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Plan Elements

= Vision & goals
= Engagement efforts
= Existing network analyses

= Active transportation network
recommendations

= Priority projects
= Policy & program recommendations

» Implementation




Vision & goals
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Vision Statement

The vision of the Orange Township Active Transportation Plan is a collaboration with local
government, residents, businesses, groups, and organizations to create a safe, accessible, and
well-connected active mobility network for users of all ages and abilities. This Plan encourages

healthy lifestyles, equitable transportation, environmental sustainability, and community
development by enhancing pedestrian and bicycle systems.
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Engagement Efforts
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Engagement Activities

= Steering Committee meetings
= Online survey

= Community pop-up

= \Web map survey
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Figure 9. Places People Want to Go on Bike or Foot
| walk for fun/recreation in Orange Township. 88.5%

| ride a bike for fun/recreation in Orange Township.

| walk for fun/recreation, but not in Orange Township.

I ride a bike for fun/recreation, but not in Orange
Township.

| walk as a way to get to where | need to go in
Orange Township.

I ride a bike as a form of transportation to get where |
need to go in Orange Township.

None of the above

Prefer not to answer

2.7%

0.5%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Figure 10. Why and Where People Walk or Bike

A second survey, this time in web map format, was developed to gather input about the draft
infrastructure recommendations. The survey allowed respondents to view existing, funded, and proposed
draft facilities, including sidewalks, trails or bikeways, and speed control improvement areas, and to

comment on proposed draft facilities.

The web map survey was similarly marketed through social media and a postcard mailer. A total of 197

individual responses were collected from mid-July

to mid-August 2023. Overall, the survey responses

showed a high level of support for the proposed draft facilities with over 125 people indicating support for
a project and only 10 people indicating they did not support a project. The results of the web map are

shown in Figure 11.
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Orange Township Active Transportation Plan
Survey Responses
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Figure 11. Active Transportation Project Support

Geographic and mapping information presented in this document is for informational purposes only, and is not suitable for legal,
engineering, or surveying purposes. Mapping products presented herein are based on information collected at the time of preparation.
Toole Design Group, LLC makes no warranties, expressed or implied, concerning the accuracy, completeness, or suitability of the
underlying source data used in this analysis, or recommendations and conclusions derived therefrom.
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Existing Network
Analysis
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Active Transportation
Network
Recommendations
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Recommendations:
All Projects
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Priority Projects
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Prioritization factors

Equity Connectivity to
(need and Safety Comfort existing
demand) infrastructure
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Orange Township Active Transportation Plan
Pedestrian and Shared Use Network Prioritization: Orange Township Jurisdiction
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Figure 36. Pedestrian and Shared-Use Network Prioritization (Orange Township)

Geographic and mapping information presented in this document is for informational purposes only, and is not suitable for legal,
engineering, or surveying purposes. Mapping products presented herein are based on information collected at the time of preparation.
Toole Design Group, LLC makes no warranties, expressed or implied, concerning the accuracy, completeness, or suitability of the

underlying source data used in this analysis, or recommendations and conclusions derived therefrom.
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Implementation Considerations

Roles & Responsibilities

« Orange Township

« Delaware County

- ODOT

« MORPC

« Olentangy Schools

 Local champions
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Funding & Maintenance

ODOT
MORPC
ODNR
OPWC

Monitoring & Evaluation

Connectivity
Safety
Livability
Accessibility

Economic development
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