b - Dissolved Oxygen

g/
3= Mlnlmum dally av
except during e

‘ va{ué;'horft6 exce§




20% of the samples col!ected durung any month
nor toexceed 20 OOO/IOO ml in more than 5% of
the samples‘.

-fz’- Not to exceed S 000/100 m! as a monthly averaqe
‘value; nor to exceed this: nUmber in-more than.
©20% of ‘the samples collected during any month;
nor ‘to exceed 20 000/100 ml nn’more than 5% of :
the sample.»

f3x- Not to exceed 5, OOO/IOO ml as a monthiy qeome- :
tl"!C mean. ;

,‘QﬂfkTurbndtty _
~fg' - Not to. exceed 30 units dur'nq the period 5/30-
9/!5, nor . to exceed a monthly mean of L0 un:ts;;
or:a maximum. of ISO unlts durlnq the remainder
of the year. ~ :

:1921— Max:mum monthly me an hO un;ts maxfﬁum value
- not to exceed 150 units.

h = Thr esh I“"p_p _yumber - Not to exceed 24 at. 60°
i Nga;_n; = Not less than zo mg/L |
J = MBAS (Methylene Blue Acttve Substance)

f’jj = Not to exceed 0 5 mg/L
’12'- Not to ‘exceed 1.0 mg/L

k - Total Manganese - Not to exceed 1. 0 mq/L
? - Fluo _ide - Not to: exceed 1.0 mg/L
m - _yanlde - Not to exceed 0 025 mg/L

n;é Su]fate -bNot to: exceed 250 mg/L or natural tevels,
whlchever is greater.

o - Chiorides
oy - Not 'to exceed !50 mq/L
92 -~ Not to exceed 250 mg/L

p o Phosphorus (total soluble) - Not to exceed- 0. 10 ma/L
. or: natural. levels, which-
ever is greater‘
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f7f; ;c; Groups of Criter!a :,>’T>

R

q -iPhenol “ Not to exceedwi'"

GROWP B

ay

‘k;‘Dissolved SoHds : by

L :Temperatureb ;t» *ff“' :f“?dl“  ;;:5fff difT"

‘7 :bls5o|ved Sollds  :?’ *~ ff%é f¥>:%wf aL' e

~_‘fSectlon 7 The followlng crfteria speciflc to streams in Chester ,
County are excerpted as follows' : . .

DELAWARE RlVER BASlN

: Descrlptlon of Waters L ,"ExceﬁtiOn$ to
Zone S : Limits of - Standard Water Speclf!c
Number " Name '5Zone .i';ﬂ _Use List Crlteria

Ol 10! l) ,Whlte Clay Source to Pa.- CAdd 1.1 _Group A
~ . "Creek Copel. State . L
g "Aglinek

01.101.11.11 Red Clay Add 1.1 Group A’
. g iCreek : Cpn

o102 =*Brandyw3ne Confluence of Add 1.3 Group B;
R N Creek . East and West e ‘Add h -and
© Branches to - : i Yooy
"Pa.*Del.,State B ~
»Line L




"SUSQUEHANNA REVER BASIN

Descr’ptron of Waters S . Exceptions to

'Zone S : Lumsts of Standard Water. Specific
Number ;ﬂgmg .. _.dZone - Use List ~_ Criteria
- 02.102 Octoraro 'fConfluenCefcf - Add ]}l f . Gfédp A

o Creek "East and West and 1.3 e

Branches of Pa.-
 Md, State Line

;>CHESAPEAKE BAY BASIN_

Descr:ptton of Waters ; . . Excepf?bns to

“Zone. . » » . Limits of ~ Standard Water Specific
~Number. v;.;ﬁgmg‘ ‘“v_ggppww_ __Use List Crnteglp
20.101.11  Little Elk  Source to Pa.-  None = Group B
o i~Creek: - ,Md State Llne ' ‘ o
20.101.12 . Big,E]E f ’ Confldeﬁce of Ndne _ = Group B
‘ Creek East and West - g

Branches to Pa.-
Md, State Line
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-~ IMPLEMENTAT 10N PLAN
INTERSTATE WATERS

 CHESAPEAKE BAY

Zone 20.101.11: Little Elk Creek - Present. compliance status un-
S » known. . No cases in Pennsylvania. Conduct a stream
~survey and submit an: abatement. plan, if necessary,
by December 31, 1968 Secondary treatment requlred ‘
“and provnded :

Zone 20.101.12: Big Elk Creek - Present comp!tance status unknown.
o - One case provudes secondary treatment. Conduct a
stream survey and submit an abatement plan, if
necessary, by December 31, 1968. Secondary treat-
ment requlred ‘ ;

SUSQUEHANNA RlVER BASIN

Zone 02, 102 Octoraro Creek - Present compliance status unknown.

: ;_S!x discharges on entire watershed all provide sec-
ondary treatment, Conduct a stream survey and sub-
mit an abatement plan, if necessary, by December 31,
1968. Secondary treatment required.

DELAWARE . RIVER BAS IN

Zone 01.101.11: White Clay Creek - Present compllance status un-
o . known. Secondary treatment required and provided.
Conduct a stream survey and submit an abatement
plan, if necessary, by December 31, 1968

Zone 01.101.11.11: Red Clay Creek = Compliance status unsatis-
o factory due to bacteria (coliform) pollution.
Secondary treatment required and provided.
‘Adequate disinfection needed. .

Zone 01.102: Brandywine Creek - Compliance status unsatisfactory

i due to bacteria (coliform), taste and odor, and
fluoride pollution. "Secondary treatment required
-and provided. :

Major Case:

Present Materials to
Case Name Treatment be Contro]led

Coatesville Secondary Fluorides Modify permit

Chester County ‘ : . by 6/30/68 to

Lukens Steel Co. ‘ : control fluorides
B ER ’ 0 ~in discharge.




‘:‘.;2, ‘}

Taste “and odor prob]ems are’ reportedly due'
to the presence of ﬁs}ippmycetes,tn secon= .-
dary " ;ndustr:a] waste treatment work efflu-
ents. These’ traat'\nt works are required

;to prOV|de by ‘San tary Water Board order,
a very hlgh’deqree:(Shé BOD Reduction) of

‘treatment. Further study s needed to'de-
“termine if the ’ctln;mycetes problem, which
.‘occurs intermittently at random’ snterva]s,
Ccan be resolved without adVersely affectnng‘_

k~the BOD Reductzon.
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DRAINAGE BA3INS GUIDE BEVERAGE FACTLITIES PLANN-

Tha topography of a reglon ig a primary consid-
sration In the design of sewerage facilities, Sopanation
of the total reglan into its componant drainage basing
rosults in visual represontation of Broad sewage sor-
vice arons, h ]

Most areas can best be carved by gravity soa-
wrs §onerally following tho valley of a drainage basin
with troatment: factlities at a convenient, downstream
lecation. { i

Threa ostegaries of drajnage hasing are shovm L
an this map:Major Basin, Sub-Major Bagin,and Minor -
Win. Pach category i3 o smaller division of the pro-
VipUS category.

Ihis map was compiled from & more detailed
andlysis mado originally on the U,.8.Geological Survay
~«q 1" to 2000 ft. topographic quadrangias.

4 MAJOR RBASIN ~———
‘ CRUM
SUB-MAJOR BASIN
DOE
MINOR BASIN A TErh
fi
==
s
x
j‘ = P a
W J
= fers 2 .';m\-'—
& K/ VpLEE 4
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SCALE IN AULES
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- o . 1 ' » ' i a 1
dwiant BRANCH RN N e e
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ATLAS OF CHESTER COUNTY

PLANNING AREAS

based upon drainage basins

CHESTER COUNTY
PENNSYLVANIA

Compiled in 1967 and 1968 by Roy F. Weslton Inc. on Chester County Planning Commission Base Ma
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EXISTING SCWERAGE FACILITIES SERVE THE COUNTY

Gounty sre now served by sewage collection and treat- L
ment facilitios, Public systems owned and oparatod X

| by municipalitics authoritios serve the groatn st numbor %

gt peopla.

many private systems scrve institutions, iodustiesz, o
and commercial ostablishments. : .

worvad by public and quasf-public sewernge systeme
ax of the suminer of 1967. The location of vach instit—
uttona), indumtrial, end commorcial treatment facility ts
also shown,

of the Panneylyania Departmant of Health, and from per—
3onal contacts and visits to the various euthorities in-
jrwmst | volvod.

Many of the densoly populsted araas of the

Some private syatems serve the publio, and o

o et T

Coriu ,-H:n_.v.'
™y

N

Thiz map shows the Jacilitios and the areas

ot
A .\.:k.\’m "y

Tha information was géthered from the reconds

SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT
SEWAGE PUMPING STATION
GRAVITY SEWER
FORCE MAIN
l SEWERED AREAS

PRIVATE TREATMENT FACILITY
‘ DESIGNATION ISEE TABLE (N

REPORT TEXT) ]

3
JTthepels ! _2_11’

T

SCALE IN MILES
" -

P T e, N el T

) - 1INCI ~ 2 MILES

[T St

2

e

1126520

Compiled in 1967 and 1958 by Roy . Weston Inc. o Chester County Planning Commiission Base Map

o SEWERAGE FACILITIES [
and SEWERED AREAS

CHESTER COUNTY
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SEWERED AREAS EXPAND WITH POPULATION GROWTH
AND DEFINE THE ARTAS THAT CAN HAVE SMALLER LOTS

Puture sowered areas encompass both existing
unsewerad populated arcas and oxpected future popule
lated ares. The growth of sewered areas is shown
for two successive ten~year periods;1368through 1978,
and 1978 through 1988,

The first phase of sewered area oxpansion is
dirocted primarily toward those areas prosently exper—
tencing sowage disposal probloms. During the sagond
ton-year period seworage services ore axpanded into
those areas where additional population growth is ex-
peoted.

The sewered areas prosentoed oA this map provide
guidelines for sewerage facilities growth,

It 15 expected that the ten-year plan for 1968~
1978 will specifically mect the requirements of Penn-
sylvania Act 537-the Sewage Pacilitles Act;and thatthe
twenty-year plan will help meat the Federal requirement
for a metropolitan plan.

& The proposcd sewered arcas are particularly im-
portant because they automatically define the areds
whore smaller lots are possible, The areas will need
not only seviars but other urbon services,

] Thae areas proposed for scwers are related tcthe
g land use plans of the municipalities, and the overall
1l highways and other plans of the Chester County Plann-

F ing Commission. The amount of land proposed for sew-
ers is related to the amount needed to serve the pop-
lataed projuctions,

|
OO T TS

SEWERED AREAS (2

EXISTING Ny

1960 - 1978 a

1978 - 1988

e ]8T s

Existing and Future
SEWERED AREAS
CHESTER COUNTY
BCALE IN MILFS PENNSYLVANIA
(Srore honms o < —
| LY "1"" 1 INCH =2 MILES

-
5

126,520

Compiled in 1967 and 1968 by Roy F. Westan Inc. on Chiester County Planning Commission Base Map
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ATLAS OF CHESTER COUNTY

EXPANDED SEWLRAGE FACTLITIES SERVE A GROWING
POPULATION

Futumm saowernge facilitios will meet the needs
of § i Ext to existing sys-
tems and totally new systems are shown for two succ-
essive ten-yoar periods; 1968 through 1978 and 1378
through 1988.

Faoilitios construoted during the first ten-year
period will provide public soweraga to areas presently
savogo di 1p . During tho
second ten~yoar pericd sowarage facllities will be fur-
ther axpanded to sorve additional population areas.

The facllities presented on this map provide over
all guidelinas for futwre rogional, multi-municipal,and
muniaipal sewnrago projocts.

It is expectad that the ten-year plan for 1968-
e § 1978 will speciiically mect the requiroments of Ponn-
aylvania Act 537. The Sewage Tacilitios Act; and that
the twanty-year plan will help meet the Paderal require
tnants for a metropoiitan plan.

196| 1978
EXSTING 1978 1988

SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT ] = L

SEWAGE PUMPING STATION e . *

GRAVITY SEWER

FORCE MAIN —_——e wm—— mao-
NOTEt MINOR FACILITIES SUCH AS SUB-TRUNK SEWEXS
AND LIFT STATIONS NOT SHOWN

TREATMENT PLANT CAFACITY (MGD) 140

SEWER CAPACITY (MGD)

Existing and Future

SEWERAGE FACILITIES

CHESTER COUNTY
PENNSYLVANIA
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1126720
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=" Compiled in 1957 and 1968 by Roy F. Westan Inc. on Chester County Planning Commission Base Map
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bt Sewage Treatment Plant n J
STING Sewage Pumping Station & O
1968-1978 Gravity Sewer, Size ol r
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Sewered Areas EXISTING PROPOSED
S Sewage Treatment Plant i a |
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1968-1978 Gravity Sewer, Size .
1978-1988 o e e
Force Main, Size ==
8
iy
e
ool d g
’.;.4-5*&_,1_., _'i!"": T GHURCH
i ‘:7‘.‘&?”" Grote T W
e f '] Quas, I’S')'r = 0 R
&’ N ] J

1 _ '-;%‘6' &/)f, -
-~ PARKESBURG AREA|  \,
a EXISTING AND PROPOSED

SCALE

SANITARY SEWERAGE SYSTEMS T A St e =T

w;



P i

s - i i — = . . —

R TR o= S AR
- 4
| ‘_
— .
] Severed Aroas EXISTING PROPOSED .
: Sewage Treatment Plant ] ] |

EAISTING Sewage Pumping Station ® O

3 1968-1978 Gravity Sewer, Size - - ]
] 1978-1988 e = L= i
Force Main, Size B LI e ‘:

"
¥ |
=
TN
2
11’ Longweod I‘:e'_.rr

s | ™ 47?:# 'iu;f?-‘\"'
: RO e o e
% SR TR oM ( SR

ﬂ“’?:')/
o

H

~JECOrE LA
“Cedairft

st G
oty

JE

OXFORD AREA

~ . KENNETT SQUARE AREA
] At EXISTING AND PROPOSED 3
} SANITARY SEWERAGE SYSTEMS i

. R o e 3 IEYAE N TSR PNUS IS 3.2



Sewered Areas

1 . ) Sewage Treatment Plant
i n EXISTING Sewage Pumping Station:
19681978 Gravity Sewer, Size
1978-1988 e
Force Main, Size
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J Sewered Areas EXISTING PROPOSED
| Sewage Treatment Plant 1 3 ;
S EXISTING Sewage Pumping Station -] (@) i
: . 1968~1978 Gravity Sewer, Size
I NS, ik
- 1978~-1988 sub-mains, inlerais

Force Main, Size
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ﬂ- e Sewage Treatment Plant = g
- = NG Sewage Pumping Station ® O
%% 1968~-1978 Gravity Sewer, Size -
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Sewered Areas

BT Sewage Treatment Plant B 3
Nl NG Sewage Pumping Station L ] o]
%“%&c 19681578 Gravity Sewer, Size
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. 19781988 P

-Force Main, Size
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Sewsred Areas

(= ! Sewage Treatment Plant n ]
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APPENDIX E

Appendix "E" has been added for the pufpose of
periding“aid‘ditional information as requested in
letter f_rbm_ the Stafe Director of the PHA on Aug-

ust 19, 1968.
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. APPENDIX E

L. ILetter from State Director, P-HA
m. Introduction = Background (Revised)
o III S Required Materials Part 1

. A*-
A2

Indus try

Existing Pinancial Institutxons (Chart)»

- Retai_l T.rade_

~ Land Value (1964)

Empl‘o_ymenf and Growth

‘In‘c’ome -

; Agricultural Economy and Associated Land
Use. (Includes Charts)

B
A4

: Future Trends in Use of‘N‘a‘tural Resources

V. _Correction, Page 83 Paragraph 2 }

: ;‘bTopo Map, Part II A~2




i OPTICNAL WORM MO, 16
© U RAY 1582 KOTTION
o esareme (o o) sena

_ UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

| Memomndum

| . County Supervisor, FHA T e S S Ci ‘
) LancastEr, PennSyivania e ‘DAIE'vAVE“Bte19:.1963

R

State Dlrector, FHA SR e ; o ‘Q?
Harrlsburg, Pennsylvania : e : ' 6‘ (n ]

Chester County Comprehensive Sewer Study

We have rev1ewed the plan submitted to this offlce in accordance with
State Office Bulletin No. 68& dated July 12, 1967 and uish to make
the follow1ng CQmments

l ~ We cannot locate the tOpographlc map required by Part II, A-2,
perhaps this is available in the Flanning Commissioner's office,
but it should be reproduced and made a part of :the comprehensive

sewer plan

2 - Part I A—Z under the reqnired materlals. It is our opinion that
the ‘economic condltlon has a conslderable effect upon the comprehen—
sive plan. 'We are sure that this was taken into consideration when
the plan was prepared, however; it is our opinion that considerable
more - detail should be included in this portion of the report. . Some
-of -the items would be the report of personal income, financial- in— L

~stitutions in existence, real estate trends, manufacturing and
~commercial establlshments, employment and growth area. The agricul—’
‘ture land use patterns and trends is covered on Page 31 of your -
report. It is our opinion more detail should be included under the
above paragraphs as to the 196& agriculture statistics, Information
on- agrleulture relative to the number: of farms, types of farming and
gross income, percentage of tenants on farms and other imformation
that would be important in the next 10 or 20 years as to the shift

- of this agriculture area to non-agriculture use. .This also would
reflect the needs for sewers in these rural areas that may not be
now ‘developed. s

3 = Also under Part I, A—h, the information on natural resources where
the development uill take place should be discussed in more detail as
it relates to the future p&anning and development of specific areaa.
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County Supervisor, FHA o .¥-+2;¢;“‘ i August 19,51968 e
Lancaster, Pennsylvania o Chester Co. Comprehensive Sewer Study

Sy It 1s our suggeetion that the statement that appears in the intro-
.. duction of the report, discussing the requirements of Act 537 be-
~eliminated.  Our discu551ons w1th the Pa. Department of Health
relativeé to comprehen81ve nning reqpirements by their -agency in
L1966 appeared to be fully met by_the contract executed. between the
- Planning Commissxon and the ultant. It is our opinion that this
- statement does not contribute to this report and may create a viola~
-1tion of the grant agreement with this agency. j_:, , . ;

Coh e Informetlon presented ‘on Page 83, paragraph 2 whxch discussed the g
s grants that may be available from the State under Act lB(Community o
Faclllties Act), perhaps should be updated. Information received
from the Pa. Department of Commerce that the grants cannot exceed -
) ;»25% of the project costs or $50,000 (whxchever is lesser) as a maxi-
~ mum grant., The’ funds are for the purpose. of assisting ellgible com~
" munities towarda the construction of collection lines for a sewer project
but does not include interceptors or treatment plants. The funds are -
also available for the conetruction of a domestic water system in ite g

“We- recommend that the report be submltted to the PEnnsylvania Department of
 Health for their ‘consideration as to meetlng the requirements of Act 537.
No - written ev1dence has been included to indicate that this p&an is or is>
“not acceptable. : ‘,, S

We appreclate hav1ng the opportunlty of reviewing this report and are hopeful:
that the comments made in this memo will be ‘considered by the Planning Com= —
-mission’ before‘”doptlng the County p&an as the final report. It is suggested
that the Flannlng‘Commission meet with you and discuss the comments made and
;,then 1 a general meetxng with the various agenciee, who are concerned uith ’
. the final report.; i . ; i : i : : o

f~When you receive a copy‘of the Reaolution passed by the Pmannlng Commisaion
- approving the final payment of the contract, you may authorize;payment, it
you are satisfied that all cmmmenta made in t 4

- .cm fbb

cer Dlstrict Supv., FHA B
Lancaeter, Ra. pf R




 I. __INTRODUCTION _

-Backgr ound 3

: In an Agreement executed 22 ]une 1966 and under a grant
from the . Farmers Home Admmistration the Chester County Planning -
Commission retained and authorized ROY F. WESTON to prepare an
official Comprehensive Plan for municipal, or public-type, domestic °

sewerage. systems which should be developed, in addition to present g

-systems, to. adequately serve the present and probable future needs S
‘of Chester County : . :

_ The Department of Health as well as many of the local
officials consequently urged the County to accept responsibility for
preparing the "Official Plan" required of the (73) municipalities in
-+ Chester County. As a result an Addendum to the basic Agreement

‘between the Chester County Planning Commission and ROY F. WESTON,C’

executed 6 April 1967 provided for an increase in the scope of work.,

Ina subsequent “ Guide for Official Plan Review“ adopted .

by the sewage Advisory Committee on 4 December 1967~ :

(a.) It was recognized that public sewerage systems can best
be de31gned to serve watersheds which cross municipal
‘boundaries and : ,

o (b.) Area«wide comprehensive planning, and submission of an
.. . .area-wide Official Plan by more than one municrpality was
encouraged : SR

19 .




‘EQUIRED MATERIALS PARTI

52 Industry i

hester C nty Industrial owth Contmues Steady Rise i

o j“percent or (7 676) of the oounty s industrial workers “some 250 f
_ than the previous year. Within this group were 3 stee mills that r

ed 6,606 workers, the 1argest single mdustry in the county S
*total employment

e bftwo ,comput‘er‘firms This. group, incudentally, added l 030

the year for the next-to-largest increase of any group. Lar'
was in yet another of the heavy industrial groups SIC 36 electrical

: sent about 58 er t of the indu tnal workers 1in the ounty Two other -
general groups, the food process rs (SIC 20) and the chemical industry
(SIC 28) also employ sigmficant percentages of the al: the former al-
most 10 percent, with 3,054 workers in 43 factories, including 1,297 in
15 can ningiplants, the latter about 8 percent, with 2,642 employees,
- half of which work in 2 ph maceutical firms among the 27 establishw
- me ‘ts in the group. p i




‘ Wages and Salaries Up 10% Over 1966

Wages and salaries w1th the largest dollar 1ncrea se in

: ~-the past (Pigure 2) . " About 27 percent or. $61 6 million, was pro-
g rvided by the pr1mary metal group, and $48 5 million, or 21 percent;
S oupe $8.7 million,; by the non—electrical machmery 1ndustry Both are
several percentage points above their share of employment and re-
flect the high skills required’ of workers in these industrles. The

. same increase, $8.7 million was reported by the electrlcal mach~
inery industry, and virtually doubles ‘the previous year s payroll

. ‘These substantially larger payrolls, of course, reflect the more ,
than 1,000 new jobs provided by these industmes during the year
The chemical and food industries, w1th $17. Z and $15 8 millions
‘in wages and’ salarles follow next in order. :

| Industrial Production Up $28 1/2 Million :

Wlth the substantial gains shown by the other indicators,

it is almost axiomatic that the value of the county' s industrial pro-
duction should be greater than during the preceding year.. -This was |
the fact, with the increase reported at $28 1/2 million, pushing the
total to a 10-year high of ($901,525,000 (Figure 3). The primary me-
tal group, of course, produced the largest dollar amount, $209 million,
. “or 23 percent of the total. This figure was about $14 milliom below -
the previous year's amount, a condition that was general throughout the
industry during 1967. The chemical industry also. reported a lower pro-
duction value, but, at $162.1 mlllion it still represented 18 percent -
second largest in the county Offsetting these reductions in value were
the non—electrical machinery group, up almost $17 million, to $108.3.
‘million; the food processors, up about $13 million to $84. 8 million, and
the electrical machinery manufacturers at $33. 6 million up over $7
million. ~

- Value of Production Up 83% Over 1957

The final graph outlines the percentage changes and relation-
ship of the various indicators over a 10-year span, using 1957 as a base
year, Employment, during that period, has increased by 38 percent, add—
ing over 9, 000 workers to the county's industrial establishments. Reflect-
ing this increase, and a ‘higher wage scale as well, industrial payrolls
have almost doubled (99 percent increase), thereby adding $114 million
to the income of the mdustrially employed The value of production also
grew substantially -= about 83 percent —_ some $408 million above the
‘base year. : C
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. . The number of establishments at 356 was llO greater than
Sl reported at the beginning of the period In terms of personal income the :
Sl average employee earned about $4 850 annually in 19587, By 1967 this L
Is amount stood at almost $7 OOO one of the highest in the state. ’ '

e There are several concentrations of industry in the county.

o l.argest is in the City of Coatesville which has 15 plants including ,
A steel mill, that employed 5,911 workers had a payroll of $47 million,

_,and produced ;goods valued at $137 9 million. . Tredyffrin Township, W.lth

a computer eqmprnent firm among its. 14 establishments reported indus-~

trial employment as 4, 336, with wages. ‘and salaries at $37.3 million and

‘value of production of $80.8 million, Four boroughs Phoenixville Down-

= ingtown Spring City, and West Chester, all had between 24 450 and 3,025

workers in plants within their boundaries whose production value was be— ‘
-tween $60 million and $95 million in 1967 . MEN

" Retail Trade Increasings in Chester County

Based upon employment and sales figures from 1962 and 1963,
and 1967 retail trade in Chester County has been increasing.- Bmployment :
in retail trade. has increased 25% between 1962 and 1967; this compares
with the 10% value for the Philadelphia SMSA. Retail sales in Chester

V_'_County amounted to $326,587,000 in 1967 compared with $259 097,000
in 1963, an increase of 21% in four years. -This percentage increase is
‘ .’equal to the retail sales percentage increase of the Philadelphia SMSA

'Location of Retail Trade Actwrty

The location of retail trade activity is centered in the urban -

. j“places and along the major highways within: the County. There is close
-‘[;correlation between this retail activity and the enclosed map showing
& a[areas zoned for commercral as well as industrial and row house uses.




. Set

- Type
National Banks h

" , State Banks

. Pederal Savings -

& Loans

State Savings
& ILoans
‘Federal Credit
& Tnions

State Credit
Unions

EXISTING FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS IN CHESTER COUNTY (1966)

, Numberv

9

3

19

17

- o o
_of Members'

Capital - - _Surplus_

In Thousands

of Dollars

- Deposits

 Demand-

- Time

" 26, 553

27,665

12,954

§$ 3,157 $10,981

935 2,565
_ Assets : |

. $64,104

o $41,251

Loans

: $86,124 =

119,328

Reserves:

$84,030

39,559

~Amount

58,490  $6,201

a1z

_Share Accounts

$7,418




©1. The composite. map s
the p ot nd| identiz t r
‘¢ial zoning and residential row-house zoning as.6f
1962, The small scale’of the map prohibits ‘any: mdlc—

ation of detailed zofning, mmcu]arly in she bunlt-u i

¢ SAreas.

This mapis based upon a simﬂar map pnepsred by
ihe Fel's Institute:In: 1959 “Somewhat updated and ‘cor-:
: rected bythe Chester County Flanning Commission .

Curate’ )ocal ‘ZOning wmaps; this map:cannot be giiar:
emeed as accurate or. eomplete. E

s tha: C wve_y :oo itte !and

ig:zoned for industry. and o6 much for uneonfined coms~.
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Table

Manufacturlng Employment Change:ﬂ»’ i

Total
Products

~ Food & Klndred
Textile Mills
ﬁApparel & Related
Lumber & Wood
‘-Furniture & Fixtures
Paper & Related ,
Prmting & Publishmg
” -»Chemicals :
‘»Petroleum Coal
Stone, Clay & GlaSS _
: Rubber & Misc. - Plastics‘
‘Primary Metals
: Machmery

Supplies
: ‘Transportatlon Equlp. :
lnstrument ‘
Ordinance & Access. e
Mlsc.. :

. 516
6,443

| Lot

_Elec Machinery, Equip. & oo

26,619

3,851
s
996
144
288
11709‘ 

688

2,519

- 877
- 340

259

aa
o841
2,617

29,752

3,070

615

o1, 254

‘143
311

602

~0 997
71930';
1,633

1,101 .
369

75

. 192

32,677

3,054
590

1,327
141
299 -

1,721

- 896

2,642

g
850

1,101
7,676

2,779
1992

452

325
179




Manufacturmg Employment Statlstxcs .

, - Between 1962 and 1966 the number of persons employed in the
manufacturmg 1ndustry 1ncreased by 3; 133 from 26,619 to 29 752 This
increase was 12%. ‘The greatest increase, by number took place in the
prlmary metals and machinery 1ndustr1es ‘with increases of 1, 487 and

1,435 respectlvely. The chemlcal industry 1ncreased the most when

looked at employment by percentage with 49%. :

There Were also decreases in employment during the 1962 to
1966 pemod The greatest decrease was in the electrical machinery,
 equipment and supplies 1ndustr1es in both numbers (down 958) and per-
‘centage (38/;) : : S

Employment contlnued an increase between 1966 and 1967.
An mcrease of 2,925 was realized from 29,752 to 32,677. This wasa
percent increase of 9%. The 1ndustry showing the greatest increase
both in numbers and percent of employment growth was the electrical
machlnery, equlpment and supplies, up 1218 employees or 77% from
1966,

’ Prxmary metals, whlch had the largest increase in numbers
between 1962 and 1966, decreased in numbers by 254 between 1966
and 19 67 which was the greatest decrease for the period.

For the overall per1od from 1957 t6 1967 except for the years
1961 and 1963 durlng which ‘there was a decrease in the number of per-
- sons employed, there has been a steady growth in manufacturing employ-
"ment from approximately 23,600 in 1957 to 32,677 in 1967, This County
expand, and new c¢ompanies moved into Chester County.

- Income

Dlstrxbutlon of incomes 1n the County is not uniform. In 1960
and certainly true today, the higher incomes are found in ‘the eastern
mun1c1pallties of the County :

This is the comblned influence of the Philadelphia - Wilming-
‘fon metropolitan reglon. The average median family income in 1960 in
the County was $6600, It is estimated currently that this figure is closer
to $10,000,
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~ -';:alfalfa . In 1ivestock categories in the number- of hogs increa sed while

'many other types of economic statistics about $55 million in total agri-

":flf's_and 57,993 or about 12% in the still useable Class III Cropland. Thus

Agrlcultural Economy and Land Use Encroachment in Chester County

: -'g_ : Chester County is Second in Value of Agricultural Products in Pennsylvania ’

: As the attaohed statlstics mdicate, Chester County is Pennsyl-

: vania 5 number two County: in overall value of farm products and number
_one'in Pennsylvama in total receipts for crops and horticultural speciallties
(1ncluding employees, value 'of land structures and equipment, mushrooms
and rose bushes) Of mterest is the high yield per acre in wheat corn. -

» Despite the drastic reduction 1n the total number of acres of .

.“eropland in Chester County from’ 358, 000-in 1949 10 269 000 in l964 total
*productlon has not dropped proportionately, because of the increase in

’ vield. - ‘Much of this loss in our County is not due to dlrect urban encroach—

ment. Your Southeastern Pennsylvania Reglon has gained over the years in .

: relative value to: the rest of the Commonwealth despite the greater loss to
: bamzation. B » i :

Even in national ranklngs Chester County is flrst in mushrooms,
;third in nurseries, greenhouses and flowerss; approx1mately 16th in-dairy;
and 47th in values of all farm products, and in the first 100 out of 3099
'counties in several livestock categories o - S

. In terms of actual production between 1957 and 1967 according

. _to the annual reports of the Pennsylvania Crop Reporting Service, Chester
;.»County gained in both acreage and production of corn, - -wheat, potatoes
“-and held its 1957 production despite loss of acreage in barley, hay and

other categories (sheep, chickens) decreased. ~In the 1mportant dairy
1ndustry the number of milk cows ‘cropped substantially from 44;000 in -
1957 to 32 600 in 1967, yet total mllk production remained approxrmately o
level : ; _ . ; L :

Although agrtculture receipts have not increased as rapidly as

cultural receipts were reported in 1967, ThlS sum turns over several times
[in the economy and is still s:rgmficant. . ’

N We have made con51derab1e use of the basic soil survey com-‘
& pleting among other maps the mapping of agricultural suitability using
the same categortes as used in individual farm planning,.  Chester County
- ‘5022 acres (or %) of the County is in the rare Class I Cropland but

- 255; 529 or 52 5% of the total acres is in the valuable Class I Cropland

65 5% or nearly two thirds. of Chester County is mherently cropland _ o




‘Present Pattern of Urban Growth Undes1rable I-‘rom Both Good Planmng
and Agrlcultural Vlewpolnt :

Slnce at least the end of World War I, urban growth has been -
~relat1vely freed from the restrlctlons of sewer and water llnes publlc '
trans1t, schools and publlc serv1ces that have always shaped growth

Seemmgly freed from these restralnts and spurred by publlc
pollcxes -such as the Government 1nsured mortgage insurance and auto-
mobile, urban development has tended to sprawl over the lanscape,
_wherever a developer can get relatlvely low—cost land,

; Thls pattern of development has been or is be1ng documented
in: detall among many other places in the Bucks County Urban Fringe

: Study. Its adverse 1nfluences have been documented in many other pub—
lications and will not be repeated here. v S :

: Most planmng agen01es belleve that the present pattern of

‘ sprawl and spread city is’ undesu"able from the viewpoint of both the
public interest, and the best needs of most of the homebuyers seeklng
homes that apparently offer a temporary escape from urbanization.,

Even a few homes bullt along the existing road frontage have
often been enough to break up an efficient pattern of large scale farming
increasingly necessary for agricultural efficiency and many soon develop
~publlc protests against the smells and chemical spraymg of farmmg.

I-‘rom the vieWpomt of the public economy, scattered low den-
sity development is costly to service with postal delivery, solid waste
collections, telephone, and partlcularly school buses, Most of ali,
public water and sewerage is sually ‘not fea51ble. On a large scale area
surplus water supply may be Jeopardlzed as the recent Upper East Branch
Brandywine Study 1n Chester County documented

k When the loss of agriculture land is coupled with other adverse
consequences; of Wthh we have perhaps more understandlng, it would
'certainly seem to me that the loss of our farmland is a serlous problems.

Prlme Method of Preservmg Agrlcultural Lands Is By Encourag ng More
Compact and Better Planned Urban Development

Much of the dlscus slon of the agrlcultural land preservatton
tends to emphaslze ways to discourage farmers from selling via means of
large lot zoning; purchase, donation, or condemnation of development rights;
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fgceed'
lessened from the agricultural lands

o ’specml tax assessments and efforts to direct highway and other services
j]faway from agricultural land. All these and probably other techniques have e
-'jvalue, but only 11m1ted value When used alone. : : . s

: It seems that the prime methods that must be used 1n attempt-
: mg to save agricultural lands are to promote a better planned and more
;a more orderly way, 50 that 'res sure is automatically removed or
; Persons who are living in compact
}V*development are not seriously encroaching on agricultural land ‘ '

. We have had some su_ ess prlmarily through large lot zomng
in keeping some lands relatively open and in low density, but little suc-
cess in encouragmg a more desired compact pattern of urban development,
{where there should be a more compact pattern such as the land ad;acent

s -to ex1st1ng boroughs where munimpal serv1ces can be prov1ded

‘» Chester County Encouraging Urban Growth Along Major Corridors Served
» By Public Lines

. In an attempt to protect open space and preserve farm lands from
large population growth, the Planning Commission has adhered to the Modi~
fied. Comdor Concept for the pattern of County growth. ‘This concept would

: concentrate the higher densmes of population along major highway artenes :

“or-along-a: physiographic feature. How this concept has taken shape in our

County can- be seen on the accompany map of population distribution. i

o Developing lines for public sewerage in close conjunction along ,
the desired ‘corridors of urban development is a prime method of insuring
‘containment of high dens1t1es of urbamzation and keeping such growth from
. ‘.becommg w1dely scattered ~

. If attempts were made to service every rural concentration of

population you would have sewer lines networked throughout the County.

-"This would be tremendously expensive and would very possibly create a
; situation entirely opposite of what is des1red Once sewer lines were.

g extended into rural areas, you would be ‘encouraging the spread of urban .

into the new lme. .

L development which could eas'

. It 1s believed that for the present the best method of providmg ;
. sewerage facilities for these scattered rural concentrations such as Kaolln, :
___Compass -and Cochranv1lle is through private package systems. This eli- -
. -~ mates extensive sewer lines and thus the poss1b111ty of urban spread wh1ch
§ they often encourage. S . =
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VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION IN CHESTER COUNTY
- {In Thousands of ‘Dollars) ‘

_CROPS

~ | ‘Veg. &  Forest Prod.  Horticultural =~ Total All

Year - Crops - Potatoes _ inclu. Maple Spec’ialties - Fruits  Crops
1962 $2,091 - $ 920  $169 $18 835  $262 § 22,277
1963 1,911 - 951 153 _ 19,547 250 22,812
1964 1,900 831 123 . 21,901 247 25,002.
11965 1,564 1,168 141 ; 23,645 287 = 26,805
1966 2,629 1,097 C122 24,916 - 288 29,052
1967 2,803 1,174 106 26,411 211 30,705

1968 2,822 1,405 90 25,700 228 30,245

. ~ _LIVESTOCK & PRODUCTS ’ ,
'~ Mea : Dairy Poultry Misc.livestock Total Live--

Year  Animals Products Products Prg@gg;g_ . .Stock & Prod.
1962 $5,046 $14 272, - $3,306 $212 822,836
1963 5,325 14,330 3,131 247 : 23,033
1964 4,054 14,081 2,700 247 21,082
1965 4,821 14,706 2,780 269 22,576
1966 5,989% 14,070 2,019 R 22,078
1967 6,650% 15,300 1,970 ———- 22,920

1968 6,168* 16,234 . 1,769  ---- 24,171
‘ * Includes Misc. Livestock Prod. :

STATISTICS FOR VARIOUS CROPS GROWN IN CHESTER COUNTY

_Year_ _Grain__ Acreage Harvested Production Yield
1962 Wheat ; 13,600 435,200 (Bush )
1963 " o 14,900 520,000
1964 " © 16,000 o 571,200 "
1965 " ‘ 13,500 549,400
1966 " 15,600 682,700
1967 " 12,800 463,900

1968
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CNUMBER OF FARMS IN CHESTER COUNTY =

_ All _‘,L;vestock- ‘; Commermal o Hogﬁ‘; Sheep Poultry
- Far - Farms ‘Dairy Farms *~ _Farms - Farms -’Farms

1963 f‘z;415u~f ©1,490 910 420 275 ‘825
1964 2,830 . 1,440 850 405 300 790
1965 2,248 1,380 740 350 310 667
1966 2,240 1,400 - 655 - 1240 205 360
1967 . 2,170 ... 1,350 - 655 240 - 200 340
1968 2,100 1,350 . 655 240 200 340

INVENTORY OF LIVESTOCK IN CHESTER COUNTY ‘
Cattle .

‘Beef oMk Ho‘g‘ s Sheep

1962 15,100 40,500 15,500 6,000
1963 17,300 39,000 13,300 5,300
1964 18,200 - 36,800 - - 12,500 5,000.
1965 22,700 . 32,800 & 9,000 4,900
1966 16,800 - 32,200 14,000 4,000
1967 - 16,500 32,600 16,000 0 . 3,300
1968 14,000 - 34,100 20,000 4,000

CROP ACREAGE HARVESTED IN CHESTER COUNTY

Field & Porage Crops o S ‘ Vegetable Crops (Presh & Processed
(Acres I—Iarvested) ‘ » ( Acres Harvested)

1962 'k13z 530 o L N 1,180’
1963 134,300 ‘ b 1,260

1964 130,700 L 1,320
1965 127,400 R s 1,330
1966 127,100 ; S 640
1967 128,100 SO . ~ 610
1968 122,600 ; o 680
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STAT.[STICS FOR VARIOUS CROPS GROWN IN CHESTER COUNTY -

Year ’ Gram R T Acrea_gL_ Harvested-— - Productlon Yleld ;
1962 (30n1- Sﬂage 11,200 : kjn137,800 (Bush.)
1963 E R 11,200 ~ - - 132,200 "
1964 R ~ 10,500 129,200 %
1965 R ... 10,800 ’ 165,200 "
1966 il 18,900 L 192,800 "
1967 e 7,500 ' 138,900 "
1968 EURREIE ) 11,000 ’ ‘157“800‘ "o
Year _  Grain - Acreage Harvested_ PLQCLIth_aQQ.ﬁglq_
1962 Corn for Grain 29,600 ; ‘_1,858,900 (Bush.)
1963 LM 731,700 0 2,098,500 " :
1964 SMo M 032,100 2,076,900 "
1965 u R 35,000 2,905,000 "
1966 o " 25,600 1,623,000 "
1967 " oo 32,900 e 3,290,000 *
1968 i L ~ 30,300 2,580,100  *®
Year Grain__ _Acreage Harvested - Eﬂxhgﬁuzl.Xgﬂg
- Clover, = o _
11962 ‘Timothy, 24,300 34,300 (Tons)
1963 Grasses 21,000 30,900 "
1964 for 3 19,000 : 3r,so0
1965 Hay 17,000 ~ 31,100
1966 RLERETEE 19,600 ~ 33,900 *
1967 T R 18,700 36,400 "
1968 L 16,600 31,200 "
Year Grain - Acreage Harvested Productlgg__ﬁ_{;ggi_
1962 Barley 10,700 512,500 (Bush.)
11963 u i 11,000 433,400 .
1964 SR 11,000 ;‘ 612,700 "
1965 L 12,700 : 704,800 "
1966 O 8,300 B 563,600 " .
1967 W 9,300 642,000 "
1968

(11 o ; N . 9'300 541’000 M
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STATISTICS FOR VARIOUS CROPS GROWN IN CHESTER COUNTY

 Year Gram Acreage Harvested Productlon Yleld
S 1962 p_;fAlﬁﬂﬁa ‘f‘-~~5-‘: :30 000‘-‘~*-,~ -fgf62 100 (Tons)

. 1963 & . ..3l,000 . 64,200 ";J‘
1964 . Hay “;‘29,50055 . .e4,200 ¢
1965 s 25,000 67,000
1966 "o 29,000 S g 500

1967 om0 28000 - ~'»““~'84H200“ B

21968 M 126 500 ~‘f 78,400

S Year ~ Grain - Acreage Harvested S ‘.ProdUCtien Yield

1962 - Hay -,f* : 157,500 b 100 ooo (Tons)
1964 v o o o 51,500 0 ; 98 zoo !
1965 0 e : 45,500 . . .103,600 "
1966 om0 ' 52,900 112,400 =~ "
1967 oo 53,400 -~ 131,300
1968 g 49,000 120,800 - ¢

Year Grain  Acreage Harvested Production Yield

1962 ~  Potatoes . 800 i 136,000 (cwt.)
1963 M 7000 ~...140,000 ~ *®
1964 ot . 1,400 . 247,800 "
1965 " ; L.1,200 © 252,000 "
1967 v - 4,200 . 24,300 "
1968 o 2040 7 ... 459,000 " -

Source Agmc Statlstlcs Data Source i : : : L :
: ’ ; Pennsylvama Crop & Reports of leestock Annual Reports 1962 thru 1968
Pennsylvama Department of Agrlc. L il S S
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CHLSTER \,OU‘\ITY and PEN\ISYLVANIA SI‘ATISTICS .

prepared by the Chester County Extension Service - 1968
by compllmg and averaging available census data
(arrows md1cate trends)
Chester County Pennsylvania -

Area and Land Use ; ‘ : ; - -

~ Total acres - ; R . 486,400 - 28,804,480
% infarms ‘ o ’ o - 55 ‘ 38
% in harvested cxopland U .26 18

: »Popu,l’ation : - S . _

. Total ¢ S S TR 234,000 - 11,500,000
Rural non farm 4 100,000 (45% 2,430,000 (21%)
Rural farm BT B A 9,000 ( 4% 319,000 ( 3%)
Farm workers + : o ; 3,600 (1.5%) 140,000 (1. 2%)

Farm Charactemstlcs L B
No. farms ¢ o o 2,200 77,000
% commercial ("full time") ‘ , 80 65
% owner-operated N 65 ; 12
‘Ave. size (A.) 4 ’ ’ : 132 ' ‘ 160
Ave. farm real estate: value % + 79,000 37,000

~ Type of farms: -

dairy . ~ 800 , 27,000
nurseries, mushroom and greenhouses ' 540 -~ 3,700
livestock ' . : , 160 7,000
poultry ‘ 50 . 4,700
crops, fruits and vegetables ” 300 : 10,000
general miscellaneous _ , 350 ‘ 24,600

Weather Pattern - Chester County - 1967

: Length of freeze -free season - 200 days.
Annual rainfall - 43 inches
Growmg season rainfall (Aprll—September) - 26 inches
Snowfall - 54 inches :

Pennsylvania Ranking among States:
Firstin - mushroom production
Second in ‘manufacture of ice cream
‘ manufacture of condensed whole m11k
‘poultry sales
‘sale of roses
manufacture of coridensed skim milk
production of cut flowers
eggs sold
grapes produced
milk produced and sold
‘production of maple syrup
‘no. of chicken and turkey hatcheries

Third in

(,'

‘Fourth in
Fifth in

$
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Crop onductwn w Chester Counly L

Acres o

Mushrooms - about 45 million 1bs.
(Pa procluoes 60% of U.S. productlon ab

NurSery Crops ‘ G 700

Greenhouse Crops (flowers)

Hay Crops S : : 53,000

Clover- tlmothy
Sllage Crops SRR e e
SooCernt o 10,0000

Gram Crops e .

Corn. . o 88,000

Wheat : £ 15,500

»~ Barley L © 8,000

~Oats ey St 5000

Soybeans B e

Vegetables and potatoes: — — ~ = = <L,

©Potatoes B
Vegetables ;

Tomatoes _

Sweet Corn

Pers

Tobacco -

340

55 000 bu;
8, 000 bu
-1, 000 bu

i Apples
. ‘Peaches
_ Cherries
‘Plums
Pears
. Grapes
‘Strawberries
‘Raspberries
leestock Productlon = Chester County

Head

“_‘-..-‘.....-.._._‘_._.__._ e

Alfalta . 28,000 |3

“Grass " 4,500 -

_i Fruits and forest R i -- i ol

o Hortlcultural speclaltles (ornamentals, mushrooms)- - «-- L - i ~--’:i-7—~ 26,411, 000‘7

R gV ey JU

'500bu,:;“

30. OT.‘

317,000

-Milk Cows 82,000
~ Calves and heifers 13,000
‘Meat Animals' e e PO AP A
_ Beef ‘ S 16,500
- Hogs e 16,000
Sheep S 3,000
Poultry. e e e M e B e
Layers - : 200,000
. Pullets and Broilers ‘ 65,000
Turkeys S o
~ Horses: - large, but no flgures available
Government payments -

‘Dalry--—-— Lt ...-._......_.._’

....._—....‘--...-.___._..-

9, 000 b, 15, 000 Ib

_r;;;;“;_;g;,;;h~mewxmo

_...-.--.._.—..-q._

215 eggs 240@885_ 4

s g St B

%of totél.

e

out 1/2 of which comes from the county) ’:

2,803,000

- 1,174,000

1. 15,300,000

J- 1,970,000 |

5.1

2.1

0.6

27,8

Total Farm Productlon = Chester County

jss 075, ooo; T
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Future Trends In Use Of Natural Resources

‘»Water

. With the development of the Marsh Creek Dam and Reserv01r
Project, the townships of Uwchlan, Upper Uchlan, East Caln, West

" Whlteland portlons of East Brandywing; East Bradford, West Goshen
townshlps ; and the mummpahtles of Dowmngtown and West Chester

will be on the receiving end of an estimated 22 million gallons daily,
This added water supply will make the area guite attractive to industrial
development as well as population growth, This fact has been indicated
by the Chester County“Develop‘ment Council. :

; Most of the reglon that would be served by the new reservoir
lines are now served or -are planncd for development by 1988, by publlc
sewerage fa0111t1es

Additional major water supply proposals, such as the Icedale e
Lake in Honeybrook and West Brandywine Townships, and the develop-
ment of the Ma'son— Dixon project from the Susquehanna River which would
service the Chester Valley Urban Corridor are, at present, far in the future,

Limestone and Other Stones

~ Quarrying limestones and dolomites has been an important in-
dustry in the County for years. These operations are naturally centered
along the Chester Valley.. Nearly all of the active quarrying operations
are located in the eastern portion of the Valley in West Whiteland and
Tredyffrin Townships. The only growth which is apparent in this 1ndustry
is the possible expansion of present sites,

The building stone and crushed stone industries in th‘e County
are active operations but are not growing, None of the quarrying operations
are ones which will cause any great growth or change within the County.

Other natural resources which might be considered of importance
for future developmsnt in the County would be soils and woodlands, Soils
may be viewed in conjunction with trends in agriculture also found in thxs
appendlx.




S Woocilande oc‘cupmd appmxrmatoly 96, OOO acres or 19% of

- gtho County areda in 1963, Although there are commercial forestry oper—

“ations in tho C,uunty the mt.}orlty of Woodlands are presently used
 simply as a means of flood and erosion control. Woodlands in the -
“County are 1mprotant. for us,e as mnas of‘rec,reatlona,l ,op,en space.

£ e Tt wonld bc‘ hopod Lhat Chester (‘ounty could retaln much of -
oits woodlandq This;- however may not be, espe01ally where woodlands :
i arn pro ently ]ooatod near already urban areas. .

‘ OI'I'PCthI‘) PagLe 83, Paragraph # 2

Under Ac,t No 13 the Communlty Fa0111t1es Aot (Harness
gRaclng Bxl]) thc Departmont of Commerce, Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
‘vania has been authori ad to utlllze certain monies occurring to ‘the
Commonwealth from harness racing track operations. to prov1de grants—
in=aid to qua]ifled sewage facilities pro;ects. The maximum grant
undor this program cannot exceed twenty-five (25) percent of the pro-
ject costs or $50, 000 (whlchever is lesser) as a maxrmum grclnt Suoh
grants are for the purpose of assmtmg eligible commumtles towards
“the construction of collection lmes for a sewer project, but does not:

" ihclude interceptors or treatment plants. The funds also avallable for
the construction of a domestlc water system in its entlrely. Pro;ect
funding requests are eva)uated on the basis of their impact-on both.

‘tho health, and economic strength of the commumty they are to serve,




