
 Questions posed prior to vote on resolution to submit new $1.5M application 

 On paper, the proposal looks compelling.  But what this proposal leaves out is concerning.  My 
 first concern centers on critical information about the true costs, and the true outcomes that are 
 left out. Here are just a couple of critical questions left unanswered 

 1)  What is the total cost incurred by the township to date for the Chandler Mill section, and 
 what would this be if the remainder of this project is to be funded?  Each of these grants 
 that we have received and that we seek includes a commitment for a local match. No 
 information is provided about how much in local funds have already been spent, and 
 how more more must be committed.  I expect that these local costs continue to represent 
 the single largest discretionary expense incurred by the township, expenses that continue 
 to crowd out other possibilities.  For example, we are still paying off a $3M loan we 
 incurred to purchase Spar Hill years ago, yet Spar Hill remains closed to the public 
 because of a lack of money.  I suspect that we could open Spar Hill with the local funds 
 we are being asked to spend on this section. . 

 2)  Which parts of the trail - if any - would be usable once the $3M has been spent?  This 
 proposal seeks another $1.5M before long overdue plans to spend the rest of the previous 
 $1.7M have been finalized.  The proposal says nothing about So KTA is asking us to 
 spend at least $3.5M of public funds with no assurance that we will have created a single 
 usable mile of trail. 

 3)  What is the plan and proposed timeline for securing the remaining funds needed for this 
 section of the trail, and for the remaining sections to connect into Pennock Park  ? This 
 proposal also says nothing about the work still needed to finish just this section of the 
 Greenway on Chandler Mill Road, a plan that at the current pace could not be completed 
 before 2025, even if we managed to secure the additional $2 to $2.5M needed.  Even if 
 this section on Chandler Mill Rd is completed, the current plan creates a $5.5M trail to 
 nowhere, a trail that ends in a field short of Hillendale Rd, almost a mile and at least $1 
 to $2M short of the $1M underpass proposed under Pennock Park. 

 4)  What is the plan and proposed timeline for a viable connection into Kennett Borough? 
 The proposal provides no timeline for the next phase, no assurance of what we 
 realistically get by when. Our best case scenario is that, by 2027, and at a total cost of at 
 least $8M, we might be lucky to have a 2.5 mile trail that ends in another field north of 
 Pennocks Park, with no connection into Kennett itself. That presumes that we can secure 
 an additional $3-$5M, in addition to the $1.5M grant proposed here, and grant funding 
 already in hand. 

 What is being presented here is not an actionable, viable plan, and certainly not a fiscally 
 responsible plan. It is at best an aspiration, or a promise.  We cannot commit to this plan 
 without more information. 

 Supervisor Leff refused to allow these additional comments prior to the vote, and so these were 
 held until the public comment period. 



 The discussion underscores a second, important problem with the current proposal. As 
 illustrated by my questions, discussions about the Greenway leaves out important information 
 about its overall cost, timeline, and viability.  As a result, the greenway has been aggressively 
 marketed in ways that I believe is very misleading. I have publicly documented this in public 
 meetings and on OpenKennett.  In all but perhaps one case, every public claim and concern I 
 have raised about KTA’s recommendations has proven to be valid. And there are still more 
 concerns that will be raised through OpenKennett in the coming months. And these are 
 significant concerns. In the light of the misleading claims made about the greenway, I consider 
 claims of public support for the Greenway to be without merit. Public input and review when 
 important information about the cost, timelines, environmental impact, and functional use is of 
 little use 

 Consider the timeline I have outlined, which I have had to outline because the greenway 
 planners have not.  Will these businesses and these members of the public support spending at 
 least $8M for a 2.5 mile trail that at best might be completed by 2027, and that, right now, ends 
 in a vacant lot, a trail only half of which will meet the standards of a shared use trail. Consider 
 this in the light of concerns I began raising over 2 years ago, on the feasibility of the greenway as 
 a whole.  Concerns that this loop will never be completed for at least another 15-20 years , and at 
 a cost no less than $30M. Would these businesses and these members of the public support the 
 greenway under these conditions, while recognizing that pursuit of this initiative will crowd out 
 all other major discretionary expenses for decades, assuming that we can even fund this. 

 I am confident that almost every goal outlined for the greenway tonight, and that I have heard 
 on other occasions, can be met using other kinds of paths and trails, at significantly less cost, 
 less environmental impact, and significantly more quickly, than by pursuing the current plan 
 centered on a single continuous, shared use path. This is based on a careful assessment of the 
 number and type of likely users, based on analyses described in peer-reviewed research.  The 
 only user whose needs could only be met by the Kennett Greenway would be a person using a 
 wheelchair, or a beginning cyclist, who wants to complete more than 8-10 miles in one day, and 
 who is unwilling to drive 30 minutes to the Chester Valley Trail, the Enola Low Grade Trail, or 
 the Jack Markell Trail.  Why are we committed to a $30M path that will not be completed for 
 decades, when every other user can be accommodated on paths and trails that can be completed 
 far more more quickly, at lower cost, and with a lower environmental impact than the greenway. 

 I know that there will be many counter-claims raised over the coming days in an attempt, once 
 again, to discredit me.  Consider that claim repeatedly previously that I am against the 
 Greenway.  This is ironic given how often I utilize shared use paths, and how often I suspect my 
 detractors do not.  I would love a shared use path encircling Kennett.  I have logged at least 
 3500-4000 miles on my bicycle with my developmentally disabled daughter Margot over the 
 past 5 years, mostly on shared use paths.  I suspect that I have logged more miles on shared use 
 paths in the region than everyone else on the Trails and Sidewalks Committee, combined. I 
 search out paths and often try to ride paths yet to be completed, because I am excited about their 
 potential. Over the past month, this includes the recently completed Safe Harbor bridge and the 
 Fricks Lock section of the Schulkyll river trail - check these out -these trails are worth the 
 investment. The proposed Kennett Greenway is not. 



 I am happy to answer any questions about the claims I have made tonightwill publicly back up 
 every claim I make, and retract every claim that provide to be without support.  I am happy to 
 answer 


