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Grange Greenway proposed route options - Which do you S
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® « Three proposed route options are proposed to complete

the Grange Greenway. Plus an additional recreational
connection to the existing Grange Lakes Corridor.

Grange Greenway proposed route treatments - Which do
you prefer?

g + Different treatments can be built such as simple on-road

markings, shared use paths and on-road bicycle lanes. Not

all treatments can be done in every section of the routes
depending on the local conditions.

Route Option 1 Existing Grange Lakes Corridor Path
Train Station Route Option 2
Route Option 3
® @ ® ® ®@ Train Line (Grange to City) Recreational Route
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