Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Monday, March 14, 2016 8:46 AM
Nichols, Mikayla
FW: here are the two links I posted to nextdoor

From: Carolyn Destefani [mailto:carolyn.destefani@att.net]
Sent: Sunday, March 06, 2016 9:58 PM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>; Carolyn Destefani <CDestefani@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: FW: here are the two links I posted to nextdoor
Hi Barry,
FYI, Barb has now decided that she is for the bike/hike path and is now posting positive articles on our behalf:)
Carolyn L. Destefani
(937) 776‐6954 (Cell)

From: Dave and Barb Laurash <blaurash@woh.rr.com>
Date: Saturday, March 5, 2016 at 5:17 AM
To: Carolyn Destefani <carolyn.destefani@att.net>
Subject: here are the two links I posted to nextdoor
Hi Carolyn…
http://128.175.63.72/projects/DOCUMENTS/bikepathfinal.pdf
http://www.realtor.org/articles/walkability-and-safe-routes-to-school
Hope these help you.
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Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Monday, March 14, 2016 8:47 AM
Nichols, Mikayla
FW: Comments for SRTS path alternatives
SRTS plan critique_KieferAM_6 Mar 2016.pdf

From: Arnold Kiefer [mailto:familiakiefer@hotmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, March 06, 2016 8:14 PM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: Comments for SRTS path alternatives

Dear Mr. Tiffany,
Attached are my comments on the proposed options for the SRTS shared‐use path. A printed version is being
sent by mail.
Sincerely,
Arnold Kiefer
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Feb 10, 2016 Safe Routes to School Comment Sheet

6 Mar 2016

1. The Township has insufficient right-of-way for either option and does not have eminent domain
authority. Property owners need to be in agreement before either plan can proceed.
2. The Township needs to develop a comprehensive plan for safe travel to school before deciding
on an option.
a. Will traffic lights be added to allow students an opportunity to cross the street? A car
already needs to wait about 2 minutes to turn left onto Feedwire from Adam’s Place
between 7:15 to 7:30am. Adding foot traffic at this time without a light is unwise.
b. Will the school zone be extended in order to decrease traffic speed during child travel
times?
c. Will crossing-guards be employed daily throughout the school year for crossing
Feedwire? Will these be paid or volunteer positions?
d. Will traffic at the Middle School entrance be redirected to reduce the traffic along
Feedwire?
e. Can the Middle School’s Carpenter Road access gate be used to alleviate traffic along
Feedwire?
f. Is the school district willing to adjust its schedule to reduce high density traffic when
people are commuting to work and to allow for the fact that children would otherwise
have to travel during hours of twilight/darkness through a significant portion of the
school year?
g. Is the police department available for traffic control, if necessary, to ensure safety?
3. The construction proposal is based on old data and does not consider future projections of
traffic and housing construction.
a. The traffic data used in the proposal is from 2006-2009 and considers only 6 accidents in
the entire area of the proposed paths.
b. Traffic has increased due to continuous residential construction along the Feedwire
corridor. ODOT’s unofficial estimate given at the meeting is ~14,000 cars per day along
Feedwire.
c. The Sugarcreek Township Police Department has reported 142 accidents from 20102016 occurring just on the section of Feedwire from Soaring Heights to Upper Bellbrook.
d. The Township/ODOT has provided no projections of the traffic density in the next 5 to
15 years.
4. The Township claims that the southern path option is more appropriate since a majority of the
children served presently live south of Feedwire.
a. The Township has not presented any data for the number of children already living in
the area that will be served by this path to justify its construction and cost.
b. The Township is not considering future construction on the northern side of the road
which will likely balance or exceed the number of children served on the southern side.
According to one trustee, single-family homes, duplexes, or apartments are planned for
the northern side.
5. The original projection for the cost of this section of the path was $44,000. It is now >$210,000
and will continue to grow. Is this cost justified given the few children served?
6. Trespassing will only increase if a path is constructed on either side of the road.
Arnold Kiefer, 3682 E Salinas Cir, Dayton OH 45440

Feb 10, 2016 Safe Routes to School Comment Sheet
a.
b.
c.
d.

7.
8.

9.

10.

11.
12.

6 Mar 2016

Children already trespass on private property to access Feedwire.
Privacy fences or landscaping will be necessary to prevent or deter trespassing.
No privacy fences or dense landscaping is included in ODOT’s plan.
Sugarcreek Township has ordinances on privacy fences that may be incompatible with
resident needs.
Privacy will generally decrease for the property owners where the path is constructed. High
traffic density along Feedwire already detracts from the salability of property along Feedwire.
What other alternatives have been considered?
a. The north-side option is cursory at best. It does not consider going around the
gravesite.
b. What other routes were considered?
c. Will future residential construction require integrated bike paths or offer better paths
than the one currently proposed?
Based on comments made by the Adminstrator and a Trustee, the primary motivation for the
south-side option seems to be creating a recreational path around the community, not a safe
route to school.
a. Secondary plans should not outweigh factors that contribute to the SRTS purpose.
b. The terrain, traffic, and insufficient right-of-way make this plan a non-starter.
c. Have the residents along the path been approached about this plan to determine its
feasibility?
Has the Township made any coordination with Greene County about construction along
Feedwire? What will happen to the path when Greene County widens the road again? Will the
path be consumed or pushed further onto private property?
Will the Bellbrook-Sugarcreek School district discontinue bus transportation if this path is built?
Are the residents aware this could happen?
The Township has not taken a holistic approach to owning this path and has not addressed basic
issues associated with a shared-use path.
a. Who is responsible for maintaining the path and the grounds around them?
b. What is the cost for maintaining the path and where will the money come from?
c. Will the Township or the property owner be responsible for snow and ice removal? This
path is supposed to be accessible to children throughout the school year.
d. Who is liable for an accident occurring on the path?
e. Are property owners still going to pay taxes for property they no longer have control
over?
f. How close to the bike path can a property owner put a structure?
g. Will people be allowed on the path at night where there is no lighting, especially after
football games or sporting events at the high school when both vehicle and foot traffic is
high?
h. Will pets be allowed on the path? (One resident had a problem with a dog-walker who
would stop on the berm so her dog was in sight of the resident’s dog in the backyard.
The resident’s dogs would bark incessantly, causing the neighbors to call and complain.)

Arnold Kiefer, 3682 E Salinas Cir, Dayton OH 45440

Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Monday, March 14, 2016 8:43 AM
Nichols, Mikayla
FW: SRTS Comments
03-11-2016 reply SRTS project.pdf

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Steven Wilkerson [mailto:swilkerson@woh.rr.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 12, 2016 2:46 PM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Cc: Chris Casson <Chris.Casson@dot.state.oh.us>
Subject: SRTS Comments
Dear Mr. Tiffany,
Please see my comments regarding the Sugarcreek Township Safe Routes to School project in the attached
(Portable Document Format (PDF) file). I appreciate and thank you for the opportunity to present my comments and
concerns for this project. If you require a signed paper copy, please advise and I will provide it promptly.
Sincerely,
Steven V. Wilkerson
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Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Thursday, February 11, 2016 12:30 PM
Nichols, Mikayla
Fwd: Safe Routes to Schools on Feedwire

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Date: February 11, 2016 at 12:29:07 PM EST
To: Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: FW: Safe Routes to Schools on Feedwire

From: William Hard [mailto:wllmhard@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 12:22 PM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Cc: Tea Yankel <tea.l.yankel@gmail.com>
Subject: Safe Routes to Schools on Feedwire

Thank you for advising us of the plans for the safe routes to schools. We live in East of Eden and
my preference would be to continue the path on the south side of Feedwire from the front of the
Middle School to Eden Meadows Way. Keeping the path on the south side provides continuity
with the existing path and will safely service Eden Meadows and East of Eden subdivisions, and
to a lesser extent, Eagle Rise and Afton Woods. It would appear to me that this would be less
expensive than the north side path option where family graves would have to be disturbed and an
additional crossing zone(s) added for Eden Meadows and East of Eden. I do have a concern that
the crossing zone for Deerfield Estates (I am assuming there will be one) near the crest of the hill
on Feedwire will present a safety issue. My wife and I took a walk up to the Middle School
Sunday and found it to be a bit hazardous in the current condition and would welcome the new
path when it is installed.
Sincerely,
Bob Hard
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Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Monday, February 29, 2016 9:43 AM
Nichols, Mikayla
FW: Pathway by East of Eden

Here is another one.
Thanks
From: shore 1918@aol.com [mailto:shore1918@aol.com]
Sent: Saturday, February 27, 2016 10:17 PM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: Pathway by East of Eden
Hi Barry,
Bob and I vote to have the pathway on the north side of Feedwire and place a fence around the small
cemetery. However , we really do not think we need a pathway on Feedwire at all, just because we are getting a grant
from the State. Or is it a requirement? Also the safety of the children from exhaust fumes as well as the road being busy
when the children go to school are a concern. Also would we need a guard rail if the pathway goes through?
Perhaps this is not your issue, but the turning lane in front of East of Eden is too short and is also too narrow which could
cause a head on collision. Also Feedwire curves to the right as it approaches Adams Place . I would hope they would get
those issues taken care before the path would even be considered, If this is not your concern, whom should I address this
to?
Thanks for all that you do for the community!
Sincerely,
Marcia Meyer
3651 E. Salinas Circle

1

Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nichols, Mikayla
Monday, February 22, 2016 10:07 AM
'Cara Tilford'
RE: Sugarcreek SRTS - PID 98576

Good Morning Cara,
I apologize for the delay in this email as I was on vacation. Please see below:
ODOT
Mikayla Nichols
Keith Smith
Chris Casson
Ben Miller
Kleingers
Mark Nolt
Greg Urasek
Also, thank you for forwarding me the comments you have received. I hope all is well!
Mikayla

Mikayla Nichols, P.E.
Transportation Engineer 2
Ohio Department of Transportation
505 South SR‐741
Lebanon, OH 45036
Office: (513)933‐6581
Email: Mikayla.Nichols@dot.ohio.gov

The environmental review, consultation, and other actions required by applicable Federal environmental laws
for this project are being, or have been, carried-out by ODOT pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 327 and a Memorandum of
Understanding dated December 11, 2015, and executed by FHWA and ODOT.

From: Cara Tilford [mailto:CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com]
Sent: Friday, February 12, 2016 7:56 PM
To: Nichols, Mikayla <Mikayla.Nichols@dot.ohio.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Sugarcreek SRTS ‐ PID 98576

Can you email me a list of all Kleingers and ODOT attendees so I can provide it to Mr. Kiefer?
Thank you!
Cara
Sent from my iPhone
1

Begin forwarded message:
From: Arnold Kiefer <familiakiefer@hotmail.com>
Date: February 12, 2016 at 7:43:26 PM EST
To: Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: RE: Sugarcreek SRTS - PID 98576
Dear Ms. Tilford,
I reviewed the presentation and was hoping to find the name of a gentleman from ODOT with
whom I spoke for about 20 minutes. I believe his name was Bob. Do you recall his full name?
Thank you,
Arnold Kiefer

Sent from Samsung tablet.

-------- Original message -------From: Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Date:02/11/2016 18:43 (GMT-05:00)
To: Arnold Kiefer <familiakiefer@hotmail.com>
Cc: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: Re: Sugarcreek SRTS - PID 98576
Mr. Kiefer,
I'm not in the office right now, but I did post the presentation on our website this morning. It can
be accessed here: http://www.sugarcreektownship.com/DocumentCenter/View/2303.
Given the Open House format, I don't believe minutes of the meeting will be prepared. I will
confirm with ODOT and advise. I do know that all comments received will be compiled and
available for public review.
Thank you for your participation in the meeting.
Please let me know if you have questions or require any additional information.
Sincerely,
Cara Tilford
Sent from my iPhone
On Feb 11, 2016, at 5:39 PM, Arnold Kiefer <familiakiefer@hotmail.com> wrote:
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Hello Ms. Tilford,
Please send me the presenation used last night as it had information of interest to
me, especially the ODOT points of contact with whom I spoke. Also, please alert
me when the meeting minutes are posted.
Thank you,
Arnold Kiefer

From: CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com
To: familiakiefer@hotmail.com
CC: Chris.Casson@dot.ohio.gov; BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com
Subject: Sugarcreek SRTS - PID 98576
Date: Tue, 2 Feb 2016 20:55:39 +0000
Mr. Kiefer:

Attached please find two roll plots showing the options for the possible
alignments on the East of Eden/Eden Meadows Way SRTS project. I have also
attached the Alternatives Evaluation Report. Kleingers will be in attendance at
the meeting on February 10th. Please let me know if you have questions or
require any additional assistance.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Cara Tilford, AICP
Director of Planning and Zoning
Sugarcreek Township
2090 Ferry Road
Bellbrook, Ohio 45305
Phone: 937-848-8426
Fax: 937-848-7060
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Nichols, Mikayla
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Thursday, February 11, 2016 12:32 PM
Nichols, Mikayla
Fwd: GRE Sugarcreek SRTS 2014 Feedwire PID 98576 Comment

Sent from my iPhone
Begin forwarded message:
From: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Date: February 11, 2016 at 12:31:00 PM EST
To: Cara Tilford <CTilford@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: FW: GRE Sugarcreek SRTS 2014 Feedwire PID 98576 Comment

From: Tea Yankel [mailto:tea.l.yankel@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 11, 2016 11:21 AM
To: Barry Tiffany <BTiffany@sugarcreektownship.com>
Subject: GRE Sugarcreek SRTS 2014 Feedwire PID 98576 Comment

Mr Tiffany,
I live in the East of Eden development and attended last night's open house. Even though the
entrance landscape beds to my housing development will be slightly impacted and more right-ofways need to be obtained with the south side home owners, I support Option 1: South side of
Feedwire Road. I believe Option 1 is safer and provides much better continuity for the Feedwire
Rd walkers, bicyclists, and joggers, due to the existing south side path across from the middle
school. I also believe Option 1 will be much more cost effective due to the 14 or many more
grave sites that would need to be relocated with the north side of Feedwire option. If I
understood you correctly in your presentation, there is late 1800s documentation that there were
or are over 20 grave sites in the cemetery. As you stated, that is a notable cost with Option 2.
Tea Yankel
3595 E Salinas Cir
Dayton OH 45440
848-2250
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