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Introduction
Bridgeport is a vibrant and growing community
located in the north central area of West Virginia.
The city, which has been a hotspot for growth in
the state, has continued to experience development
pressures due to the community’s ideal regional
location with excellent interstate highway access
and a regional airport that continues to increase
connectivity for the city via air travel. The city is a
model of how to use planning for the betterment of
the entire community by investing in infrastructure
well in advance of development and working to
improve the economy through a variety of public
and private partnerships. While the city has
managed to weather the recent economic
downturn reasonably well, it is faced with issues as
the overall population ages and there are continued difficulties in attracting a younger population to move to
the area or, better yet, remain in the city after graduating high school. To address these issues and others, the
city must continue to think long-term which is the ultimate purpose of a comprehensive plan and why the city
chose to embark on the update to its previous planning efforts.

What is a Comprehensive Plan?
A comprehensive plan is a planning tool that evaluates various aspects of the city and establishes a series of
policies to help guide future decisions about the physical, economic, environmental, and social aspects of the
community. Comprehensive plans are general in nature and are purposely long-term, recognizing that some
visions cannot be achieved immediately but take years to accomplish. Other than the land use and growth
element, this plan does not make recommendations about the future of specific properties, and even within
the land use and growth element, the plan is merely a guide to community leaders on the vision of Bridgeport
over the next five to ten years.
All of the background information, goals, and recommendations can be used in the future by the city decisionmakers, property owners, business owners, and even regional agencies, to make decisions based on what the
community desires to be in the long-term future. The adoption of this plan does not change any laws or zoning
regulations as they apply to the city nor does it mean that the city will aggressively pursue annexation where
future growth areas are discussed. It does, however, provide guidance for future changes that may be made to
city policies, laws, and regulations in the future.

Introduction

–1–

2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan

Summary of the Planning Process and Public Input
Bridgeport is proactive in its planning efforts having developed a
comprehensive plan in 1996 that the city subsequently updated in
2001, 2007, and now in 2013 as reflected by this document. The city
actively uses the plan as a guide for making policy decisions and as
such, needs to continually gauge whether the adopted goals and
policies reflects the current desires of its citizens.
For the 2013 plan update, the city engaged the help of E.L. Robinson
Engineering and Compass Point Planning to assist in the plan process
that included a series of public meetings where residents and business
owners were invited to discuss what they felt were important issues
the plan must address. In late 2012, the city hosted a public kick-off
meeting to introduce the project and begin the process of identifying
major issues. A summary of the issues identified in this process are
listed in Appendix A. After this meeting, the consultants met with a
series of community stakeholders to discuss issues and opportunities
as well as research historical growth within Bridgeport. The findings of
this analysis are found throughout this document. In October 2012,
the city once again hosted a series of meetings during Bridgeport Planning Week where again, citizens could
provide their input on the plan and ultimately see the core recommendations at a public presentation at the
end of the week. The recommendations came from the discussions with citizens as well as input gained
through a community wide survey where almost 300 people participated in an online survey that asked a series
of questions related to all aspects of growth and development in the city. A summary of the survey results is
found in Appendix B. After all of the meetings and citizen feedback, the consultants along with staff and the
plan’s steering committee prepared a draft of the comprehensive plan that was refined and eventually adopted
by City Council through a series of public hearings.
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Compliance with the West Virginia Code
There are numerous tools available to Bridgeport to help them direct future growth and development that
including zoning, the creation of development authorities, special financing opportunities, development
incentives, and many others. In some cases, such as with zoning, the city is required to have an up-to-date
comprehensive plan. Chapter 8A, Article 3 of the West Virginia Code defines the basic requirements of a
comprehensive plan that a city must meet in order to utilize certain tools. While a community has a significant
amount of flexibility in how they development a plan and the various issues the plan must address, at its core, a
comprehensive plan must have background, goals, and recommendations for land use, housing, transportation,
infrastructure, public services, rural, recreation, economic development, community design, preferred
development areas, renewal and/or redevelopment, financing, and historic preservation.
This plan complies with all of the requirements of the state code including the process the city undertook to
develop and adopt the plan. That being said, many of the required plan components overlap in the issues they
address and have been grouped together in an effort to streamline this document and make it as easy as
possible to read and understand the recommendations of this plan. For example, in looking at the required
components above, there is a lot of shared data and related recommendations for the land use, rural, renewal
and/or redevelopment, historic preservation, and preferred development areas components. Because of this
overlap, all of these components are addressed as a group under the Land Use and Growth section of this
plan. Additionally, there are a set of overarching goals that guided the development of this plan that apply to all
of the required elements that will also serve as a guide for any decisions that may not have been envisioned in
the development of this plan. These overall goals are addressed in the next section to set the stage for the
remainder of the plan. Figure A illustrates how each of the elements required by the West Virginia Code are
addressed in the Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan.

Figure A: An illustration of how the state code requirements for a comprehensive plan are encompassed within the
2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan.
Introduction
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Goals
The purpose of a comprehensive plan is to help guide the future development of the community over the next
10-20 years. Central to that guidance are the goals, which form the foundation of a long-term vision for
Bridgeport. The goals provide the overarching policies for the various plan elements including, but not limited
to, housing, land use and growth, economic development, transportation, infrastructure, and communities
facilities as well as providing general guidance to community leaders when making decisions about the future of
the city.
Unlike the specific tasks/recommendations defined in each of the plan elements, a GOAL is a desired end
state or target that, if pursued over the long term, will contribute to the attainment of the community vision.
In some cases, these goals reflect current policies that the public desires to see continued into the future (e.g.,
the city will have a strong parks and recreation system) as Bridgeport continues to grow while others will
require additional work to ultimately accomplish the stated goals (e.g., providing a mixture of housing options).
1. The city will be comprised of strong and stable
residential neighborhoods that are well-maintained and
provide a mixture of housing options, both in type and
affordability, creating attractive living environments for
our residents. The city envisions new developments will
contain a mixture of single-family detached housing,
apartments, townhomes, patio homes, and other housing
types giving residents a choice in living options.
2. The city’s commercial areas will include a diverse mix of
retail, service, professional (e.g., medical, general office,
government, etc.), and industrial uses (e.g.,
manufacturing, oil and gas related industries, research and development, etc.) that meet the needs of
local citizens while also serving as a regional destination for the larger community.
3. The city will balance the needs of existing development (the core of Bridgeport) with the need to
expand its boundaries when evaluating capital
expenditures and investment.
4. The natural and historical resources of the city will be
protected for future generations.
5. The city will have an expanded and diverse tax base by
working with existing businesses to help them grow while
simultaneously looking to attract new businesses to the
area.
6. The city will capitalize on the existence of major
employers (e.g., United Hospital Center, The North
Central Regional Airport, the FBI, and others), to serve as economic stimuli for the region.
7. The city will continue to work on improving the vitality and vibrancy of Bridgeport’s Main Street.
8. The city will have a well-connected transportation network that includes a safe network of roads,
sidewalks, and paths serving vehicular and non-vehicular traffic.
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9. The city will have a strong parks and recreation system that
contributes to the strong quality of life in Bridgeport and
serves the needs of local citizens with diverse recreational
activities and parks that are easily accessible by all.
10. The city and public service agencies will provide high-quality
services and facilities in locations that are convenient and
accessible to local residents.
11. The city will have a well-maintained and well-planned
infrastructure system that will not create a financial or
capacity burden on existing development for the sake of
new growth.
12. Residents will maintain a high quality of life that includes quality school systems, entertainment and
cultural activities, trail systems, and a diverse parks and recreation system.
The above goals serve as the basis for the plan elements that follow and the related recommendations. As the
city continues to evaluate this plan and development tools in the future, the city should first consider how any
proposed action will fit within the context of these goals. If the proposed action generally complies with the
above goals then the action will likely result in furthering the city’s achievement of the vision of this plan.

Goals
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Population and Housing
Bridgeport’s population is a driving force behind its growth and prosperity. It was the residents and business
owners who came out in support of this planning process and identified what they saw as the important issues
the city must tackle over the next 10 to 20 years. For the most part, the population is pleased with the
direction the community is heading with over 94% of the survey respondents rating the overall quality of life in
Bridgeport as “very good” or “good.” To maintain this type of approval rating, the city will need to continue to
meet the variety of needs of the citizens, current and future. The purpose of this element is to focus on the
residential population, housing stock, and neighborhoods of the city and identify strategies to support this part
of Bridgeport.

Trends in Population and Housing
A key component of any comprehensive planning strategy is an understanding of the demographics of a
community and a review of the general trends affecting its future. This type of analysis is useful in answering
the following questions, which in turn provide the basis for making decisions during the development of the
comprehensive plan.
x How has the city grown in the past?
x What are some of the changing trends in the city, county, region, and across the nation, that might affect
our future?
x How might we grow in the future if these trends continue unchanged?
This section provides a summary analysis of the population and housing profile in Bridgeport and the general
analysis of trends. These analyses are important to the plan because current trends may bring more or less
growth than what the community wants in its future. The purpose of these analyses is to provide a foundation
of knowledge of how much growth the city may anticipate in the future if current trends and development
policies continue and is not reflective of any recommendations proposed as part of this plan. These analyses
also allow the city to tailor planning tools that will guide any new growth toward the community’s vision of
Bridgeport for the next five to ten years.

Population
Bridgeport has been very fortunate in recent years as they are one of the few communities in the state that
have experienced growth since 2000 and it was this growth that also led to Harrison County growing during
the same time period. Table 1 illustrates the city’s population since 1970 along with the population of
surrounding communities and counties. In addition to the population numbers, the table also illustrates the
average annual growth rate between census years. As the table illustrates, Bridgeport has constantly been
growing with no loss in population over the course of its history. Even in the last ten years, when many
communities have witnessed major losses in population, the city has maintained an average growth rate of over
one percent a year.

Population and Housing
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Bridgeport

Clarksburg

Fairmont

Grafton

Harrison
County

Taylor
County

Marion
County

Table 1: Historic Population Growth in Bridgeport and Surrounding Communities

1970

4,777

24,864

26,093

6,433

73,028

13,878

61,356

1980

6,606

22,433

23,863

6,845

77,710

16,584

65,789

% Annual Growth
1970-80 [1]

3.29%

-1.02%

-0.89%

0.62%

0.62%

1.80%

0.70%

1990

6,739

18,059

20,210

5,524

59,371

15,144

57,249

% Annual Growth
1980-90 [1]

0.20%

-2.15%

-1.65%

-2.12%

-2.66%

-0.90%

-1.38%

2000

7,306

16,743

19,097

5,489

68,652

16,089

56,598

% Annual Growth
1990-2000 [1]

0.81%

-0.75%

-0.56%

-0.06%

1.46%

0.61%

-0.11%

2010

8,149

16,578

18,704

5,164

69,099

16,895

56,418

% Annual Growth
2000-10 [1]

1.10%

-0.10%

-0.21%

-0.61%

0.06%

0.49%

-0.03%

Notes: Source: U.S. Census and Compass Point Planning (calculations)
[1] The annual growth rate is the compound average annual growth rate between each census date.

With an understanding of how the city has grown, one can begin to evaluate how the city might grow in the
future and what the demands will be for the new and existing residents. There are numerous methods of
forecasting the potential future growth of the city including extending current population growth through
2025. One of the issues within Bridgeport is there appears to be a significant demand to live in the city due to
the high quality of life but there is also a lack of available housing and desired housing types so there is an
unknown in the population projections whereas there could be a significantly higher growth rate if there is a
surge in housing development. Given that the purpose of population projections for this plan is simply to give
an idea of potential growth, three scenarios for growth were developed including a low growth rate of 0.5% a
year, a moderate growth rate of 1.0% a year, and a high growth rate of 2.0% a year. The moderate growth
rate was developed because it assumes that the city will continue to grow largely along the lines of the growth
it has experienced over the last two decades. Figure B on the following page illustrates the three growth rates
with the high growth rate resulting in almost 11,000 residents by 2025 (2,818 new residents).
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Figure B: Projected growth rates for the City of Bridgeport

One important aspect of the population that was
considered during this planning process is the age of the
community and the desire by people to “age in place,”
whereby there are housing options available for residents
of all ages. Additionally, there is a strong interest in
providing a community that is attractive to a younger
population, in part, to keep the youth of Bridgeport from
leaving the community after high school or college. For
Bridgeport, this is a very real situation as the community
is aging much faster than other communities as is seen
with the evaluation of the median age. In 1990, the median
age of the population in Bridgeport was 38.5 years old
while in 2000, the median age had increased to 42.8 years.
In 2010, the median age of the Bridgeport population is 44.7 years old. As a point of comparison, the median
age in Harrison County is 41.8 years; in West Virginia it is 41.3 years; and in the United States, the median age
is 37.2 years. Figure C on the following page breaks the population of Bridgeport, Harrison County, West
Virginia, and the United States into four major age brackets. Almost 19% of Bridgeport’s population is 65
years old and older, a far higher percentage than the county, state, or nation. The increase in the older age
bracket is a trend seen across the United States and reflects that people are living longer than they did decades
ago, hence a naturally higher median age.
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As the age of the population changes, there is a real impact on the demand for different housing and services. If
Bridgeport sees a sharp increase in the 0-19 year age bracket, there will likely be pressure on the local school
district and need for additional classroom space. Residents between the ages of 20 and 29 are often single or
married couples without children who are in college or just out of college and starting their careers. Trends
have shown this young professionals age bracket are looking for more urban living options (traditionally in
rental housing or apartment living) where they can walk to work or shopping, and where they can have access
to various cultural and recreational activities. The prevalent age bracket in Bridgeport today is that population
between 30 and 64 years old that reflects the age when many residents have children or are young “empty
nesters” where there children have graduated high school and moved out of the house. Bridgeport has a high
percentage of this age bracket in large part due to the high quality schools, safe environment, and availability of
jobs. This will continue to be a strong component of the city’s population and one that continues to look for
the traditional single-family housing options widely available in Bridgeport. The fourth age bracket includes
those residents who are 65 years old and older. These residents are looking to age in their existing houses but
many are also looking for other housing options without the large floor plans and/or large yards (e.g., patio
homes, or smaller apartment homes). They are also looking for different community services such as walking
paths or community gathering spots.

Figure C: An illustration of the four major age groups in Bridgeport, Harrison County, West Virginia, and the United
States
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Housing
Given the population trends presented above, it is
possible to forecast the potential future population of
the city if it is assumed that the city will continue to
grow in a manner similar to historic trends. Assuming
that the city will continue to see at least an annual
growth rate of approximately 1.0% per year (moderate
growth rate), that trend would lead to a total
population of approximately 9,461 by 2025 resulting in
the addition of just over 1,300 people in the course of
the next 12 years. If you further assume 2.2 persons per
dwelling unit (based on the 2010 Census), then the city
might see the construction of 591 new dwelling units
(1,300 divided by 2.2 persons per dwelling unit), or an
average of 39 units per year (15 years between 2010 and 2025). This number increases to almost 85 units per
year if the city experiences the higher rate of population growth of approximately 2.0% per year. Given that in
2010, there were 3,678 housing units in the city, the city might have anywhere from 4,269 (moderate growth)
to 4,958 (high growth) housing units by 2025. This range of growth, based on numbers from the U.S. Census,
is supported by reviewing the number of housing units built within the city in recent years that is derived from
actual building permit data. Table 2 illustrates the total number of housing units built annually since 2005
including the number of single-family, duplex, townhomes, and apartment units. The city has witnessed an
average increase of 61 housing units per year since 2005.
As the Future Land Use and Growth section will
illustrate, there is a sufficient amount of land to
accommodate this potential growth multiple times within
the existing municipal boundaries. See also the discussion
on housing growth areas in the Future Needs and
Outlook subsection.
In addition to understanding the general trends in the
number of dwelling units, it is also important to have a
better understanding of the characteristics of the housing
stock as it can demonstrate a deficiency in a particular
type of housing as well as identify where the city may
start to see long-term maintenance issues. The following
paragraphs include a discussion on the housing types,
occupancy, and age of housing to provide a fuller
understanding of the city’s existing housing stock.

Population and Housing

Table 2: Number of Housing Units Built
Year

Total # of Housing
Units

2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012

71
46
51
35
53
112
78
45

Note:
Total number of units based on building permit
data from the City of Bridgeport.
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Age of Housing
As an additional indicator of the steady residential growth in Bridgeport, a person can look to the Census data
on the year housing units were built. Figure D illustrates the age of housing in Bridgeport and in Harrison
County. For Bridgeport, there is an almost even distribution of housing development over the decades with
10% to 18% of the existing units having been constructed within each of the past decades since 1950. A
smaller percentage of the housing was built prior to the 1950s but this is most likely reflective of the start of
Bridgeport’s growth stemming from surrounding areas.
The age of housing in Bridgeport can be compared to the county-wide numbers that show over 25% of
housing in the county was built prior to 1940, again, another indicator that much of the region’s newest
growth has been located in Bridgeport where the housing is significantly newer. While the city does have a
large portion of newer homes, the existing homes will continue to age that may require additional focus on
property maintenance in the longer term. For the time being, the city’s current policies for property
maintenance seem to be working well.

Figure D: Age of housing in Bridgeport and Harrison County based on the 2010 U.S. Census.
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Type of Housing
One of the housing issues raised repeatedly throughout the planning process was the lack of choice in housing
options within Bridgeport. In some cases, this is related to the cost of the housing (See the next subsection.)
but in other cases, many residents noted a lack of housing types beyond single-family detached homes. Part of
the reason this has become an issue in Bridgeport and other communities across the U.S. is simply a reflection
of changing demographics and changing trends. As the population continues to age and people live longer,
there is typically a demand for housing that is better suited for older adults that includes single-story style
homes, small lots, and minimal maintenance. This trend leads to a desire for patio homes or even smaller
single-family homes than what is currently found in Bridgeport. At the other spectrum of the demographics
are the young professional generation that may include single person households and/or two person
households without children. Housing trends show that many of the younger population, particularly those
that have recently graduated from college, are opting for more urban style living in high density neighborhoods
or apartments, townhomes, and duplexes, all in close proximity to shopping, restaurants and work-options.

Figure E: Cottage houses provide compact, high-density housing option particularly well-suited for infill sites. The
photo is a cottage house development in Kirkland, Washington – Photo Source: The Cottage Company

Figure F: Patio homes are small homes that may be detached from other houses or grouped together with two to
four homes sharing common walls. The homes are traditionally single-story with no basements.
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In 2010, more than 77% of homes in Bridgeport are single-family, detached homes meaning a home that does
not share any common walls or access with other housing units. This is the highest ratio of detached housing
when compared with housing units in Harrison County (76.5%), Clarksburg (73.6%), and West Virginia
(71.1%). While there is no perfect ratio of detached housing to attached housing options (e.g., multi-family
apartments, townhomes, etc.), it is clear there is a desire to see more housing options beyond the traditional
single-family detached housing found throughout Bridgeport. In the community survey (See Appendix A) that
occurred as part of this planning process, 54% of the respondents remarked that the cost of housing was one
of the three things they liked least about living in Bridgeport and 22% reported that the lack of housing choices
was one of the three least things they liked least about living in Bridgeport. In another survey question, nearly
50% of the respondents felt that increasing the diversity of housing options was very important or extremely
important for the future of the community.
Cost of Housing
As noted in the previous section, the cost of housing is a significant issue to the citizens. Everyone can
appreciate that strong housing values contributes to a strong community and strong economy but it can also
limit housing options and may also prevent people who work in Bridgeport from actually living in Bridgeport.
In January 2013, there were 80 real estate listings for residential properties in Bridgeport on www.realtor.com.
Table 3 illustrates a breakdown of listings per price point while Table 4 provides a comparison of homes values
and median rents for Bridgeport, Clarksburg, Harrison County, and West Virginia.

Table 3: Bridgeport Real Estate Prices in 2013
Listing Values

Number of Listings (% of 80 Total Listings)

Under $100,000
$100,000 to $200,000
$200,000 to $300,000
Over $300,000

5 (6.2%)
27 (33.8%)
27 (33.8%)
21 (26.2%)

Table 4: Home and Median Rent Values in 2011

Median Value [1]
Median Rent [2]

Bridgeport

Clarksburg

Harrison County

West Virginia

$190,400
+/- $12,304
$808
+/- $56

$79,000
+/- $3,765
$566
+/- $477

$94,700
+/- $3,731
$574
+/- $21

$96,500
+/- $739
$574
+/- $5

Notes:
2011 Data Source: 2007-2011 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-Year Estimates (U.S. Census Bureau)
The +/- numbers are the given margins of error in the ACS data.
[1] Median value of owner-occupied housing units
[2] Median rent of renter-occupied housing units
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The above tables clearly show that the going values of homes in Bridgeport are fairly high and according to
Census data, the values are double the housing values across the state. One reason that homes in Bridgeport,
particularly new development, can be so expensive is the cost of land and more specifically, the cost of a
buildable lot when taking into account the costs for extending water and sewer service to an individual lot.
These increased development costs automatically increase the cost of a housing unit in the city that works
against the city’s goals of encouraging more diversity in the types of housing development and the housing
values.

Population and Housing
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Future Outlook and Needs
There is no doubt that Bridgeport is a desirable place to live. The availability of jobs, recreational activities,
open spaces, good schools, and a strong community is the basis for the city’s growth engine. One of the key
goals of this plan as it relates to housing it that “the city will be comprised of strong and stable residential
neighborhoods that are well-maintained and provide a mixture of housing options, both in type and
affordability, creating attractive living environments for our residents.” In order to accomplish this goal,
amongst several others, the city needs to focus on the major initiatives generally described below that are
supported by the specific implementation strategies identified in the Implementation Section of this plan.

Identify Residential Growth Areas
As described in the previous sections, if the city
continues to grow at a moderate annual growth rate
of 1% a year, the city could see almost 600 additional
housing units by 2025. If the city grows at the higher
rate of 2% a year, the number of new housing units
could be nearly 1,300 units. The Future Land Use and
Growth section of this plan will illustrate that there is
a sufficient amount of land to easily accommodate
this potential growth within the existing municipal
boundaries. That being said, as that section also
points out that much of the future residential growth
areas in the city are tied up in the Charles Pointe
development, which grows only at the pace dictated
by the developers. Currently there are more than 1,800 residential lots slated for development in the South
Land Bay portion of Charles Pointe. While this is a good opportunity for residential growth, the city cannot
afford to focus on one development to meet the future housing demands. For this reason, the city will need to
look for infill development opportunities (See below.) while also identifying future residential growth areas.
The Bridgeport Future Land Use Map (Map 4) identifies potential growth areas for the city, priorities for
annexation, and future land uses for these areas. For the areas designated for future residential growth, it will
be important for the city to work on annexing these areas for residential growth and establishing the zoning
that encourages the needed housing types.

Encourage Infill Development Opportunities
With the cost of housing being a major issue, the city must look at ways to reduce the cost of development.
Since a significant portion of costs for new development relate to the extension of infrastructure, the city
should look for areas where there is an existing infrastructure system that does not require extensive
reconstruction or extensions. This means that the city should target undeveloped lands within established
areas of the city such as the neighborhoods surrounding downtown. As the Land Use and Growth Section
illustrates, there are multiple areas of the city that have infrastructure that could be developed in the future,
particularly for higher density, lower cost housing options that may be desirable by residents including patio
homes, apartments, townhomes, and cottages.

Population and Housing
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Provide Opportunities for New Housing Types and Values
This plan sets out a priority to encourage a more diverse housing stock in the city but it will take the city
opening up opportunities for the housing options to make it a reality. The city needs to reevaluate its land use
regulations (e.g., zoning and subdivision regulations) to make provisions for new housing types with as little
red-tape as possible. This follows the idea that the city should make it as easy as possible to build those types
of developments that meet the community’s needs and this plan’s goals. The city should review its regulations
to establish new use types, related standards, while also looking at ways to decrease development costs
through stormwater management alternatives, reduced street widths, maximum floor areas for certain units,
and other requirements that make costs skyrocket but also promote the traditional suburban development
form versus an urban development form that promotes pedestrian activity aside vehicular activity (e.g., allow
for narrow streets with on-street parking and sidewalks that naturally slows traffic down versus wide suburban
residential streets).
The city may also provide other opportunities for new housing types by acquiring properties that they can
then turn over to developers for minimal costs in return for housing developments that will meet this plan’s
goals. This will work best if the city lobbies for the use of Tax Increment Financing for residential and mixeduse developments (See the Economic Development section.). The city may even consider hosting design
competitions for certain properties to promote Bridgeport to developers who may not traditionally work
within the city and to evaluate additional housing options not identified in this plan.
The city should try to target a ratio of 25% to 35% attached residential housing types for new residential
developments. Currently Bridgeport has the lowest ratio of attached residential types as compared to the
county, Clarksburg, and West Virginia, which is uncommon given the fact that a city is the area that
traditionally has adequate infrastructure and services for such uses. Targeting this ratio will only slightly alter
the city’s current attached to detached housing unit ratios and ensure a reasonable mix of housing. Given a
projection of 591 new housing units by 2025, assume a moderate growth rate (Figure B), this target ratio
would translate to 148 to 207 new attached housing units. If the city grows at the high growth rate, the city
might see 1,281 new housing units by 2025 and the target ration would translate to 320 to 448 new attached
housing units.

Figure G: Examples of various multi-family apartment types (left two images) and cottage home development (right
image).
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Economic Development
Economic development is often considered the engine of a
community that provides the tax revenues necessary for
strong community investment (e.g., schools, infrastructure,
parks, etc.), employment for residents, and a base that
attracts more business and activities. This engine is driven
by the residents who look for opportunities to live in close
proximity to jobs and, more importantly, job opportunities.
When asked to rate how important certain activities were
to the future of Bridgeport, attracting new businesses to
the city and region received the highest marks with over
86% of respondents stating that it was very important or
extremely important (See question 5 in Appendix A).
Since the last comprehensive plan update, the overall economy has taken a turn for the worse but Bridgeport
has weathered the storm far better than many other communities in part because of major economic activities
that continue to thrive in the area and the establishment of new generators that have spurred additional
growth. Bridgeport and the entire region have benefited greatly from its prime location at the intersection of
Interstate 79 and U.S. Route 50. In addition to interstate access, the city is the location of the North Central
West Virginia Airport with the state’s longest airport runway. In 2009, an economic impact report1 documents
that the airport generates nearly 400 million dollars annually in economic benefits to the region through
employment, tax revenue, and generation of goods and services. Large economic benefits have also been
generated by other major initiatives such as the completion of the United Hospital Center, the ongoing
buildout of White Oaks and Charles Pointe, and the collective output of numerous industrial and commercial
businesses.
The above paragraph summarizes many recent economic
activities that have occurred within the city’s boundaries.
Economic development has to be approached as a regional
effort because moving businesses and jobs between local
communities has negligible benefit to area and, in most
cases, creates a less than stable economic environment.
The most economic viable areas in the nation are ones that
recognize that businesses that locate in a general region
have economic impacts on all local communities within the
region. While a new business may locate or expand in
Bridgeport, Clarksburg and Harrison County may benefit
from new residents living and shopping in their own locales
and vice versa.
To continue to prosper, the city will have to look at building from their successes with a variety of approaches
including working as a region, working with existing businesses to ensure their long-term viability, promoting
area as great place to start or expand a business, and increasing the benefits of investing in the area.

1

Economic Impact and Benefits Analysis by BoydGroup International, February 2009.
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Trends in Economic Development
There are two major components of economic development that the city evaluates when considering trends
and strategies. First are the employees, the residents of the community that own or work in the region at
various business establishments. A potential business wants to understand the employment base to determine
the general skill set of the existing employee base, typical income levels, and other indicators to see if there is
a “fit” for their business. The second component of economic development is the business establishments
themselves, those businesses that create the jobs for the residents. Each component has their own indicators
and changes in these trends can have significant impacts. This section highlights some key trends related to
economic development in Bridgeport and the region. The information presented in this section is drawn from
the 2000 Census as well as information from the 2007-2011 American Community Survey, 5-Year Estimates
(U.S. Census Bureau) to show recent trends in the economy.
Employment
Employment numbers have dramatically changed across the United States since the 2000 Census as the
economy entered a recession. Bridgeport has been fortunate in the last decade having maintained a very low
unemployment rate that estimates show is close to 3.6%. This is far less than the national average that has
hovered around eight or nine percent through the last couple of years. The employment rates shown in Table
5 only describe the employment status of residents who live in Bridgeport and may be indicative of a large
number of residents who work for the FBI, other government agencies, and the hospital, where the
employment levels, while ever changing, have remained the most stable in an unstable economy. It is also
important to note that the overall employment levels for all communities are slightly lower than the nation, in
part, because of the increase in shale gas mining that is taking place in West Virginia and that has seen a major
uptake in employment recently. Table 6, which follows the table on employment levels, illustrates the
industries where residents of the various communities are employed based on recent estimates.
Table 5: Employment
Bridgeport

Population 16 Years
Old and Older
Change 2000-2011
Population in Civilian
Labor Force
Change 2000-2011
Employed
Change 2000-2011
% Unemployed

Clarksburg

Harrison
County

West Virginia

2000

2011

2000

2011

2000

2011

2000

2011

5,803

6,625

13,558

13,167

54,808

55,484

1,455,101

1,504,751

14.2%
3,458

3,996

15.6%
3,376
3,854
14.2%
2.4%
3.6%

-2.9%
7,258

7,214

-0.6%
6,617
6,591
-0.4%
8.8%
8.6%

1.2%
30,500

31,362

2.8%
28,167 29,047
3.1%
7.6%
7.4%

3.4%
790,694

824,759
4.3%

732,673

762,595
4.1%

7.3%

7.5%

Notes:
[1] 2000 Data Source: 2000 U.S. Census
[2] 2011 Data Source: 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (U.S. Census Bureau)
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Table 6: 2011 % of Employed Civilian Labor Force by Industry [1]

Agriculture, forestry, fishing,
hunting, and mining
Construction
Manufacturing
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Transportation, warehousing, and
utilities
Information
Finance, insurance, real estate, and
rental and leasing
Professional, scientific, management,
administrative, and waste
management services
Educational, health, and social
services
Arts, entertainment, recreation,
accommodation, and food services
Other services (except public
administration)
Public administration

Bridgeport

Clarksburg

Harrison
County

West
Virginia

1.4%

2.4%

3.0%

5.1%

5.8%
7.1%
1.7%
10.6%

5.4%
5.8%
3.1%
15.5%

7.2%
6.7%
2.7%
14.4%

7.1%
8.7%
2.3%
12.4%

8.5%

6.5%

7.6%

5.6%

1.0%

1.0%

1.7%

1.8%

6.7%

4.5%

4.2%

4.4%

13.1%

5.9%

7.7%

7.4%

21.2%

24.8%

24.0%

25.8%

6.0%

10.8%

7.5%

8.6%

5.6%

6.2%

5.4%

4.6%

11.4%

8.1%

7.9%

6.3%

Notes:
[1] Source: 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (U.S. Census Bureau)

As stated earlier, a significant portion of Bridgeport’s employed residents work in the public administration
industry that includes those civilians who work for government agencies including the FBI. Another significant
employer is the educational, health, and social service industry that is typically a major employer in many
communities that have large hospital complexes and schools systems.
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Median Income
The final set of data evaluated as part of the economic development component of this plan is the median
income of residents. This information is included because it ties multiple elements of this plan together such as
the cost of housing and/or demand for housing, the need for different retail options (e.g., discretionary
spending), and also the general strength of the economy. Table 7 illustrates the median incomes for Bridgeport,
Harrison County, West Virginia, and the United States as a point of comparison. It includes data for 2000 and
for 2011 with adjusted numbers to provide an equal comparison. The median income levels in Bridgeport and
West Virginia have gone up in the last decade with Bridgeport having the highest median income of all the
geographies. This is compared with Harrison County and United States where the incomes have seen a slight
decrease over the decade. As a way of tying this information back to the cost of housing issues discussed
previously, it is necessary to have a household income roughly equal to the median income in Bridgeport to
acquire a $200,000 mortgage, depending on interest rates and loan requirements. As noted earlier, half of the
currently available homes have a sales price that exceeds $200,000, which means that people with median
income less than the $72,000 from Table 6 below may have an increasingly difficult time buying a home in
Bridgeport.

Table 7: Median Income

2000 Median Income
(in 1999 Dollars) [1]
2000 Median Income (in 2011
Inflated Adjusted Dollars)
2011 Median Income [2]
(in 2011 Inflated Adjusted Dollars)

Bridgeport

Harrison
County

West
Virginia

United
States

$49,310

$30,562

$29,663

$41,851

$65,755

$40,754

$39,556

$55,808

$72,721
+/- $5,380

$40,556
+/- $1,516

$55,808
+/- $356

$52,762
+/- $99

Notes:
[1] Source: 2000 U.S. Census based on 1999 dollars
[2] Source: 2007-2011 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates (U.S. Census Bureau). The +/- numbers are
the given margins of error in the ACS data.

Future Outlook and Needs
Economic development is an ongoing process, one that with effort can achieve set goals but can never really
stop because if the city fails to continue to work on maintaining and expanding its business base, it cannot
continue to thrive. That being said, there are four major initiatives the city needs to consider when pursing
economic development. These initiatives are generally described below and are supported by the specific
implementation strategies identified in the Implementation Section of this plan.

Economic Development
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Identify Nonresidential Growth Areas
Due to topography, municipal boundaries, and other development constraints, the city has limited
opportunities to grow from a land area standpoint. The primary direction the city can expand through
annexation is to the northeast, to the east, and to the southeast. While there is still some capacity for
nonresidential development within the city boundaries, including future development within Charles Pointe,
there is an important need for the city to look for opportunities to expand the municipal boundaries for
business growth and, more-importantly, non-retail business growth such as office and industrial development.
The future land use section and Map 4: Bridgeport Future Land Use, identifies potential growth areas for the
city, priorities for annexation, and future land uses for these areas. It will be important for the city to look at
annexing these areas and then protecting them from development that will prevent future economic
development growth (e.g., residential development on land planned for industrial). This will give the city longterm capacity for business development.
Support Existing Businesses
Those residents and businesses who responded to the citizen survey that was part of this planning process
identified attracting new businesses as a major need for the community. It is true that attracting new
businesses is a core goal of any economic development mission but the city must also focus on its existing
businesses, the ones that helped the city achieve its current level of success. The existing businesses are here
because they want to be and will likely stay in the area for the long-term but the city must ensure that the
needs of these businesses continue to be met and also identify expansion opportunities.
Attract New Businesses and Jobs
Bridgeport is proud to have a healthy business environment with a mix of industries but in order to maintain a
healthy economy, the city must constantly make efforts to attract new businesses, and thus new jobs, to the
community. Bridgeport must put together a marketing strategy to advertise the best qualities of the
community, the high levels of education found in the population, and the city’s regional location as the many
attributes that make it a desirable place to establish a business. Additionally, the city should look within its own
population for entrepreneurs who may currently operate a small business out of their home or have ideas for
a new business as a method of creating new jobs. This may include developing outreach programs for homes
businesses or even working with regional educational and business agencies to start a business incubator
where small businesses can get a hand in establishing themselves in the area.
Work as a Region
While citizens like to associate themselves with a single community or while a city might pride itself on its own
business accomplishments, ultimately economic development works best when approached from a regional
standpoint. Gaining a business or additional jobs in the general region, regardless of the specific location of the
business, creates benefits to the entire area that may sometimes be hard to quantify. It is also impossible to
have a successful economic development program when businesses relocate back and forth between
neighboring communities because there is no net change in employment or revenues, only a change in where
the business pays taxes. Bridgeport must work with Clarksburg, Harrison County, and other communities in
the region to collaborate on economic development programs recognizing that Bridgeport benefits from any
economic activity even if the business ultimately choose to locate in Clarksburg or in the county.
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Land Use and Growth
As it was defined in the beginning of this document, a comprehensive plan is a planning tool that evaluates
various aspects of the city and establishes a series of policies to help guide future decisions about the physical,
economic, environmental, and social aspects of the community. As you can see, this type of plan has to cover a
number of overlapping issues that all tie back into the ultimate question of “what will our city look like in 5, 10,
or 20 years from now?” While no single component of this plan rules the others, the future land use
recommendations found in this section do create the framework for many of the other plan recommendations.
For example, this plan makes recommendations about future growth areas for industrial and residential
expansion that could place heavy demands on the city’s infrastructure system if the city does not establish
policies and follow through on said policies for the update and expansion of its infrastructure. This section
looks at how land is currently used in the city, the constraints or limitations on future development, and
identifies opportunities for the future development of the city that will work toward implementing many of the
goals set forth in this plan.

Trends in Land Use and Growth
Existing Land Use
An assessment of how the land is currently being used is an important piece of information that must be
evaluated in any physical planning effort. Property information and aerial photography, along with input from
city staff, helped establish an existing land use map (Map 1). This map classifies property in Bridgeport under
one of the land use categories described below with a focus on the general use of land. This map and related
data does not focus on individual vacant lots with a subdivision or major development but rather on the
broader use of land in the city. For this reason, an entire subdivision may be shown as single-family residential
even though several lots may still remain vacant. The same assumption applies to commercial uses where, for
example, the entire first phase of the White Oaks development is shown as existing commercial and office
uses even though there are still a few lots that have not been developed. The purpose of the existing land use
analysis is simply to establish the basic development trends of the city thus far in its history.
Existing Land Use Categories
x Airport uses are properties used for the airports runways, hangers, and related operations. While the
airport authority owns the land where the industrial park is located, the focus of the existing land use
map is the actual use of the land so the industrial park is shown as an existing industrial use.
x Single-Family Residential uses are those properties with a single detached dwelling unit located on a
single parcel.
x Multi-Family Residential uses only comprise a small area of the city and are located where there are
multiple dwelling units, attached to one another, located on a single parcel. This category may include
apartment buildings, townhomes, duplexes, two-family homes, and other attached housing.
x Commercial and Office uses cover those areas of the city where the primary use is the provision of
goods and services to the general public in a commercial setting or where there are establishments that
provide executive, management, administrative, medical, dental, or professional services in either small
or large-scale office buildings.
x Parks and Recreation uses are properties used for public open space and recreational uses such as
playgrounds, ball fields, open space, and other local or regional park lands.
Land Use and Growth
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x Public and Institutional uses are properties and structures used for the provision of services related
to the general public (e.g., city offices, public utilities, or fire stations) or institutions such as schools,
hospitals, and churches.
x Industrial uses are properties used for the manufacturing, assembly, or distribution of goods or
services that do not typically include the retail sale of such goods or services.
x Agriculture, Vacant, or Undeveloped properties are areas of the city that are maintained as
farmland, either crops or for the raising of livestock, or are properties that are not currently used for
any use listed above.
Map 1: Existing Land Use, illustrates existing land uses across the city while Figure H below, illustrates the ratio
of land uses when considering the city’s total land area. In addition to the categories described above and
those shown in the map, it was necessary to break out the amount of agricultural, vacant, or undeveloped land
into subcategories as shown in Figure H. A significant portion of the city remains undeveloped (over 46%) but
much of that land is already planned for some form of residential, commercial, or mixed use development
either in later phases of the White Oaks development or the South Land Bay portion of Charles Pointe.

Figure H: Existing Land Use Distribution
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Natural Resources
The natural resources found throughout Bridgeport and Harrison County contributes greatly to the character
of the community and is the definition of West Virginia’s campaign of “Wild and Wonderful.” The protection
of these vital natural resources is important but at the same time, they can hinder growth and development.
Bridgeport must work to find a balance between protecting the natural resources that surround them and
dealing with the impacts, including how such resources may limit future development or growth in the city or
the financial impact of flooding if there is poor planning of future development.
The 1996 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan and the 2001 and 2007 updates provide a wealth of information on
many of the resources including the definitions of the resources and justifications for protecting resources
such as floodplains, wetlands, streams, slopes, and threatened or endangered species. The two resources that
have the most significant effects on development in Bridgeport, and West Virginia as a whole, are the steep
slopes and floodplains. These resources are illustrated in Map 2: Slopes and Floodplain. Because much of the
region is comprised of steep slopes, the map essentially shows a reverse image of slopes where the green and
yellow areas on the map illustrate the “flattest” areas in Bridgeport and anything in white on the map illustrates
the steepest slopes (greater than 30%). For the purposes of the plan evaluation, the slopes were categorized
based on the percentage of slope, which is the calculation of the vertical rise (in feet) divided by the horizontal
distance (in feet). A 30% slope is an area where there is a 30 foot increase in vertical elevation over a 100 foot
horizontal distance.
x 0 to 15% slopes – For development in West Virginia, any area with a slope of 0 to 15% is considered
developable with minimal limitations.
x 15 to 30% slopes – Land that has a slope that falls within this category can be developed but will
require special engineering and precautions to address potential slippage, erosion, and soil stability.
x 30% or greater slopes – For the purposes of this plan, any land with this steep of a slope is considered
to have significant constraints to development. While development is possible with special engineering, it
is very costly and the land can be difficult to access. Development on these slopes is usually limited
unless there is significant cutting and filling of the property.
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Map# 2 Slopes and Floodplain
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Future Outlook and Needs
The future outlooks and needs related to land use and growth revolve largely around redevelopment
opportunities, recommended growth areas (annexations), and the future land use recommendations of land.
Bridgeport’s 1996 comprehensive plan and the 2001 and 2007 updates focus primarily on the future land uses
while this planning process also includes more specific recommendations on the types and characters of
certain land uses that are desired by citizens and the business community. The following sections describe the
planning process undertaken to identify development and growth options for Bridgeport’s future and the
specific land use recommendations that are the framework for this plan.
Potential Development Areas – Analysis and Identification
Based on the population and housing projections described earlier, it is estimated that the city will likely need
room to accommodate a significant amount of new housing over the reach of this plan (2025). Depending on
the rate of growth, this could be anywhere from 500 to 1,300 or more dwelling units. If you assume a basic
residential density of four units per acre, that means there needs to be 125 to 325 acres of land dedicated for
future residential development along with related public dedications (e.g., land for rights-of way, easements,
etc.), and land for expanded city services (e.g., parks, fire stations, police stations, etc.). This demand for land
does not include the need to dedicate a certain portion of the city for nonresidential uses to accommodate the
commercial, office, and industrial uses that go hand-in-hand with a growing population and are at the core of
the city’s economic development drive. When evaluating the future land use of a city and the demand for new
growth areas, the first step is to look at where there is available land, which led to the potential development
analysis described herein.
As described in the existing land use analysis, nearly half of the city is classified as agriculture, vacant, or
undeveloped uses that amounts to over 2,600 acres of land within the city’s existing municipal boundaries. This
is technically more than a sufficient amount of land to accommodate the demand for new residential and
business growth. Upon further evaluation of the land in the city, a number of issues are raised with the
agriculture, vacant, or undeveloped land that for the purposes of this plan, is considered to be the land
available for new development in the future. These issues include:
x Almost 1,500 acres of land is within the Charles Pointe development, which is a master planned
community where future development has already been planned and approved by the city. While this
could accommodate all future land demand, the main problem is that it is controlled by one group and
will be developed at its own pace. This may not appear to be an issue on its face because it is a fantastic
opportunity and advantage to have such a planned development in Bridgeport but from a long-term
planning standpoint, the city cannot rely solely on a single development to meet the demand. For this
reason, the city must also ensure that there is additional land elsewhere that can serve as alternative
development areas.
x Many citizens perceive that outside of Charles Pointe and White Oaks, there is limited land available for
development but there are still a number of large tracts of land and/or groupings of undeveloped lots
that have potential for some level of development. While some of these tracts would be difficult to
develop due to floodplains or steep slopes, other tracts are located where there are minimal steep
slopes or where development can occur outside of the floodplain.
Land Use and Growth
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x One additional issue is the cost of developing housing in the city that was detailed previously in the
Population and Housing element of this plan. Part of this issue is related to where new development
takes place and the related cost of extending water and sewer service to future lots. At first glance, it
would appear that most of the potentially developable land is on the outskirts of the city but further
evaluation shows that in fact, there is a lot of infill development opportunities within the city’s existing
boundaries.
In order to identify areas where there is some future development potential, this plan started with the
available city mapping and identified the properties classified as agricultural, vacant, or undeveloped along with
any lots, regardless of size, that were vacant of buildings, regardless if such lot may be associated with an
adjacent use. The purpose of this exercise is twofold in that it first lets the city refine information on what
land may be developable in the future and second, it allows the city to look at the possibility of infill
development that may have significantly reduced development costs because water and sewer already exist onsite. Map 3: Potential Development Areas, illustrates those areas of the city as well as areas outside of the city
that have some future potential for development. The land is categorized based on whether it is infill, that is
small lots in the City of Bridgeport that are within a built neighborhood, or a greenfield site, which are large
areas of undeveloped land that have the potential for larger-scale development. The map only focuses on
greenfield areas where there are limited development constraints such as steep slopes or floodplains. Those
larger tracts of land that are significantly covered by steep slopes or floodplains, or that fall within the
boundaries of adjacent cities, are not illustrated in the map. Because the infill sites are varied in the impact of
slopes or floodplains, the lots have been classified based on whether there are limited constraints or significant
constraints. The sites that have significant constraints will likely remain undeveloped long into the future.
Several assumptions were made in the development of this map. First, the map does not take into account
whether the land is in fact available for sale or lease and/or the intentions of the property owner to ever sell
the property in the future. It is simply a tool for investigate potential capacity for future growth. It is assumed
that a portion of the land shown as a potential development area may in fact, never be developed. When
looking at properties outside of the city, the intent is not to specify the boundaries of future annexation
opportunities but to focus more on those areas of the county near Bridgeport that have limited development
constraints and therefore increased potential for future development.
The result of this analysis shows that there is in fact a significant amount of acreage within the municipal
boundaries and outside of the planned developments of Charles Pointe and White Oaks that have the potential
for future development. It also shows that there is great potential or the city to look at infill development
opportunities as one method of addressing how the city can encourage more affordable housing options by
looking at lots where the infrastructure is in place and the lots are more affordable. Furthermore, the Potential
Development Areas map shows that should the city want to expand its boundaries as it moves into the future
that there is significant acreage for future growth that have limited development constraints to impede such
growth.
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Map# 3 Potential Development Areas
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Future Land Use
The Bridgeport Future Land Use Plan establishes the desired future land use types for properties throughout
the city based on existing land uses, environmental conditions, and general development patterns of the
surrounding area. The plan is a graphic representation of many of the goals established earlier in the plan. This
plan will help guide the decisions of the Bridgeport City Council, Planning Commission, Board of Zoning
Appeals, and other committees regarding a variety of issues such as rezonings, capital improvements,
development of public facilities, and similar decisions.
The future land use plan map on the following page is intended to serve as a guide for continued development
and redevelopment within the existing boundaries of Bridgeport. The map is not a zoning map and only serves
as a general basis for the decision-making bodies of the city. The following is a brief description of the
proposed land uses.
x Airport
The land designated for airport uses are the existing properties that are used for the airports runways,
hangers, and related operations. This area should continue to be used for the ongoing operation and
improvement of the North Central West Virginia airport to ensure the continued success of the airport
and related, positive impacts on the community. Regardless of the future land use map
recommendations, additional land surrounding the airport is owned by the airport authority and may be
used for future airport activities or related support services if the demand for such space arises.
x Existing Residential Core
This category comprises the vast majority of the city’s existing single-family and multi-family residential
uses. The existing uses should continue as part of this plan with the primary use of this category being
single-family residential uses. The city should allow for multi-family residential development and other
attached residential uses that provide housing diversity with the following considerations:
o Any existing areas of multi-family residential uses should continue to be used for such purposes.
o The proposed residential use reflects the goals that serve as the foundation of this plan.
o The density and design of the proposed residential use blends with the character of the
surrounding neighborhood. This may include multi-family residential uses located in a structure
that resembles large single-family detached home
or multi-family dwellings that maintain a similar
height and scale of surrounding residential uses.
o Multi-family attached dwellings with more than
two units should be located on collector or
arterial streets unless they serve as a transition
discussed below or are part of a master planned
development.
o Higher density residential uses may be allowed in
areas adjacent to nonresidential uses to serve as a
land use transition or buffer between the more
intense nonresidential use and nearby single-family
Figure I: Image of a multineighborhoods.
family apartment building
designed to resemble a large
single-family home.
Land Use and Growth
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x Mixed Residential
Mixed residential areas are where different types of housing may be located within a single development
with a mixture of detached homes and attached housing that can provide diversity in housing options
within a single development. For the purposes of this plan, developers are encouraged to mix housing
types within a single development but, if the site is relatively small prior to the subdivision process, the
area may be used for a single residential type.
x Mixed Use Development
Mixed use developments are large developments that contain a mixture of residential, commercial,
office, and public uses. The residential uses may vary from stand-alone residential types (single-family,
townhomes, low-density apartments, etc.) to residential apartments that are located within the same
building as a nonresidential use. Within the concept of mixed-use developments are a number of
variations including a general mixture of uses (e.g., retail, office, and residential) on a single site or an
alternative that is often referred to as vertical mixed-use (e.g., office or residential uses over retail or
office uses on the first floor). The following are general descriptions and illustrations of these variations
of mixed-use development.
General Mixed-Use
General mixed-use developments incorporate multiple uses
on a single site. What separates these types of developments
from the construction of individual (separated) uses is that
they are typically designed with a unified theme, integrated
connections between the uses, and often include uses that
build off of one another (e.g., residential uses that provide
homes for office and retail workers). Charles Pointe can be
considered an example of this type of mixed use
development. Important considerations for any mixed-use
site are:
o Scale, to ensure that one use does not overpower the
other uses;
o Unified theme to tie the development together;
o Connectivity at both the pedestrian and vehicular levels;
o Strong architectural and landscaping standards both to create a unified theme but also to provide
for high-quality design; and
o Flexibility to address issues such as parking and circulation that are different from typical
suburban style development.
Vertical Mixed-Use
Similar in nature to general mixed-use developments, vertical
mixed-use emphasizes walkability, pedestrian scale, connectivity
for pedestrians and vehicles, and a cohesive design. While
common in downtown areas, vertical mixed-use developments
are also showing up as redevelopment alternatives on suburban
commercial corridors.
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x Commercial and Office
The commercial and office land use category covers areas of the city that would be appropriate for
commercial retail, office, and service uses that cater to both the local and regional market. The areas
typically lie along major road corridors or at key intersections where there are high volumes of traffic.
General commercial uses are the primary shopping locations for the community and include, but are not
limited to, grocery stores, wholesale clubs, large-scale general retail, discount department stores,
specialty retail, restaurants, banks and gas stations. The heavy retail focus of these areas makes them
primarily auto oriented; however, opportunities to tie in pedestrian access between buildings and
surrounding residential development is strongly encouraged.
x Non-Retail Commerce
The non-retail commerce category is intended to provide for areas of business growth in the city that
may include office uses, industrial uses, or a combination of such uses but where retail commercial uses
(e.g., restaurants, grocery stores, book stores, etc.) are limited in an effort to protect an area of the city
for office and industrial development. Limited retail uses such as coffee shops, banks, or restaurants may
be appropriate when they provide needed services to the surrounding businesses.
x Parks and Recreation
The parks and recreation category designates land to be used for public and/or private recreational
purposes that may include parks, playgrounds, open space, walking trails, golf courses, and similar uses.
x Public and Institutional
The public and institutional uses shown on the future land use map are existing uses that include a broad
range of uses such as schools, churches, and other public properties or buildings. This category may
include buildings or activities related to the provision of utilities such as gas, electric, water, sewer, cable
television or other similar utilities. While the future land use map only designates existing public and
institutional uses, public and institutional uses may be appropriate in other areas of the city, regardless of
the future land use designation. When considering the siting of a public or institutional use, the city
should consider the impact the buildings or use will have on the surrounding area and apply appropriate
conditions to help mitigate those impacts such as buffering or access management.
x Industrial
The industrial use category includes areas where there are establishments for the manufacturing and
production of goods and/or services. These uses may have some accessory commercial and/or offices
uses. Future industrial development should be focused on clean industries that largely operate within
enclosed structures. Outdoor storage and activities may occur with appropriate buffers from adjacent
properties.

Land Use and Growth

– 33 –

2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan

x Agriculture, Vacant, or Undeveloped
While the state code requires that any plan address future rural areas, where applicable, a determination
was made that there is not a priority for protecting certain lands for rural or commercial agricultural
purposes. Given that Bridgeport is a city with urban and suburban type development, its purpose is to
provide areas for development rather than establish land for rural activities that would be better suited
in areas where there is limited urban infrastructure and services. There are areas of the city that are
shown as agriculture, vacant, or undeveloped on the future land use plan map. These areas are all
significantly constrained by the presence of steep slopes and/or floodplains that will limit development
opportunities and are considered to be a holding area until such time as better access is provided to the
area or newer engineering technologies allow for development opportunities. These areas may be zoned
as agricultural on the city’s zoning map to protect them for lower impact development. The city may
consider reevaluating the future land use designation at a later time if circumstances change.

Future Growth Areas and Annexation
While the Future Land Use Map illustrates proposed land uses within the city’s existing boundaries, this plan
did evaluate future growth areas outside of the city limits that will require the property owners to go through
the annexation process to become a part of Bridgeport. While annexation is typically a controversial word, it
is a part of a city’s toolbox and one that the city must evaluate if they plan on growing in the long-term future.
Without annexation, the city will be relegated to minimal growth through development of infill properties and
redevelopment of any underutilized sites.
Map 5: Future Growth Areas, identifies areas of land outside of Bridgeport that have minimal development
constraints from steep slopes or floodplains. When considering annexation and/or discussing the possibility of
annexation with property owners, the areas shown on the map should be the city’s first priority. That being
said, if property owners from outside of these areas approach the city for annexation, the city leaders should
consider these secondary annexations on a case-by-case basis on the value the land may bring to the city
including the potential for future development and thus potential for additional tax revenue or there may be
value for the purposes of additional parks and/or public service uses. When undertaking these secondary
annexations, the city should also consider the recommendations of this plan when determining an appropriate
future land use.
Map 5: Future Growth Areas, illustrates the priority growth areas and recommendations for future land uses.
These land use categories are the same as the ones described above as it relates to the future land use map in
the city with the exception that there are some areas in Map 5 that are appropriate for single-family residential
uses. These are uses that reflect the prevalent development type in Bridgeport with a single dwelling unit on an
individual lot. This category is specific to this area and reflects the difficult topography.
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Additional Needs and Strategies
Beyond using the proposed land use and growth area maps in this section for guidance as it relates to land use
and development, the city also needs to consider related recommendations such as the need for different
housing types and values and/or the need to identify additional areas for business growth; recommendations
found in other sections of this plan. There are an additional three major initiatives the city needs to consider
related to land use and growth. These initiatives are generally described below and are supported by the
specific implementation strategies identified in the Implementation Section of this plan.
x Balance the Needs of the Older Neighborhoods with Newer Neighborhoods
The city has done an excellent job of investing money in downtown and older neighborhoods while
simultaneously looking at opportunities for new growth. This policy ensures a balance and stable
approach to growth that will prevent areas of the city from falling into disrepair or disinvestment. As
the city continues to look into the future and identifies areas for expansion and new growth, it will be
vital to also continue to maintain and invest in the original core of Bridgeport. Upgrading infrastructure
and adding additional trails will also go a long way in maintain vital connections between the older core
of the city and new areas to the mutual benefit of all citizens.
x Preserve the City’s History
Bridgeport has an extensive history including several notable buildings and former residents. While
historic preservation in the sense of strict guidelines for the protection of downtown buildings or the
creation of a historic district is not a priority for the city, the community does need to make efforts to
ensure the protection of its historic gems. The city should look for ways to encourage the protection of
historic buildings and sites either through purchase for use by the community or programs to help
private owners maintain their structures. Creating special signage or trails that connect these historic
sites will also help protect the city’s heritage.
x Ensure a Balance of Uses
In order to maintain some stability in revenue, it will be important to maintain a balance of different uses
in the city. If the city were to focus on residential-only development in the future, the burden to fund
recreational activities, schools, and public services would fall primarily on residents whereas ensuring
that there is a healthy mix of residential and business development will equalize any such tax burden.
Additionally, providing for a balance of residential and businesses can improve the general qualify of life in
Bridgeport because residents can work and shop in close proximity to homes while businesses can
target their marketing or employment opportunities to the local population.

Land Use and Growth
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Transportation
Few elements of growth and development are more visible than the transportation network. It is often one of
the top issues in any planning process because citizens deal with it as they go about their daily routines and
Bridgeport is no exception. In the community survey, over 40% of respondents said that improving traffic
problems at major intersections was “extremely important” for the future of the city. Fortunately for
Bridgeport, the transportation network, and more specifically traffic congestion, is one of the few negative
aspects of the community that most residents identified in this planning process. Beyond traffic, most people
are happy with the actual transportation network given that the city has five major interstate interchanges
within close proximity if not within the city itself; a growing network of trails and sidewalks to use for
recreational purposes; and access to an airport with commercial carrier service. To be a truly comprehensive
document, this plan must take into consideration all of the interrelated transportation networks, how they
influence the community, and how the community can strive to improve the network to the benefit of its
citizens.

Trends in Transportation
Unlike population, housing, and land use, there are not a lot of “trends” in transportation but there is a lot of
documentation on the significant amount of work the city has undertaken to improve the overall
transportation network. In the last decade, there has been an expansion of 1-79 to six lanes throughout the 5
interchanges for the city, the completion of a four-lane bypass road (WV 279 connecting I-79 to US 50 on the
northeast of the city), expansion of the North Central West Virginia Airport, and the construction of
numerous trails and bikeways providing alternative transportation routes for citizens throughout the city.
Since completion of the last comprehensive plan update in 2007 the city has implemented the following
recommendations:
x The city eliminated parking along Main Street within the downtown area and realigned the intersection
of Philadelphia Avenue and Main Street, adding a new traffic signal associated with a new municipal
parking lot, to help ease traffic congestion through the area. These improvements also included the
addition of parking on the east side of downtown and improved pedestrian circulation on Main and
Philadelphia Streets.
x The upgrade at Lodgeville Road and Johnson Avenue, a West Virginia Department of Highways funded
project, is nearing completion this year after ten years in planning.
x New signage was added along 1-79 directing east bound US 50 traffic to use the WV279 bypass to
alleviate traffic along Main Street/US 50 in the downtown area that will help distribute traffic and again,
reduce traffic congestion.
x The North Central West Virginia Airport had over 10,001 deplanements in 2012 making it eligible for $1
million in federal funding for reaching this threshold.
x The city has added several miles of trails, particularly around the lakes and at City Park based on the
city’s trail system and previous planning efforts.
Transportation and traffic congestion is both a problem and a gift for Bridgeport. It is a gift because traffic is
the lifeblood for many local businesses, particularly the retail shops and without the traffic, there may be a
significantly higher number of vacancies. It can be considered a problem because there are only limited steps
the city can take to make major improvements given that many of the streets are controlled by the state and
in some areas where the traffic is the worst, there are multiple jurisdictions involved including the state,
Transportation

– 37 –

2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan

Harrison County, Clarksburg, and Bridgeport. Another major issue that is difficult to get around is the steep
topography of the entire region that severely limits where streets may be extended or altered to improve
traffic flow or where new roads may be added to building alternative routes for cars. Fortunately for
Bridgeport, much of the traffic congestion is localized to a handful of intersections and tends to only occur
during peak hours of travel meaning that traffic is not necessarily a 24/7 issue for the city.

Future Outlook and Needs
Transportation and traffic will always be an issue the city will have to address long into the future. In order to
continue the progress, there are three major initiatives the city will need to consider when evaluating the
transportation network in the future. These initiatives are generally described below and are supported by the
specific implementation strategies identified in the Implementation Section of this plan.
Connectivity
When it comes to improvements that can have a major impact on traffic congestion and the overall flow of
vehicles, connectivity is at the top of the list. The more connections there are between two points in the city
or region, the more options people have on how to get from Point A to Point B. To transportation engineers,
this concept is called redundancy in that where there are multiple connections and people have multiple
choices in how to get to their destination, there is a redundancy in the network. While redundancy can be
seen as a negative thing, it is actually a good situation for minimizing traffic congestion because higher
redundancy levels means that traffic is spread over multiple intersections and along several streets rather than
being bottlenecked at one or two intersections. As the city works on future development plans and future
expansion, the plans need to identify how to increase connectivity between the development, the city, and
surrounding region.
Collaboration and Cooperation
The transportation network is not strictly within the City of Bridgeport but extends throughout the region. As
such, there are multiple agencies and communities that have ties to the network and have a say in any
improvements. These agencies include the Benedum Airport Authority that does have city representation but
is otherwise a separate agency that addresses improvements to the airport. Other agencies include the West
Virginia Department of Highways, Harrison County, and the City of Clarksburg, that all have intertwining
interests in the roadway system. In order to make improvements to the roads or airport, the city must work
as a regional collaborator with these other agencies for the benefit of the region and the region’s
transportation and economy. Bridgeport should continuously look for ways to sit down with these agencies
and plan for improvements that have mutual benefits.
Non-Vehicular Transportation
Bridgeport residents are happy with the increasing number of trails and sidewalks that have been installed over
the last ten years. These trails and sidewalks provide additional recreational options for citizens while also
giving people a choice in transportation. The city needs to continue to increase the mileage of trails and
encourage if not require sidewalks and trails in all developments to develop a connect system of trails whereby
people can walk or bike to work, schools, shopping, or other destinations. The more people use the trails, the
less they need to use their cars, which ultimately helps reduce traffic congestion issues.

Transportation
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Community Facilities, Infrastructure, and
Public Services
Much of this comprehensive plan has focused on those elements of growth that people can easily see and
comprehend as far as impacts on their lives but where there is growth, there is also an underlying foundation
of infrastructure, community facilities, and public services that are there to support such growth. The city’s
water and sewer services allow the city to have the density of population and business that it currently
maintains while the city also provides services like police and fire that residents and citizens expect to be there
when needed but may otherwise not fully understand what it takes to provide such services. This section
focuses on the various services and facilities the city or county typically provides that contributes greatly to the
quality of life that residents and business owners have come to value highly.

Trends in Community Facilities, Infrastructure, and Public Services
As with the transportation network, there are no extensive trends of data for community facilities,
infrastructure, or public services. The city has long established itself as a leader in north central West Virginia
for quality secondary and post-secondary schools, a vibrant revitalized downtown area, excellent police, fire,
EMS services and city owned and managed sanitary sewer, water and storm sewer infrastructure. Maps 6 and
7 on the following pages illustrates the extent of the city’s water and sewer system while citizens have seen a
number of changes that show the city’s commitment to high quality services at the lowest possible costs. Since
completion of the last comprehensive plan update in 2007 the city has implemented the following
recommendations:
x The city continues to partner with the local school system, recognizing it for the quality education it
provides and continues to work with the schools and the Harrison County Board of Education to ensure
long-term maintenance of this quality and continued improvements.
x The city and local businesses support and encourage the expansion of post-secondary educational
facilities such as the West Virginia Junior College and the Pierpont Community and Technical College
with medical, aircraft, legal and other business entities in Bridgeport hiring graduates of these facilities.
x The city continues its decade long streetscape project related traffic and street improvements to the
downtown area along Main Street (US 50).
x The city constructed a new fire, police and EMS station at Jerry Dove Drive near the United Hospital
Center with plans for a new, expanded downtown police station, and potential addition of fire satellite
stations.
x The city continues to think ahead as it relates to infrastructure improvements by installing oversized
water and/or sewer lines when such lines will eventually service a larger number of users in the city.
Currently the sewage plant has a capacity of treating three million gallons per day with maximum daily
use currently at about half its capacity. Water and sewer lines have been extended as needed for
Charles Pointe & White Oak continued growth and other possible growth areas near Meadowbrook,
Barnett’s Run Road and water extensions east along US 50 toward the county line.
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Future Outlook and Needs
As Bridgeport continues to grow, the demand for additional infrastructure, community facilities, and public
services will also continue to grow. In order to continue this progress, there are three major initiatives the city
will need to consider when evaluating infrastructure, community facilities, and public services in the future.
These initiatives are generally described below and are supported by the specific implementation strategies
identified in the Implementation Section of this plan.
Keep Ahead of Growth
Bridgeport is one of few cities that thinks proactively when planning for infrastructure improvements or new
public facilities and this has been a key to the city’s success. To avoid a future of having to constantly catch up
(e.g., upgrading infrastructure after growth has occurred), the city must continue to be proactive and this
means constantly looking at where the city needs to expand its capacity or install oversized water or sewer
lines even though the initial demand is not there. The cost of making the improvements in the present are far
less than the cost of upgrading or installing new infrastructure in the future.
Attract Additional Post-Secondary Educational Opportunities
The city has a quality local schools system and several post-secondary schools or distant learning centers but
in order to promote the community as a major economic generator, the city must continue to expand the
post-secondary educational opportunities. Bridgeport should work with the existing schools and programs to
see where there is a possibility of expanding the programs while also working with other schools, whether
based in West Virginia or elsewhere, to help diversify the educational opportunities within the area. This will
not only help attract people to live and work here but it will also give local graduates more local choices in
learning a profession or trade as well as a reason to stay in the community long-term.
Identify Land or Area for Future Community Facilities
As with keeping ahead of growth as it relates to infrastructure, the city must also identify where there may be
a need for future community facilities including schools, parks, fire stations, police outposts, etc. When
considering the establishment of new facilities, the city should look to the recommendations of the future land
use plan to determine where there may be increases in population, housing, or businesses and use it as a guide
for determining what facilities are needed and the capacity demands for such facilities. For example, there are
currently three prime areas for growth that will likely create a near future demand for additional community
facilities and/or public services. These areas include:
x The area around the I -79 / Meadowbrook interchange;
x The intersection of WV 279 & US 50; and
x Charles Pointe (especially for school expansion).
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Parks and Recreation
Parks and recreational facilities are clearly an important component of the quality of life in Bridgeport. The
parks, trails, and recreational facilities are highly valued, second only to the school system. The city has a wide
range of passive open space, active recreational fields, trails, swimming pool, and other activities that provides
a range of recreational options for residents of all ages and abilities. They meet a community’s need to have fun
through recreation while also creating a positive image of a community. As the city continues to grow and
expand, it will be necessary to also look at how the parks and recreational facilities need to expand to meet
the changes in population.

Trends in Parks and Recreation
The 2001 comprehensive plan and the 2004 Parks Master Plan provides specific details on all of the city’s
existing parks and recreational facilities. The 2007 comprehensive plan update highlights the growing need for
additional facilities because of the growing population demands. Map 8: Parks and Trails, illustrates the location
of the city’s various parks and recreational facilities along with existing and planned trails as draw from the
parks master plan.
Since completion of the 2007 comprehensive plan update, the
city has continued to better its facilities and has accomplished
the following:
x Completed a new 40 acre Bridgeport Recreation
Complex that is a destination baseball and softball
complex with a potential for soccer fields in the multipurpose field area. This complex improved the quality of
this resource in the city and adds overall park acreage
serving as an economic generator as outside teams visit
the complex and the city.
x Identified funding through several government grants for additional trails and park amenities.
x Implemented user-needs surveys to help identify the public’s opinion as to what they would like to see in
their parks and recreational facilities.
x Altered “user rates” for certain amenities, such as the pool, to provide discounts to those who reside in
the city compared to those who live elsewhere.
x Purchased property to increase park space along Main Street, however the city has not initiated
improvements at this point in time.
x Developed an access trail connecting Compton Park and James Street that provides walkable access
from the Jamestown Apartments and to all those in between.
x Developed trails connecting a few city parks such as Hinkle and Deegan Lakes along with other walking
trail routes that provide the citizens with over eleven miles of trails.
x Continued to plan and work on additional trail connections to link all of the city’s park facilities.
x Purchased additional acreage adjacent to the main City Park to allow for future park development and
expansion.
Parks and Recreation
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Future Outlook and Needs
Everyone would agree that there is always a desire to see additional recreational facilities, particularly if they
are conveniently located to all residents with easy access. With the diverse population discussed earlier in this
plan, it will also be important to continual gauge what facilities, services, and activities are needed in the future.
The older generations may look for more trails and passive park spaces while the youth may demand the
creation of additional ball fields. The city has continuously worked to better these facilities because of how
important parks and recreation are to the citizens and this will continue to be a priority in the future. There
are two major initiatives the city needs to consider when evaluating parks and recreation in the future. These
initiatives are generally described below and are supported by the specific implementation strategies identified
in the Implementation Section of this plan.
Update the Parks Master Plan
In 2004, the city adopted a parks master plan that delved into the
specifics of the community parks, walking trails, bike trails, and
other recreational facilities along with recommendations for future
improvements. This plan has served as the primary blueprint for
the improvements made since the plan’s adoption. The city should
strive to update this plan in a manner similar to the development
and adoption of this comprehensive plan update with the master
plan serving as an addendum to this comprehensive plan. The
future parks master plan needs to evaluate the growing population,
the location of that growth, and the needs of the changing
population to identify specific future needs with a recognition that
it cannot be focused on one type of improvement (e.g., ballfields
or walking trails) but must look to a variety of improvements. Such
plan should also address non-vehicular connectivity such as
sidewalks and trails including those identified in the sidebar.

Needed Sidewalk/Trail Expansions
1.

Along South Virginia Avenue/ WV 58
from Hinkle Lake to Main Street

2.

Along Brushy Fork Road from Deagan
Lake to Briarwood.

3.

Additional sidewalk along existing
walking routes such as Olive Street and
around Compton Park

4.

Establish a walking route within the
cemetery and create linkage from Main
Street and Benedum Drive.

5.

Extend Simpson Creek trail to
Lodgeville Road and connect with
sidewalk along Jonson Avenue to loop
back into downtown.

Continue to Evaluate the Development of an Indoor
Recreational/Multi-Purpose Facility
Throughout the plan update process, numerous citizens identified a desire for the city to establish an indoor
recreation/multi-purpose facility that could be used for a multitude of indoor recreation, community
gatherings, cultural events, and similar public activities. The city has long recognized that this is something the
community would like to see and has evaluated multiple options including a collaboration with the YMCA,
construction of a facility within the Charles Pointe development, and construction of a new space outside of
Charles Pointe. At issue is the initial cost for the construction of a facility and the necessary ongoing
operational funds that will be necessary to maintain and operate the facility. The city needs to continue to
evaluate the various approaches to the creation of a facility as it can serve as a replacement and/or supplement
to current facilities such as the Benedum Civic Center, the Bridgeport Conference Center, and the various
school and public facilities that are used today. While it is likely the city will contribute greatly to the capital
investments for the construction of the facility, it will be necessary to find collaborators and evaluate user fees
as the primary method of maintaining operations.

Parks and Recreation
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Implementation
The final element of this plan focuses on implementation, that is, the steps the city and/or other agencies need
to take to achieve the stated goals. Each of the previous plan elements identifies some general concepts and
ideas while this elements narrows those concepts to actionable items that includes information on the
responsible agency or groups as well as potential funding sources (if necessary) and the timing of the actions
based on priorities and the imminent needs of the community.
Table 7 includes the list of actionable items developed as part of this update and the related information. The
focus of this table is on what role the city should play regarding each of the identified strategies. In some cases,
the strategy is merely to work cooperatively with relevant agencies to ensure other agencies are working for
the benefit of the city. This table is not intended to be an exhaustive list of ideas or implementation tools but
an initial list that combines some actions from previous plans as well as new strategies to address any
additional community issues identified during this planning process. An important part of this planning process
will be the continual monitoring of the goals and implementation tasks

General Implementation Strategies
In addition to the specific tasks established in Table 7, there are a few implementation strategies discussed
below that really apply to all aspects of this comprehensive plan and addressing future planning topics. The
following is a brief discussion of each general strategy:
Involve the Public
Elected and appointed officials of Bridgeport, as well as the city staff, are responsible for a growing population
and business base where public input helps ensure that decisions are made in the best interest of those
citizens. As the city continues to grow, public input will be a key ingredient in the process and needs to include
multiple formats including public meetings, articles in the newspaper and on Connect Bridgeport, public
surveys, and other innovative forums.
Bridgeport consistently involves the public in every affair of the
city whether it is input for this plan or guidance on other public
improvements. The development of Connect Bridgeport has been one of the most valuable resources when it
comes to communication with the public. While it is a separate entity from the city government, it provides a
continuous link to up-to-date information on local news, sports, education, government, and other information
that has proven a vital link to residents and businesses. The city should continue to collaborate with and
contribute to Connect Bridgeport to capitalize on this resource and ensure that everyone has an opportunity
to participate in the local government.
Regional Cooperation
The city recognizes that it is not an isolated community and that what impacts the region, impacts Bridgeport.
As such, city officials and residents alike have made a concerted effort to immerse themselves in regional plans
and agencies. The city is involved with the Harrison County Planning Commission, the Region 6 Planning and
Development Council, the North Central West Virginia Airport (in the city but a major regional service), the
Harrison County Development Authority, and a variety of other regional groups and planning efforts. The city
should continue their involvement in any group that will help address Bridgeport’s interests through planning
and progress at the regional and state levels.
Implementation
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Specific Implementation Strategies
Implementation is the realization or execution of a plan and it is ultimately about action. This section of the
plan is intended to identify specific actions or strategies that the city should undertake to achieve the goals
established early in this planning document. Table 8 on the following pages identifies specific strategies to
implement the city’s overall goals. The table identifies the various plan components that the implementation
strategy helps support. The table also identifies those agency or agencies responsible for the strategy, possible
funding sources beyond the city’s general funds, and a general priority regarding whether the strategy is a
short-term strategy (1-3 years), a long-term strategy (3-7 years), or a continuous strategy that may not have
formal dates for initiation or completion.
The city could theoretically establish an exhaustive list of strategies to undertake as part of this implementation
section that might include hundreds of tasks but the reality of the situation is that the city does have a limit on
resources (funding and staffing). Table 8 is intended to include those strategies that are most realistic at this
point in time or that are vital steps for the immediate issues. In recognition that additional resources become
available, that priorities change, and that new tools may become available to the city, this portion of the plan is
intended to be updated more frequently than the remainder of the plan. Table 8 should be evaluated by City
Council and other relevant agencies on an annual basis to determine which actions have been completed,
establish or revise priorities, and make additions when and where new tools or strategies become available.
The following are the abbreviations used in Table 8:
Abbreviation
City of Bridgeport
Harrison County
BDD
BDA
BPD
BED
CVB
HCDA
WVDOH
N/A
ST
LT
CS

Implementation

Meaning
This is a broad reference to the elected and appointed officials at the City of
Bridgeport that specifically includes the City Council and Planning Commission
The elected and appointed officials with Harrison County, as appropriate
The City of Bridgeport Development Department
The City of Bridgeport Development Authority
The City of Bridgeport Parks Department
The City of Bridgeport Engineering Department
The Bridgeport Convention and Visitor’s Bureau
The Harrison County Development Authority
The West Virginia Department of Highways
Not Applicable – Funding is assumed to come from the city’s general funds and
not from outside grants or funding sources.
Short-term priority (1-3 years)
Long-term priority (3-7 years)
Continuous strategy
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Incorporate context sensitive infill and redevelopment zoning regulations that
support innovative and adaptive reuse of underutilized properties and quality
redevelopment projects throughout the city that do not take away from the
character of surrounding properties,

Work with local developers to target the development of attached residential
housing units or detached residential housing units (e.g. patio homes, small floor
plans, etc.) that provide more diversity in housing values and options in the city.

Develop project review guidelines to ensure that new development and
redevelopment projects conform to the Bridgeport and Harrison County
hazard and mitigation planning efforts adopted by the city.

Implement the new City Loan program to assist existing business in expansion
opportunities, job growth, and related economic activities.

Modernize the city’s zoning regulations to allow for mixed use development,
more diversity in housing choices, higher density infill, modern development
standards, and other development options identified in this plan.

Utilize the Bridgeport Development Authority as an economic development
committee for the city, reviewing and prioritizing potential economic tools and
activities.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

Implementation

Consider providing incentives and bonuses for infill and redevelopment project
that reuse underutilized properties or result in housing options including fasttrack review processes or increased density.

1.

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

X

X

X

X

Economic
Development
X

X

X

X

X

Land Use and
Growth
X

X

X

X

X

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals

S

X

Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing

Responsible
Agency
City of Bridgeport
and the BDA

City of Bridgeport and
the BDD

City of Bridgeport
and the BDA

City of Bridgeport,
Harrison County, and
the BDD

BDD

City of Bridgeport and
the BDD

City of Bridgeport and
the BDD

Funding Source
N/A

N/A

NA

N/A

NA

N/A

N/A

ST

ST

ST

ST

ST

ST

ST
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Priority

Parks and
Recreation

X

13. Develop and maintain an inventory of potential development sites (available or
not) with information on zoning, development constraints, incentives, costs,
etc. Work with the Harrison County Assessor’s Office and the online
Geographic Information System (GIS) to identify these sites as a marketing tool.
Provide easy links to the information from the city’s and other organizations’
websites.

Implementation

X

12. Continue regional economic development efforts through cooperation and
coordination of efforts with other economic development groups including the
chambers of commerce, the Bridgeport CVB, and the Harrison County
Development Authority.

X

X

11. Encourage mixed use development that can provide residential opportunities in
close proximity to jobs and where retail uses can prosper from the close
proximity to businesses and residents.

X

X

Work with businesses currently operating out of their homes (home
occupations) to assist in business expansions within Bridgeport.

9.

X

Economic
Development

10. Establish areas of the city that should solely be used for non-retail business
growth (e.g., office and industrial), especially around the major employers like
the airport and UHC.

Establish periodic meetings and surveys with existing businesses to make sure
the city is developing programs that support the continuation of those
businesses and promote business and job growth.

8.

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

Land Use and
Growth
X

X

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals
Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing

Responsible
Agency
The BDD and the
Harrison County
Assessor’s Office

City of Bridgeport, the
BDA, the CVB, and
the HCDA

City of Bridgeport, the
BDA, and the BDD

City of Bridgeport, the
BDA, and the BDD

BDA and BDD

City of Bridgeport
and the BDA

Funding Source
N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

ST

CS

ST

ST

CS

CP
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Priority

Parks and
Recreation

X

Implementation

20. Continue to look for grant opportunities or other small-scale business
development incentives that can aid in the development or expansion of
existing businesses.

X

X

The BDA

City of Bridgeport and
the BDD
X

BDA

19. Encourage improvements to the built environment that are highlighted
throughout this plan (e.g., clustering high density affordable housing for the
young professionals, encouraging a walkable community, and facilitating a more
accessible (vehicular) community) as an overall approach to attracting people
and businesses to the area.

X

Parks and
Recreation

The Benedum Airport
Authority and CVB

X

Land Use and
Growth
X

City of Bridgeport and
the BDA

BDA

The City of
Bridgeport and the
BDA

Responsible
Agency

18. Increase the deplanements at the airport and aggressively market the land
available at the airport for additional aviation related support service
companies.

X

17. Identify local business expertise or successful development that can lead or
facilitate development of key demonstration sites.
X

X

16. Analyze existing tax and other revenue streams to assess benefits,
opportunities and limits to these resources.

X

X

14. Lobby the West Virginia state legislature to broaden the city’s authority to
utilize Tax Increment Financing (TIF) for all projects, including residential (See
also the Population and Housing Section.).

Economic
Development

15. Provide training resources for local businesses throughout the year that focus
on different business topics (e.g., zoning requirements, development of business
plans, business expansion incentives,) or general networking events to increase
the interaction between different businesses.

X

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals
Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing
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Funding Source
N/A

CS

ST

LT

ST

LT

ST

LT
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City funds and
State grants
where possible

N/A

N/A

N/A

City funds and
State grants
where possible

N/A

Priority

X

X

25. Require bicycle parking and/or storage in new, large-scale developments,
particularly those near major city trails.

26. Invest in properties for the future expansion of city and public services (e.g.,
fire, police, storage, parks, schools, etc.) in those areas of the city or growth
areas where such services will be needed as the population continues to grow.

Implementation

X

24. Expand requirements for sidewalks and/or trails for developments to expand
non-vehicular options and increase recreational opportunities. Utilize the parks
master plan as a guide for future connections.

X

X

23. Incorporate connectivity requirements (vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle) for
all new developments. Require a high level of connectivity for all modes of
travel, to the maximum extent feasible, with some understanding of the
implications of steep topography.

Economic
Development

X

X

Land Use and
Growth

22. Continue joint efforts with the Department of Highways and neighboring
communities on efforts to mitigate traffic congestion at Lodgeville Road/US 50
intersection and the Thompson Drive/ Tolley Drive intersections with
Lodgeville Road to create a phased solution to traffic congestion at the eastern
gateway into the city.

21. Continue to evaluate the costs and benefits of becoming a designated West
Virginia Main Street Community for the benefit of downtown revitalization

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals

X

X

X

Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing
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Parks and
Recreation
X

X

X

X

Responsible
Agency

CS

ST

ST

ST

LT

LT
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City funds and
State grants
where possible

N/A

The City of
Bridgeport and the
BDD
The City of
Bridgeport

N/A

N/A

WVDOH and
City Funds

N/A

Funding Source
City of Bridgeport and
the BED

City of Bridgeport and
the BED

The BDD and BED

The BDD

Priority

X

32. Update and implement the Bridgeport Parks Master Plan to ensure that future
parks and recreational improvements meet the needs of the citizens.

Implementation

33. Continue to ensure accessibility to parks and community services for all
citizens, regardless of age and/or ability.

X

31. Fund completion of the downtown streetscape project, redevelopment of
vacant and underutilized buildings and lots along the Main Street corridor, and
continue efforts to mitigate parking traffic and parking concerns in downtown.

X

X

X

Economic
Development
X

Land Use and
Growth

30. Work with state and regional higher educational providers (e.g., colleges,
universities, technical colleges) to develop local programs for professional and
trade education within Bridgeport.

29. Partner with other public and private service providers on future expansions,
where appropriate, to find cost effective methods of maintaining high levels of
service and the most up-to-date technology.

28. Consider the inclusion of new subdivision design standards to encourage or
allow for natural infrastructure (i.e., green infrastructure) options and more
sustainable development options (e.g., solar and/or wind power).

27. When expanding infrastructure, plan ahead to include and/or require oversized
lines or facilities where capacity will be needed in the future based on the
future growth areas of this plan and future annexations.

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

X

X

X

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals

X

X

X

X

X

X

Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing
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Parks and
Recreation
X

X

X

Responsible
Agency
The BPD

City of Bridgeport and
the BPD

N/A

N/A

CS

ST

CS

LT

CS

ST

CS
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N/A

The City of
Bridgeport, the BDD,
and state or regional
universities/colleges

N/A

City funds and
State grants
where possible

The City of
Bridgeport, the BDD,
and applicable regional
agencies

City of Bridgeport and
the BDA

N/A

City funds and
State grants
where possible

Funding Source
The City of
Bridgeport and the
BDD

City of Bridgeport and
the BED

Priority

Economic
Development

X

36. Seek partners to fund a feasibility study to examine building, programming, site
needs, operational costs, funding options, and management alternatives for an
indoor recreational/multi-purpose building.

Implementation

X

X

Land Use and
Growth

35. Provide adequate maintenance for all park and recreational facilities (e.g., trash,
garbage collection, vegetation control, trail maintenance, painting, etc.)

34. Create a brand for park and recreational signage and develop a hierarchy of
signage displays from primary, secondary and tertiary for park facilities, roads
and trails.

Implementation Task
(Not Listed in Any Priority)

Transportation

Plan Components/Goals
Community
Facilities,
Infrastructure, and
Public Services

Implementation Task

Table 8: Specific Implementation Tasks

Population and
Housing

2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan

Parks and
Recreation
X

X

X

Responsible
Agency
City of Bridgeport, the
BDA, and the BPD

City of Bridgeport and
the BPD

City of Bridgeport and
the BPD

Funding Source

ST

CS

ST
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City funds and
State grants
where possible

N/A

N/A

Priority
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Funding from Outside of the City
Many of the implementation strategies identified in Table 8 are likely to be funded through local funding
sources such as the City of Bridgeport General Fund but the city should constantly be looking for other
funding sources, particularly in the way of grants. While the federal government does offer a number of grant
options through the Department of Housing and Urban Development or the Department of Transportation,
the city is more likely to find grant opportunities through the State of West Virginia. The state’s website
provides detailed summaries and application forms for different grant and funding opportunities but the
following is a brief summary, as captured from the state’s website, of the most commonly used grant programs,
some of which the city has used in the past.
x Flex-e Grant is a small grant “that may be used to support local leadership, civic engagement and
capacity building. In West Virginia, community values -- responsibility, strong work ethic, sense of
community and caring about our neighbors -- grow when our communities are strong and all people
have access to genuine opportunity.” This is a state grant that can be used for a host of civic activities
but is focused on the development of leadership and collaboration. This is a small grant with provisions
for up to $10,000 for the total project cost.
x The Land and Water Conservation Fund “provides supplemental federal funding for the acquisition
and/or development of high-quality, public outdoor recreational areas throughout West Virginia.
Assisted or acquired parklands are bound by perpetual restrictive covenants that obligate the project
sponsor to operate and maintain the defined project area as a public outdoor recreational facility.” This
is a 50/50 reimbursable matching grant meaning the city would have to have 50% of the funding for the
proposed project which may include the acquisition of land or improvement of land for outdoor
recreational facilities.
x The Economic Infrastructure Fund is a “financial assistance program that provides funding for
projects likely to foster and enhance economic growth and development. It emphasizes business and/or
industrial parks. Funding priority goes to projects resulting in immediate job creation; projects providing
the opportunity for economic growth and job creation (i.e., shell buildings, business and industrial parks);
and projects likely to foster and enhance economic growth and development.” This funding source is a
loan program to help invest in the infrastructure and physical buildings that may be necessary to foster
economic development
x The Governor's Community Partnership program “provides state grant funds for community and
economic development projects throughout West Virginia. In true community partnerships, the program
enables communities to expand, build and improve a variety of public facilities and services.” This is a
state grant that can be used for a host of activities that will allow for public investment in a community
that can include projects such as community centers, parks, libraries, street and sidewalk repair, etc.
x The West Virginia Small Cities Block Grant “provides federal funds for community and economic
development projects throughout West Virginia. The program supports job creation and retention
efforts, local government efforts to provide affordable infrastructure systems and community efforts to
improve the quality of life for low- to moderate-income citizens.” This is a federal grant funding source
that can be used for an array of activities that particularly help residents in low- and moderate-income
brackets or that help to address slum and blight issues in a city’s neighborhoods.
x TEA-21 Transportation Equity Act Funding – this funding program is sponsored by the Federal
Department of Transportation and provides funding for transportation enhances. This program provided
significant funding for the Main Street Revitalization program and expansion of the city’s trail system.
Implementation
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There are several other grants and funds available through the state, such as the local economic development
grant program, but these programs are available through the county or a multi-county collaboration. As the
city continues to work as part of the region, these are sources of funding they may seek in connection with
Harrison County.

Plan Monitoring
A comprehensive plan is a long-term visionary document but this does not mean the city should update the
code every five years and not look at it again until the next update is due. As part of this process, this section
outlines a monitoring system that will make this document a highly used document that can be adjusted based
on the changing needs and resources of the city.
Annual Review and Update of the Implementation Tasks
This plan has to be updated every five years based on state requirements but trends and resources shift on a
much faster basis and what is a priority now may not be as high a priority next year. At the same time, the
amount of available resources (monetary and staffing) can vary over the years. As such, it is important that the
city review the plan, but more specifically, this implementation section on an annual basis, possibly at the
annual strategic work session. This annual review can be used to:
x Create specific, quantitative goals for various goals. For example, if one goal is to acquire additional lands
for parks and recreation, the city can set a specific goal of the amount or type of acreage to be acquired
within a specified timeframe.
x Determine if certain programs to implement the goals is creating successes and whether there is a need
to modify the programs to make them more useful.
x Identify those tasks completed in the previous year and reevaluate the priorities for the remaining tasks
based on the imminent needs of the community and available resources.
x Update Table <> to reflect the changes discussed above and add new tasks, as necessary.
Five-Year Review
Major changes can occur in a very short time. Because changes in infrastructure, the transportation system,
development methods, and even changes in elected officials, state law or other regulations can have a
significant impact of the recommendations of this plan, it is necessary to periodically review the document for
substantive changes. Additionally, the West Virginia Code requires an update of comprehensive plans every
five years if a city wants to continue to maintain zoning authority. It may not be necessary to go through a long
and intensive review process, but the city should take steps to involve the public in this review process to
ensure that the goals and objectives are still relevant. The review should also identify major changes in
infrastructure, transportation and trends that may change the recommendations of the plan.

Implementation
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Appendix A: Public Input Summary
On October 16, 2012, the City of Bridgeport kicked off the process to prepare this 2012 Comprehensive Plan
update. As part of that initial meeting, attendees were asked to identify some of the major issues the
community needs to address as part of this plan. After the group developed the list, each attendee was given a
series of dots to represent their priorities and they were asked to place their dots next to the issues they felt
were important. They had the opportunity to place all of their dots on a single issue or spread them out as
they saw fit. The result was a preliminary list of issues with a priority ranking. The list of issues and the
number of dots each received is listed in Table 8 below.

Table 8: October 16 Public Priorities
Priority Votes

Issue

6
5
5

Meadowbrook Road corridor – development review
Barnet Run Road corridor – Expand to the hospital
Grocery store
Take care of existing quality of life Bridgeport known for (existing residents and
infrastructure)
City services assessment
Upgrade civic center for current needs - possible new facility
Use 10 acre tract owned by city on Lodgeville Road or other parcels for public
facilities
Airport flights (cheaper)
Patio homes / smaller one-story homes
Art classes - kids art!
Attract "new" non-retail businesses/jobs
Expansion into Taylor County
Review zoning ordinance (more stringent)
Skatepark
Upscale women’s clothing store
Variety of housing types with connectivity & walkability
Boom in housing - will it last when oil & gas slows
Fill existing vacant commercial properties
Flight school
Rental options
Variety in home/house design
Wastewater treatment plant odor

4
3
3
3
2
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
0
0
0
0
0
0
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Appendix B: Community Survey Summary
The following is a summary of the results from an online community survey sent out to the citizens of
Bridgeport in September 2012. A total of 287 surveys were completed and this summary includes the findings
from those completed surveys. A full copy of the survey results can be found at City Hall.
Question 1: How would you rate the overall quality of life in Bridgeport?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 287 individual responses to this question.
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Question 2: What type of impression do you think Bridgeport makes on people who do not live in the City?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 287 individual responses to this question.
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Question 3: What are the top three reasons you chose to live or work in Bridgeport?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of times a choice was selected as one of the top three
reasons in order of popularity. The most common reasons given for “other” are summarized below the chart.

Most common reasons for “other”:
x Job – transferred to area or new job brought them here
x Convenience of location to FBI, hospital, and nearby cities (e.g., Morgantown)
x Liked the neighborhood and the stability of housing values
x Housing and/or type of housing desired was available
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Question 4: What are the top three things you like least about living or working in Bridgeport?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of times a choice was selected as one of the top three
things in order of popularity. The most common reasons given for “other” are summarized below the chart.

Most common reasons for “other”:
x Traffic and/or poor conditions of roads
x Need for more bike paths and walking trails
x High taxes
x Lack of diversity in grocery stores, shopping options, and restaurants
x Lack of art and cultural opportunities
x Housing and/or type of housing desired was available
x The (incorrect) perception that people from Bridgeport are snobbish or better than others
x The politics in the city and in the school system
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Question 5: Rank the actions/statements by how important they are to you from not at all important to
extremely important.
Summary: For this question, answers were given a score based on their importance to the respondent. The
following are the scores given for each answer:
x Extremely important – 5 points
x Very important – 4 points
x Somewhat important – 3 points
x Not very important – 2 points
x Not at all important – 1 point
All of the answers for each statement were scored based on the above information and the chart below
illustrates the average of the responses so, for example, “attracting new businesses to the city and region” was
typically ranked as very important (4 points) to extremely important (5 points) so it resulted in an average
score of 4.30.
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Question 6: Where would you take visitors to show them what is unique and special about Bridgeport?
Summary: There were 287 responses to this question. The following is a summary of the most common
responses in no particular order. Please note that the responses are paraphrased in order to capture the
general responses.
x City Park and other city parks
x Deegan and Hinkle lakes
x Benedum Civic Center and pool complex
x New recreational complex (baseball/softball complex)
x There is nowhere particularly special that we can take them to in the city/nothing comes to mind – lack
of museums and other activities
x The airport
x Charles Pointe and White Oaks
x The hospital complex
x The schools
x The farmer’s market when it is open – needs more hours
x Local restaurants and shops
x Downtown/Main Street
x Historical sites and older areas of the city
x City festivals

Question 7: What, if anything, do you think should stay the same in Bridgeport?
Summary: There were 242 responses to this question. The following is a summary of the most common
responses in no particular order. Please note that the responses are paraphrased in order to capture the
general responses.
x The small atmosphere and community cohesiveness
x The school system
x Emphasis on downtown and older areas of town
x The ability to participate in city activities and government
x Acknowledgement that things change but that it can be done so without losing the things we value most
in the community. We cannot stay the same Bridgeport we were in the 1940s.
x The parks and recreation system along with the open space in certain areas
x City pride
x Taxes
x Keeping businesses downtown
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Question 8: In 2000, there were 7,306 people living in Bridgeport and by 2010 that number had increased to
8,149 residents, an increase of about 11.5% over the ten years. Given that information and your general
impression of growth in the community, which of the following statements best describes your opinion about
the pace of growth in Bridgeport?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 248 individual responses to this question with an additional 39
people who chose to provide comments but not select a choice shown below. The most common comments
given are summarized below the chart.

Comments:
x It is critical to not allow growth to outpace the infrastructure, services, and community facilities (e.g.,
schools)
x New growth is good if it is quality construction and quality businesses
x The addition of new housing beyond what we have now is a good idea
x Without growth the area will die
x We need to be prepared for the boom and bust of the oil and gas mining
x Planned growth is fine
x Avoid emphasizing one kind of recreation with population increases (e.g., not just new ballfields). We
need to globally meet the needs of residents
x Too much annexation will tear away from the downtown and core of the community.

Appendix B: Community Survey Summary

– 63 –

2013 Bridgeport Comprehensive Plan

Question 9: On a scale of 1 to 5 with one being the poorest quality and 5 being the highest quality of
development, how would you rate the quality of new growth in the city?
Summary: All of the answers for each statement were scored based on the number response identified
above and the chart below illustrates the average of those responses. A higher number means that the average
respondent felt the quality of development was better.

Question 10: Respondents were allowed to comment on their response but there was such a wide variety of
comments that it was impossible to summarize in a manner to previous questions. Please see the full survey
response at City Hall to review comments (comments are anonymous).
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Question 11: What do you think are the most pressing long-range (10-20 years) issues facing Bridgeport?
Summary: There were 287 responses to this question. The following is a summary of the most common
responses in no particular order. Please note that the responses are paraphrased in order to capture the
general responses.
x Traffic and road congestion
x Infrastructure
x Annexation and future growth
x Business/economic development
x Lack of places for community activities
x The job forecast if and when the oil and gas boom drops off – also the need for quality jobs that pay
above minimum wage
x Sustained growth
x Drug abuse
x Growth and quality of the school system
x Housing, particularly housing for the elderly and older adults without children
x Financing future improvements (city funding)
x Retaining families and young professionals
x Maintaining and expanding air service at the airport
x The rate of growth balanced with the rate of growth in our infrastructure, schools, etc.
x Stormwater runoff and related water issues
x Public safety

Question 12: What do you think are the greatest opportunities for Bridgeport, around which this plan should
be built?
Summary: There were 286 responses to this question. The following is a summary of the most common
responses in no particular order. Please note that the responses are paraphrased in order to capture the
general responses.
x Quality of life
x The presence of the airport and hospital
x Charles Pointe and White Oaks
x The school system
x The parks and recreation
x The potential for more diversity – housing, businesses, jobs, etc.
x The potential for business expansion
x The development of a community center that may encompass recreation, arts, and cultural activities
x Tourism
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x Expansion around the interstate and U.S. 50
x Building upon the foundation of quality, stable neighborhoods
x The preservation and reinvestment in downtown
x The people of Bridgeport are the opportunity
x The geographic center of the state and busy region
x Quality infrastructure
x Maintaining the friendly, small-town atmosphere

Question 13: If you could identify only one problem to be solved by this planning effort, what would it be?
Summary: There were 287 responses to this question. The following is a summary of the most common
responses in no particular order. Please note that the responses are paraphrased in order to capture the
general responses.
x Traffic and road congestion
x Stabilization of the tax base (tax rates and job/business growth)
x Need for high-quality employment (e.g., research and development)
x Focus on what is here now rather than looking at expansion
x Safe pedestrian and bicycle access/paths
x Better utilization of the airport
x Annexation
x Lack of downtown/gateway
x Maintaining the older parts of Bridgeport
x Indoor recreation/community activity facility
x Partnerships with other agencies
x Cost of housing
x Capital facility planning in advance of growth
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Question 14: Please check if you are a resident of Bridgeport, resident of Harrison County (outside of
Bridgeport), resident from outside of Harrison County, Bridgeport business owner, non-resident employee in
Bridgeport, or other.
Summary: The pie chart below provides the number of responses (in parenthesis) and the percentage of
responses for each category. There are more than 287 responses because some respondents checked multiple
boxes (e.g., resident of the city and a business owner).
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Question 15: If you are a resident, do you own or rent your home?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 225 individual responses to this question.

Question 16: What is your age?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 284 individual responses to this question.
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Question 17: How many people, including yourself, live in your household?
Summary: The chart below illustrates the number of responses and the percentage of responses (in
parenthesis) for each category. There were 284 individual responses to this question.

Question 18: How many years have you lived and/or worked in the City of Bridgeport
Summary: The pie chart below provides the number of responses (in parenthesis) and the percentage of
responses for each category. There were 284 individual responses to this question.
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