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2025-2025 LRTP Survey / Public Input - Bike/Pedestrian Comments
B":;Pd Category Comment
B1 Bike/Ped | You're almost therel Just a litle more to the Lexington Ave intersection. You can do itl
While it is private property, it would be great if there was a sidewalk or a shared use path
built here to connect Ferndale to the apartment complex here. There is a little bit of right-of-
B2 Bike/Ped |way along 13 though.
B3 Bike/Ped | Trimble Road B&O Trail Bike Path Connector
B4 Bike/Ped | This sidewalk should extend all the way to Home Rd.
B5 Bike/Ped | This sidewalk gap should be filled. There is plenty of right-of-way.
B6 Bike/Ped | This sidewalk gap should be filled. More right-of-way would be needed though.
B7 Bike/Ped | This shared-use path should extend all the way up Marion Ave.
This may be impractical, but some sort of trolley or device to help pedestrians move
B8 Bike/Ped |throughout downtown, especially the steep hills, would be nice to see.
This intersection needs a traffic signal at the minimum not only would it aid pedestrian
- BS Bike/Ped |iraffic trying to cross it would improve traffic flow especially during certain high volume time
1 This intersection needs a signal light there is good line of sight in both directions. | have
1 heard there is consideration of a roundabout but with the volume of traffic a roundabout
1 B10 Bike/Ped |would actually increase the risk to bikers and pedestrians trying to cr
i These two road segments should be connected by at least a shared-use path to allow for
1 B11 Bike/Ped |better access to Liberty Park.
i B12 Bike/Ped | These two can be connected with a shared-use path. There is right-of-way.
- There's 70 feet of space between these roads. If you don't want through vehicular traffic on
! B13 Bike/Ped |Glendale, at least allow bicyclists and pedestrians.
1 There should be a sidewalk or a shared use path built here to connect these two streets.
1 B14 Bike/Ped | There is right-of-way here that can be used.
1 There should be a sidewalk or a shared use path built here to connect Ferndale and
i B15 Bike/Ped |Luther. There is right-ofway here that can be used.
i There should be a sidewalk along this road to at least Stumbo. More right-of-way would be
i B16 Bike/Ped |needed though.
- B17 Bike/Ped | There should be a marked crosswalk with warning lights that can be activated.
1 There is right-of-way from Buckeye to Oxford so a shared-use path could connect them. To
! B18 Bike/Ped |connectitto Trimble, more right-ofway would be needed.
1 There is a 10 foot strip of right-of-way here where a shared-use path can connect the park
i B19 Bike/Ped |south of Sherbrook to Elmridge.
i There are shoulder lanes along here but they are unmarked. | assume they're supposed to
i B20 Bike/Ped |be bike lanes and if they are, it should be marked.
H There are 10 foot strips of right-of-way here where a shared-use path can connectthe
- charter school west of Devonwood with the elementary school. There is vacated right-of-
1 B21 Bike/Ped |way in front of the school that would have to be dealt with though and the elemen
1 There are 10 foot strips of right-of-way here where a shared-use path can connect
| B22 Bike/Ped | Devonwood with Charwood.
1 B23 Bike/Ped | The sidewalk visible to the west should be extended to Rowiand.
i B24 Bike/Ped | The sidewalk is in bad condition.
i B25 Bike/Ped | The sidewalk is in bad condition.
= B26 Bike/Ped | The sidewalk here is inreally bad shape. It's also used a lot.
! B27 Bike/Ped | The sidewalk here is in really bad shape.
1 The sidewalk gap between this and the sidewalk of the apartment complex driveway
1 should be filled. There is enough right-of-way. The private sector putinthe work, nowits
1 B28 Bike/Ped |time for the public sector.
I The residents of this apartment complex have to drive a mile to get to services that are 500
i feet away. If they want to getto the park atthe end of Hillcrest St, that's 1,500 feet away,
i B29 Bike/Ped |they have to drive a mile and a quarter. Atleast a bike/ped conne
= Shockingly, there are 10 foot strips of right-of-way right here where a shared-use path can
i be built connecting Redwood to the school property. The school would have to build their
1 B30  |Bike/Ped |portion though.
1 Shelby is working on a park project in their downtown. Any collaboration or sharing of
| B31 Bike/Ped |expertise would be appreciated that could help make it a vibrant & active downtown.
L] Really YMCA? You're supposed to promote healthy lifestyles, yet you can't connect your
I B32 Bike/Ped |building to the sidewalk 65 feet away? Shame on you.
H B33 Bike/Ped |More bicycyling availability
i Love the B&O Bike trail. Great for biking, also great forjust an easy, long walk. Wish folks
= spent more time cleaning up after their dogs. The massive piles of shitleft behind by large
! B34 Bike/Ped |dogs it truly unpleasant
! B35 Bike/Ped | Light changes too quickly for pedestrians to cross
! B36 Bike/Ped |Lack of sidewalks and/or in disrepair.
| It would be helpful to have a bike/ped trail from the OSU/NCTC campus to down Lex-
H Springmill Road and perhaps along W. 4th St. from North Park to the shopping areas in
i B37 Bike/Ped |Ontario.
- It only works if the idiots on bikes follow the rues as well.
" It seriously sucks when a cyclist is blocking traffic because "We have the same rights as
! cars”, and 30 ft to the leftis a bike trail. Really?
i B38  |Bike/Ped |It doesn't really matter how much you putinto
i Here's a great idea! Let's build a park here but not connect it to the dead end streetright
] next to it! Really? They need a shared use path here. Another pet peeve of mine is not
i B39 Bike/Ped |making obvious bike/ped orroadway connections.
" B40 Bike/Ped |Eldery from apariments need safe walk route to Kroger
i B41 Bike/Ped |connecting new bike trail expansion to a downtown corridor
" Connecting Birchwood to the Christian school there with a shared-use path could create a
! B42 Bike/Ped |safe route to school. It would have to be on the school's property though.
i B43 Bike/Ped |Connect bike trail to Fredericktown's Owl Creek trail.
XMl B44 Bike/Ped |Complete a loop for running and bike would enabe people to commute better.
?(i Canteberry should be connected to Springbrook with a shared-use path. This would allow
L residents to the Royal Oak subdivision to walk or bike to the shopping center. There is
.' B45 Bike/Ped |vacated right-ofway here that | guess would have to be unvacated.
i Birchlawn, Briarwood, and the park here should all be connected by a shared-use path.
" B46 Bike/Ped | There is right-of-way for that.
! Bike path on west Cook road to South Trimble Road to Marion road to Millsbrough road
I connecting to bike trail on either side. Widen West cook road till Lexington-Springmill road.
1 B47 Bike/Ped |Connect bike path along side till bike trail. That will form a nice loop!
i B48 Bike/Ped |Bike path anywhere in RC would be a bonus. Not necessity but it would be nice
I B&O Trail is planned to be extended to downtown Mansfield. When will that segment of the
i B49 Bike/Ped |trail be constructed?
v ; Another bike/ped connection to the park can be built here. Workers in these offices could
!"; 850 BlkeIPEd ﬁggnnaﬁgmﬂrtlgﬁ]%nclr;mﬁ gﬁ\rjfallu Mo LUIMECIEU U U UITEET PC}IH. UTUT= Pﬂlr\ |u=ally ToT
d‘, motorists and bike/ped but atleast for bike/ped. Were the designers ofthis park influenced
S, B51 Bike/Ped |by big oil?
‘ A sidewalk should be built along Millsboro from its end by the church on Marion to Trimble.
A B52 Bike/Ped | There is enough right-of-way.
"« B53 Bike/Ped | A path can also connect Winwood to the baseball fields. There is right-of-way there.
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RCRPC'’s Disclaimer: The documents, sources of data/map were reated and assembled by RCRPC for your
informational, planning reference and guidance only. None of this materials should be utilized by you or other
parties without the benefit of advice and instruction from appropriate professional services. RCRPC makes no
warranty, express or implied, related to the accuracy or content of these materials and data, and is therefore
exempt frim discovery or admission into evidence pursuant to 23 U.S.C. 409.
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