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County and Metropolitan

Park Districts

Potential Involvement: Metropolitan park
districts are the logical agencies to plan,
acquire land, and develop, as well as operate
and manage, respective segments of the multi-
purpose Ohio & Erie Canal Corridor trail.
They could provide assistance to communities
in parks and recreation planning. These
districts have outstanding natural history
interpretative programs which could be eoor-
dinated throughout the corridor to reach
further into communities outside of the formal
park systems. Metropolitan Park districts
could take the lead in the acquisition of key
parcels of land for protection, park develop-
ment, and enhancing public awareness and
involvement pertaining to resource protection,
The canal corridor concept could be a major
focus of any long range planning effort under-
taken by these park districts.

Along the northern section of the 1&M,
towards Chicago, county forest preserve dis-
tricts provide most of the recreation and
interpretive opportunities. County park dis-
tricts manage important components of the
Lackawana Heritage Valley and Delaware &
Lehigh in Pennsylvania. Lake MetroParks, in
northeast Ohio, has sponsored a series of Open
Space and Sensitive Development workshops
that focus on resource sensitive development.

Municipalities

Potential Involvement: One of the primary
goals of the Ohio & Erie Canal Corridor is to
have each corridor municipality recognize its
resources and become stewards for resource
protection. As the public and decision makers
become more aware of resource values and
linkages to other communities they should
take a corridor wide perspective when design-
ing infrastructure improvements, tourisim
information, long-range planning projects,
education curricula, special events, and neigh-
barhood programs. Corridor community
governments could forge the necessary part-
nerships with buginess, industry, and private
nonprofit groups to implement corridor
protection and enhancement on a local level.
The City of Wheeling, West Virginia envi-
sioned a planning process with the state and
NPS to develop n “Wheeling Heritage Concept
Plan”™. Through a Memorandum of Under-

et E OHVOUETE RIEE O ANALK ORRIDQOR

standing the city, state, and NPS share
respansibility in cresting this plan for con-
serving, interpreting and developing
Whealing's heritage. The town of Cumberiand,
Rhode Island is working to clean up and inter-
pret a mill site to provide public open space in
the downtown core-as part of the Blackstone.
In Lowell, the City Development Authority
tock the lead to insure that major community
improvement projects were consistent and
supportive of the urban park concept.

Business and Industry

Potential Involvement: Private sector involve-
ment of business and industry throughout the
corridor is critical. Business and industry
understand how the quality of life is affected
by and, in turn, has an effect on the availabili-
ty of recreation, transportation, education,
and impacts business. Without the support

of the private sector, preservation of the nat-
ural, cultural and historical heritage of the
corridor will not happen. Business and indus-
try can take the lead by innovative and
efficient reuse of the wealth of historic struc-
tures as building stock for future development.
They can also take a lead role in the preserva-
tion and interpretation of their own industrial
history. The corridor project provides a forum
for business and industry to work cooperative-
ly with partners from the historic preservation
and environmental interests in protecting and
properly developing corridor resources,

The Blackstone Commission i3 working with
business and industrial leaders to adapt his-
taric mill buildings for modern industrial,
cammercial, retail, cultural and residential
uses. Several regions along the 1&M have
been designated Tllinois Enterprise Zones,
qualifying them for incentives from the state.
The America’s Industrial Heritage Partner-
ship LAIHP) in southwestern Pennsylvania,
identifies the participation of businesses
through private investment in

rehabilitating historic building= as one

of the projects most valuable assets,

Tourism Industry

Potential Invelvement: A successful corridor
plan must include strategies to effectively
market cornidor resources. The state and local
tourism agencies must play 8 major role in
developing and distributing information, The



four county apencies working together with
business, special interests and communities
could take the lead in the development of con-
aiAtent “itiﬂ“ and other approprale means

to promote these resources. Development of
facilities such as rest areas, information and
visitors centers, restaurants, canoe liveries,
bicvele shops, and lodging is the task of both
the public and private sector. A corridor wide
strategy, initinted by a partnership of the four
county agencires, 1s needed to support Lournsm
development that is sensitive to residents and
protects and enhances the values of the Ohio
& Erie Canal Corridor,

Each community along the &M has experi

anced positive economic growth nssoclated

with increased tourism r'¥.[-.rl.'|1 d recreation

opportunitios have :[1!.::."-5;.HI'-.l'r'I""----‘
mént, bringning 1in new business and jobs, At
ATHT a techr Al bisory gro Ip hax been

established to examine woys to coordinate pro-

ject relnted

Mmarkobing trateies throughout a
nine-county region. This proup will identify
the role tourism should play in the region’s
overall economy and how economi -El".l"‘ll]t
mirnt .|:l1|1 ]ll-l.lr':l presen OLiGnN can 1|1|!|' L

achievied

Private Nonprofit Organizations

Potential Involvement: These groups should
continue Lo advocate recognition and appropri-
ate development of corridor resources. NCVCI

and OECCC must expand the networks they
developed that link different special interests
to this common cause. As a corridor manage-
ment structure evolves, these networks will
be essential in bringing together the partners
Nt-nprrtﬁt organizations are in A i.Hr.h-:Iin“ Lo
assist their political leaders by demonstrating
public support for the project. As implementa-
tion begins, these groups could serve as
witchdogs to insure that the goal=s and
olyectives of the corridor concept are adhered
to, NCVCI and OECCC might evolve and
merge into a corridor wide organization that
coordinates grassroots activities and functions
ag a hmson with the corvidor management
framework. Private nonprofit organizations
could increase their role in development and
fund raising for facilities along the corridor,
for example, mu=eums and visitor centers

I'he (1&M) Cannl Corridor Association

managed by a volunteer

business and mdostry leders, lins a
professional stafl with expertise in econom
devalopment, pubilic policy, historic
preservation and land conservation. This

orgumzation builds conlition= that act ns
flalvils Lo stimulate preseérvation

conservabion and renewal ofthe | & M

!'.'l‘.j--'.l!:-i = E‘- :!:-' :l‘:-..li'i-.-

munities mndad
stone, Preservation Worcester s working
identfly and interpret the comimunity’s canal
resources increasing pubbie awareness and

[lrlln'r'l1l[1i'|:__' i,'-r-"'ﬁl']".-'.'i'l 10T

River Railroad and Ohio & Erie Canal between Boston and Peninsula
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APPENDIX F - STUDY TEAM MEMBERS AND CONSULTANTS
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE STUDY TEAM

Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation Area

John P. Debo, Jr., Superintendent
CVNRA Staff
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CONSULTING AGENCIES AND
ORGANIZATIONS:

Ohio & Erie Canal Corridor Coalition
North Cuyahoga Valley Corridor, Inc.
Cuyahoga Valley National Recreation
Area

Ohio Department of Natural
Resources

Ohio Historical Sucxehr
Ohio Historic Pmahnn ﬂﬂm '
Cuyahoga Cuuﬁty'ﬂpmq:mnﬁara

Summﬂ.ﬁoumy Executive
auonuncll i1 b

Stark ﬁqpnty G‘dmmiamun ers

City uf‘.{\',lmrehndl L

clqa@mwu
ity of Akron |
%g ofBIrbm

Village ofelinmh ~g e

Villags of Canal Fulton '

City of Canton

City of Massillon

Village of Navarre

Village of Bolivar

Village of Zoar

Cuyahoga County
Planning Commission

Summit County Planning

CANAL CORR

Stark County Regional
Planning Commission

Tuscarawas County Engineer

Northeast Ohio Areawide
Coordinating Agency

Greater Cleveland
Growth Association

Cleveland Tomorrow

American Steel & Wire

Regional Planmng & Devalupment
Organizahnn

:Q.tp@hﬁg&.yﬂﬂﬁiMM?ﬁn ;

Summit County Histunmlﬁmetr

N CabeaBBT ocks Mﬁasacﬁhon

Canal Fulton Heritage Society
Stark Preservation Alliance
Mm;hﬂm annshlp

“Historical & Society

Canal Society of Ohio

Industrial AV Marketing

Cinemark Productions

Urban Design Center, Northeast Ohio

Tom Yurcik
Rick Sicha
NAVBETH Corridor Development Corp.
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