maps that had been passed out, 

which showed where they recommended the trail go on private property and 

where side paths and advisory bike lanes should be used.  As Mr. Thomas 

emphasized, his team made recommendations for where an immediate, interim 
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trail could be created using roadways, and then where the ultimate, preferred 

route would be located, using private land and roadways.   In all cases, using 

property owned by Mr. Tim Shields near Sachs Covered Bridge and south of 

there, is instrumental for development of the trail. 

b. Select an interim on-road alignment south of Tim Shields’ property.  Mr. 

Thomas and Mr. Maisey discussed this alignment, using maps they provided.  

c. Recommend an ultimate off-road alignment that will require right-of-way 

negotiations with property owners.  Maps and presentation slides were used to 

explain and show where this would be located.  The Gettysburg National 

Military Park (GNMP) and the Eisenhower Historic Site are key property owners 

whose cooperation is needed to make the trail a “continuous zone of 

wonderfulness” as stated by Mr. Thomas.  Hopefully, the trail will be able to go 

along Emmitsburg Road between Cyclorama Drive and Eisenhower Farm Road 

and behind the Eisenhower farm out to Red Rock Road.  Mr. Thomas and Mr. 

Maisey explained the spreadsheets they had created, listing all the road 

segments that had been evaluated using the following evaluation factors.   

• Start point 

• End point 

• Length in feet 

• Length in miles 

• Whether Share-the-Road, Side path, or Off-road trail recommended 

• ROW information 

• Vehicle Traffic Volume 

• Topography 

• Land parcels impacted 

• Whether a bucolic trail experience 

IV. DRAFT/FINAL REPORT 

a.  Project Schedule/Next Steps.  Mr. Thomas displayed a slide showing the Project 

Schedule.  The draft report should be completed in November.  We will 

schedule a Study Committee meeting to review the report and allow time for 

possible changes prior to a public meeting.  Mr. Thomas talked about deadlines 

for grants to pay for the next step of creating a Master Site Plan.  These are in 

the spring.  He mentioned grants from the Department of Conservation and 

Natural Resources, the Department of Economic Development, the Federal 

Lands Access Program, and the PA multi-modal grants from PennDOT.   
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We discussed procedures for our next public meeting.  Mr. Hickethier stated that 

he would schedule another Study Committee meeting to discuss the options and 

plan.  Actions mentioned were sending out postcards, providing information 

through different groups, but especially the townships in the study area.  Mr. 

Thomas mentioned getting the first responder community involved.  Mr. Paul 

Kellett, Freedom Township Supervisor, said that his township would not support 

providing money for the trail.  He wants the trail presented to his residents as a 

way to provide people with a scenic outdoor experience way that is free of 

businesses and further development.  Mr. Jim Paddock, Cumberland Township 

Supervisor, expressed concern about showing Shriver Road as part of the 

ultimate trail alignment.  Mr. Thomas stressed that we should strive to create 

the best trail experience and explain to dissenters why it should include Shriver 

Road, and the benefits it could provide.  In the end, the trail may not go there, 

but we should try to make it happen.   
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Grand History Trail Feasibility Study in Adams County 

Study Committee Meeting #7 

 

Meeting Date & Time: Monday, January 20, 2020; 5:30-7:00 p.m. 

People attending the meeting: 

 

NAME ORGANIZATION & POSITION CONTACT INFO 
 

Dennis 
Hickethier 

Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. 
Project Officer 
 

tdhickethier@comcast.net  
717-337-2932 

James Paddock Cumberland Township  
Township Supervisor 
 

jepaddock@centurylink.net 
717-334-3303 

Rich Luquette 
 

Liberty Township, Planning Commission 
 

rich.luquette@gmail.com 

717-642-3780 
 

Chris Berger 
 

Borough of Gettysburg-Council member 
 

cmberger35@yahoo.com 
717-339-7151 
 

Sarah Kipp Land Conservancy of Adams County 
Land Conservation Coordinator 

717-334-2828 
skipp@adamscounty.us  

 

Robert Thomas Partner in Charge 
Campbell Thomas & Co. 
 

rthomas@campbellthomas.com 
215-985-4354 

Douglas Maisey Project Planner 
Campbell Thomas & Co. 
 

dmaisey@campbellthomas.com 
215-720-5167 

 

1. Prior to the start of the meeting, Mr. Douglas Maisey, with Campbell Thomas & Co. (CTC), 

distributed the following documents for each participant: 

a. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Study Area Delineation Map”, DWG NO. A.1, dated 

January 20, 2020, showing most of the roads that they analyzed in the study area.   

b. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Base Map”, DWG NO. A.2, dated January 20, 2020, 

showing how different land areas are classified as being under Land Conservancy 

easements, being preserved farms, and being within the Gettysburg National 

Military Park.    

mailto:tdhickethier@comcast.net
mailto:jepaddock@centurylink.net
mailto:rich.luquette@gmail.com
mailto:cmberger35@yahoo.com
mailto:skipp@adamscounty.us
mailto:rthomas@campbellthomas.com
mailto:dmaisey@campbellthomas.com
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c. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Alternative Alignments”, DWG NO. B, dated January 20, 

2020, showing in yellow, places for a trail, a side path, an on-road lane, or an 

advisory bike lane. 

d. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Alternative Segment Map”, DWG NO. C, dated January 

20, 2020, showing alternative segments on roadways with four color codings that 

correspond to text in the draft report. 

e. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Interim ON-Road Alignment”, DWG NO. D, dated 

January 20, 2020, showing the recommended route for the first, quick trail.   

f. An 11x17 inch map titled, “Long-Term Alignment”, DWG NO. E, dated January 20, 

2020, showing the recommended route for the final trail, side paths, and advisory 

bike lanes.   

g. An 11x17 inch spreadsheet labeled “Segment Reach Analysis Chart (Reference 

Map C),” file dated January 17, 2020, showing characteristics of 40 different 

segments of roads. 

h. An 11x17 inch spreadsheet labeled “Segment Reach Analysis Chart-Interim On-

Road Alignment (Reference Map D),” file dated January 17, 2020, showing 

characteristics of 20 different segments of roads. 

i. An 11x17 inch spreadsheet labeled “Segment Reach Analysis Chart-Long-Term Off-

Road Trail Alignment (Reference Map E),” file dated January 17, 2020, describing 

the start and end points for each trail segment and the characteristics of those 22 

different segments of roads. 

 

INTRODUCTIONS 

Mr. Bob Thomas asked that we do introductions around the table so he and Doug could refresh 

themselves with the participants and their representation. 

 

AGENDA 

Bob said he wanted to focus on the following agenda topics, along with questions and 

suggestions about the trail study report from meeting participants: 

1. Confirming the presented trail alignments 

2. The type of trail surface we wanted and where 

3. Maintenance and management  

4. Where costs for trail segments would be applied 

5. Preparation for the public meeting in one week 

6. Continuing discussion with property owners 

7. Phasing the approach 

8. Adjusting the design  
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INPUT FROM STUDY COMMITTEE MEMBERS 
Mr. Dennis Hickethier, customer Project Officer, asked if we could first allow the committee 

members to provide their response to the draft report and ask questions.  Dennis pointed out 

that he had emailed his responses to everyone but had not seen any other responses.  He 

started immediately to his right with Mr. Chris Berger.   

a.  Chris asked for clarification about how the off-road trail would travel from Sachs Covered 

Bridge, through Mr. Shields property, to Red Rock Road.  Dennis displayed a very large map 

and was able to show on the map what was being proposed.  Several meeting participants 

gathered around the map and Jim Paddock provided clarification on where Mr. Shields 

wants the trail to go, relative to his property. Jim also noted that Mr. Shields prefers the 

Nature Center not be listed as a Trailhead. There was more discussion about neighboring 

properties and possible routes.  Doug suggested that we display this large map at the public 

meeting and Dennis certainly agreed.  Dennis also asked if CTC would print and display 

larger maps of those labeled B, C, D, and E.  This would make it much easier for people to 

see where the routes are proposed.  Doug said they could print the maps in 24x36 inch size. 

b. Chris asked about hours for the trail, especially on park service property, and possible 

lighting.  He wanted to know if it would be a dusk to dawn operation.  Bob stressed that the 

park service would dictate hours on their property and it is usually dusk to dawn but that 

can vary with the season.  He said this has been a problem on some trails that are used by 

commuters who travel in the dark with front and rear lights. It was also explained that 

lighting is a trail element that can be added in the future should the need present itself. 

c. Ms. Sarah Kipp asked if the side paths would need easements from property owners.  Bob 

said “yes” because few if any roads have sufficient right-of-way to add a separated bike 

lane. 

d. Someone asked, “What is the minimum width for this trail?”  Bob and Doug said that a 

multi-use trail is preferable 10-12 feet in width, but can be as narrow as  8 feet depending 

on the projected use and nature of the trail.  However, for some difficult situations and for 

short distances, it could be 4 feet.  Sometimes this creates a one-way effect with people 

waiting for others to cross a narrow bridge or trail pinch point.   

e. Mr. Rich Luquette asked if the route he recommended going down to Seton Avenue in 

Emmitsburg could be added to Map C or E.  There was a lengthy discussion about this route 

and how to display it.  Dennis pointed out that it is shown on Map B with the other 

alternatives and he felt that was sufficient.  Rich did agree that where we go after getting to 

Red Rock Road is a decision far in the future.  As the trail progresses, the route to Seton 

Avenue may become a better alternative or may disappear as an alternative.  Bob pointed 

out that we need to be aware of what is coming up from Maryland.  He learned recently 

that Emmitsburg is planning to improve the streetscape along Seton Avenue. 
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f. Mr. James Paddock provided comments throughout the above discussions.  He then asked if 

we had sought County approval to use the Eisenhower Bridge and Sachs Covered Bridge as 

part of the trail.  Dennis said they had not but would address the issue with the County 

Commissioners as Healthy Adams Bicycle/Pedestrian, Inc. usually brief the commissioners 

once a year on trail activities.  Dennis would also brief the staff at the Adams County Office 

of Planning and Development regarding the issue.  Bob mentioned that the September 11 

Memorial Trail will also cross Adams County.  He talked about how it would come from 

Chambersburg and continue from Gettysburg to Hanover and York.  We do not know if the 

County Commissioners are aware of that either. 

 

AGENDA- The type of trail surface we want and where 

Dennis suggested in his written response to the report, that we provide this suggestion by each 

segment.  That can be very time consuming.  He said that we want crushed limestone, as on 

most rural rail-trails, except where steep grades may necessitate a paved surface for stability.  

He wondered if there couldn’t be some general guideline that once a grade exceeds a certain 

number, paving is recommended.  Bob stated that there are other factors besides grade, such 

as drainage and soil types in the area, and desire for handicap accessibility.  Given our desire for 

crushed limestone, Bob said that CTC could make the determination for the segments we 

select. 

 

 AGENDA- Where costs for trail segments would be applied 

Dennis asked for clarification and as we now understand, the Study Committee needs to select 

one of the several alternatives to be costed out.  Dennis suggested we wait until after the public 

meeting.  We may need another committee meeting to make that determination.  The 

recommended off-road route will also be costed. 

 

AGENDA- Preparation for the public meeting in one week 

Dennis said he would like each township representative to talk for five minutes at the start, 

explaining why they support the trail, trying to win over some of their constituents.  Rich said 

that he felt they would be repeating each other and taking up time.  Jim echoed those 

sentiments.  Bob said that what was important was for someone to simply talk about how the 

townships and park service support the trail.  He suggested that we have a representative from 

the Gettysburg National Military Park, possibly Dafna Reiner who is a park employee and, on 

our committee, to state the parks support for the trail.  Dennis will ask Dafna if she or her 

supervisor could do this for us.  He or Bob will talk about township support for the trail.   

 

Dennis thought we were going to meet in groups again to hear and discuss the study report.  

Bob said that would be like going back to gather more input rather than present the report.  He 

said we need to thank the audience for their input at the previous meeting and allow them 
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questions during the presentation.  Consequently, the chairs will be arranged in rows.  Maps 

will be displayed on the walls prior to the meeting and committee members can stand by the 

maps and answer questions that meeting participants may have, prior to the meeting.  Bob and 

Doug are nearly finished with their PowerPoint presentation and will send it to committee 

members this week for a final review.   

 

Dennis said he wanted to start the meeting by talking about the benefits of creating the trail, 

stressing ways a landowner could benefit from the trail.  Dennis would like a handout about 

benefits that participants could take with them.  Doug showed some information that could be 

used for that purpose.  Dennis also asked if Bob could explain to participants how the easement 

and purchase of property for trails normally works, since that might persuade some 

landowners, or make them less hesitant.  Bob thought it would be good to do so and he will.   

 

AGENDA- Continuing discussion with property owners, and benefits to them 

As Bob pointed out, we need to continue to seek out and meet with property owners.  He 

mentioned the Radnor Trail and how there were many such meetings over several years before 

agreement for the trail was reached with property owners.  He stressed how it is important to 

try and find a benefit for individual property owners since every situation is a little different.  He 

recommended opening the part of the trail that is easy.  That gets the public quickly exposed to 

the trail so they are more likely to see the benefits and want more trail. 

 

AGENDA- Phasing the approach 

In his response to the draft report, Dennis suggested that the trail through the park be 

designated as Phase 1, while they also worked on Phase 2 which put the trail on property 

owned by Tim Shields.  Jim Paddock felt we should start work on Tim’s property since he is 

agreeable and the park trail could take a long time getting approved.  After a short discussion, 

we all agreed that this would be a better approach.  A number of actions can be taking place at 

the same time, but the priority should be on getting trail easements on Tim’s property. 

 

AGENDA- Adjusting the design 

Trail development is an evolving process.  New opportunities and new obstacles can appear at 

most any time.  We must be willing to follow new opportunities, while keeping our end goal in 

mind.   
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search ID: PNDI-701126
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_pedestrian_trail_connecti_701126_FINAL_1.pdf

1. PROJECT INFORMATION

Project Name: pedestrian/trail connection between Gettysburg and Emmittsburg - Grand History Trail
Feasibility Study
Date of Review: 1/13/2020 10:25:22 AM
Project Category: Recreation, Trails & Trailheads (parking, etc.)
Project Area: 3,672.13 acres 
County(s): Adams
Township/Municipality(s): CUMBERLAND; FREEDOM; GETTYSBURG; LIBERTY
ZIP Code: 17320; 17325
Quadrangle Name(s): EMMITSBURG; FAIRFIELD; GETTYSBURG
Watersheds HUC 8: Monocacy
Watersheds HUC 12: Lower Marsh Creek; Lower Rock Creek; Lower Toms Creek; Middle Creek; Upper Rock
Creek
Decimal Degrees: 39.797873, -77.281395
Degrees Minutes Seconds: 39° 47' 52.3435" N, 77° 16' 53.215" W

2. SEARCH RESULTS

Agency Results Response
PA Game Commission Potential Impact FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See

Agency Response

PA Department of Conservation and
Natural Resources

Potential Impact FURTHER REVIEW IS REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

PA Fish and Boat Commission No Known Impact No Further Review Required

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Potential Impact MORE INFORMATION REQUIRED, See
Agency Response

As summarized above, Pennsylvania Natural Diversity Inventory (PNDI) records indicate there may be potential
impacts to threatened and endangered and/or special concern species and resources within the project area. If the
response above indicates "No Further Review Required" no additional communication with the respective agency is
required. If the response is "Further Review Required" or "See Agency Response," refer to the appropriate agency
comments below. Please see the DEP Information Section of this receipt if a PA Department of Environmental
Protection Permit is required.

Note that regardless of PNDI search results, projects requiring a Chapter 105 DEP individual permit or GP 5, 6, 7, 8, 9
or 11 must comply with the bog turtle habitat screening requirements of the PASPGP.
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Pennsylvania Department of Conservation and Natural Resources Project Search ID: PNDI-701126
PNDI Receipt: project_receipt_pedestrian_trail_connecti_701126_FINAL_1.pdf

RESPONSE TO QUESTION(S) ASKED

Q1: Will the entire project occur within an existing building, parking lot, driveway, road, street, or maintained
(periodically mowed) lawn?
Your answer is: Unknown

Q2: Will the entire project area (including any discharge), plus a 300 feet buffer around the project area, all occur in or
on an existing building, parking lot, driveway, road, road shoulder, street, runway, paved area, railroad bed, maintained
(periodically mown) lawn, crop agriculture field or maintained orchard?
Your answer is: Unknown

Q3: Accurately describe what is known about wetland presence in the project area or on the land parcel by selecting
ONE of the following. "Project" includes all features of the project (including buildings, roads, utility lines, outfall and
intake structures, wells, stormwater retention/detention basins, parking lots, driveways, lawns, etc.), as well as all
associated impacts (e.g., temporary staging areas, work areas, temporary road crossings, areas subject to grading or
clearing, etc.). Include all areas that will be permanently or temporarily affected -- either directly or indirectly -- by any
type of disturbance (e.g., land clearing, grading, tree removal, flooding, etc.). Land parcel = the lot(s) on which some
type of project(s) or activity(s) are proposed to occur.
Your answer is: The project area (or land parcel) has not been investigated by someone qualified to identify and
delineate wetlands, or it is currently unknown if the project or project activities will affect wetlands.

Q4: How many acres of woodland, forest, forested fencerows and trees will be cut, cleared, removed, disturbed or
flooded (inundated) as a result of carrying out all aspects or phases of this project? [Round acreages UP to the nearest
acre (e.g., 0.2 acres = 1 acre).]
Your answer is: zero acres

Q5: Is tree removal, tree cutting or forest clearing necessary to implement all aspects of this project?
Your answer is: No

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

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

PGC Species: (Note: The Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review
may reveal more or fewer species than what is listed below.)
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Scientific Name Common Name Current Status

Bartramia longicauda Upland Sandpiper Endangered

Lanius ludovicianus migrans Migrant Loggerhead Shrike Endangered

Sensitive Species** Endangered

Sensitive Species** Special Concern Species*

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

DCNR Species: (Note: The Pennsylvania Conservation Explorer tool is a primary screening tool, and a desktop review
may reveal more or fewer species than what is listed below. After desktop review, if a botanical survey is required by
DCNR, we recommend the DCNR Botanical Survey Protocols, available here: 
https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/survey-protocols)

Scientific Name Common Name Current Status Proposed Status Survey Window

Carex buxbaumii Brown Sedge Special Concern
Species*

Special Concern
Species*

Flowers May / fruits June -
September

Carex tetanica A Sedge Threatened Threatened Fruits late spring - early
summer

Dichanthelium
oligosanthes

Heller's Witchgrass Special Concern
Species*

Threatened Vernal terminal panicles May
- early July, or late summer
or early fall

Euphyes dion Dion Skipper Special Concern
Species*

Special Concern
Species*

One brood in the north from
July-early August; two broods
in the south from May-
September

Juncus biflorus Grass-leaved Rush Special Concern
Species*

Special Concern
Species*

Fruits July - early November

Juncus brachycarpus Short-fruited Rush Endangered Endangered Fruits July - early November

Sensitive Species** Special Concern
Species*

Special Concern
Species*

Flowers June - July

Phlox pilosa Downy Phlox Special Concern
Species*

Endangered Flowers late May - June

Polites mystic Long Dash Special Concern
Species*

Special Concern
Species*

One brood from late May to
early August

Prenanthes serpentaria Lion's-foot Special Concern
Species*

Threatened Flowers August - early
October

Quercus shumardii Shumard's Oak Endangered Endangered Fruits September - October

Ranunculus pusillus Spearwort Special Concern
Species*

Endangered Flowers May - June

Ribes missouriense Missouri Gooseberry Endangered Endangered Flowers late April - May

Rudbeckia fulgida Eastern Coneflower Special Concern
Species*

Threatened Flowers August - October

Triosteum angustifolium Horse-gentian Special Concern
Species*

Endangered Flowers May - early June;
fruits July - August

PA Fish and Boat Commission
RESPONSE: 
No Impact is anticipated to threatened and endangered species and/or special concern species and resources.
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
RESPONSE: 
Information Request: Due to the proximity of this project to a bald eagle nest, it is possible that project activities may
disturb bald eagles, which is a form of "take" under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act and may require a
permit. The Service has prepared a project screening form to help you determine which specific measures may be
necessary to avoid disturbing bald eagles and their nests, based on the type and scope of your proposed project or
activity, and its distance from a bald eagle nest. Complete the "Bald Eagle Project Screening Form" (see 
https://www.fws.gov/northeast/pafo/pdf/Bald_Eagle_Project_Screening_Form_102716.pdf ) and implement the
measures identified on that form. Submit a copy of the completed Screening Form to the appropriate federal or state
permitting agencies (e.g., PA DEP).

* Special Concern Species or Resource - Plant or animal species classified as rare, tentatively undetermined or
candidate as well as other taxa of conservation concern, significant natural communities, special concern populations
(plants or animals) and unique geologic features.
** Sensitive Species - Species identified by the jurisdictional agency as collectible, having economic value, or being
susceptible to decline as a result of visitation.

WHAT TO SEND TO JURISDICTIONAL AGENCIES
 
If project information was requested by one or more of the agencies above, upload* or email* the following
information to the agency(s). Instructions for uploading project materials can be found here. This option provides the
applicant with the convenience of sending project materials to a single location accessible to all three state agencies.
Alternatively, applicants may email or mail their project materials (see AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION).
*Note: U.S.Fish and Wildlife Service requires applicants to mail project materials to the USFWS PA field office (see
AGENCY CONTACT INFORMATION). USFWS will not accept project materials submitted electronically (by upload or
email).
 
Check-list of Minimum Materials to be submitted:
____Project narrative with a description of the overall project, the work to be performed, current physical characteristics
of the site and acreage to be impacted.
____A map with the project boundary and/or a basic site plan(particularly showing the relationship of the project to the
physical features such as wetlands, streams, ponds, rock outcrops, etc.)
In addition to the materials listed above, USFWS REQUIRES the following
____SIGNED copy of a Final Project Environmental Review Receipt
 
The inclusion of the following information may expedite the review process.
____Color photos keyed to the basic site plan (i.e. showing on the site plan where and in what direction each photo
was taken and the date of the photos)
____Information about the presence and location of wetlands in the project area, and how this was determined (e.g.,
by a qualified wetlands biologist), if wetlands are present in the project area, provide project plans showing the location
of all project features, as well as wetlands and streams.
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4. DEP INFORMATION
The Pa Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) requires that a signed copy of this receipt, along with any
required documentation from jurisdictional agencies concerning resolution of potential impacts, be submitted with
applications for permits requiring PNDI review. Two review options are available to permit applicants for handling PNDI
coordination in conjunction with DEP’s permit review process involving either T&E Species or species of special
concern. Under sequential review, the permit applicant performs a PNDI screening and completes all coordination with
the appropriate jurisdictional agencies prior to submitting the permit application.  The applicant will include with its
application, both a PNDI receipt and/or a clearance letter from the jurisdictional agency if the PNDI Receipt shows a
Potential Impact to a species or the applicant chooses to obtain letters directly from the jurisdictional agencies. Under
concurrent review, DEP, where feasible, will allow technical review of the permit to occur concurrently with the T&E
species consultation with the jurisdictional agency.  The applicant must still supply a copy of the PNDI Receipt with its
permit application.  The PNDI Receipt should also be submitted to the appropriate agency according to directions on
the PNDI Receipt. The applicant and the jurisdictional agency will work together to resolve the potential impact(s). See
the DEP PNDI policy at https://conservationexplorer.dcnr.pa.gov/content/resources.
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5. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
The PNDI environmental review website is a preliminary screening tool. There are often delays in updating species
status classifications. Because the proposed status represents the best available information regarding the
conservation status of the species, state jurisdictional agency staff give the proposed statuses at least the same
consideration as the current legal status. If surveys or further information reveal that a threatened and endangered
and/or special concern species and resources exist in your project area, contact the appropriate jurisdictional
agency/agencies immediately to identify and resolve any impacts.
 
For a list of species known to occur in the county where your project is located, please see the species lists by county
found on the PA Natural Heritage Program (PNHP) home page (www.naturalheritage.state.pa.us). Also note that the
PNDI Environmental Review Tool only contains information about species occurrences that have actually been
reported to the PNHP.

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

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

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

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

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

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