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2006 Har-Ber to Emma Plan
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2007 Emma 40t to Gutensohn
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City of Springdale: Har-Ber Avenue Extension Public Information SurveyMonkey

Public Meeting Survey

Q1 Are you excited about the Har-Ber Extension project?

Answered: 112 Skipped: 0

Yes
No
Neutral
Other (please
specify)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Yes 58.04% 65
No 17.86% 20
Neutral 9.82% 1
Other (please specify) 14.29% 16
TOTAL 112
# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE
1 Indicated "no" and stated "l don't believe it is going to accomplish the revealed goal and will cause 11/5/2019 7:10 AM
further traffic congestion at Har-Ber and Gutensohn Road
2 | was speaking to you the other day about using Huntsville instead of Emma to connect the Har- 10/29/2019 3:55 PM
Ber, and wanted to follow up with you and give you the attachment of the picture | threw together.
The Huntsville thoroughfare would go past the high school, down town, and Jones center in a
direct line without clogging side streets with lost vehicles trying to find their way off of Emma after it
terminates at the high school.
3 Emma dead ends at SHS 10/26/2019 7:38 AM
4 We think traffic will be more congested on 40th & Gutensohn and Emma is not a through street 10/25/2019 12:26 PM

due to high school. Should be another way from Huntsville st maybe thru vacant land north. See
no benefit just cost lots of money for a dead end street and create more traffic problems. And why
3 lanes and then changes to 2 lanes west? If this goes forward this will definitely change our
privacy we currently have on our private lane and request a sound barrier wall for our property. We
feel this the least the city can provide due to our privacy being comprised.Also we definitely do
NOT want no access to Paradise Lane. We live at 110 Paradise Lane and represent 106 Paradise,
my mothers home also. We definitely oppose. Charles & Brenda Shipley
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City of Springdale: Har-Ber Avenue Extension Public Information SurveyMonkey

Q2 Do you think these pedestrian connections will be a benefit to the City
of Springdale?

Answered: 107  Skipped: 5

Yes
No
Other (please
specify)
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%
ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Yes 66.36% 71
No 21.50% 23
Other (please specify) 12.15% 13
TOTAL 107
# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE
1 not really clear on the handout 11/5/2019 7:21 AM
2 "No" At the most, the bike path may be used, however, there is nothing between 40th and 11/5/2019 7:12 AM
Gutensohn Road to warrant pedestrian foot traffic.
3 This is a leading question which will skew data from the previous question. 10/28/2019 8:46 PM
4 Only for homeless 10/26/2019 7:40 AM
5 ? 10/25/2019 2:44 PM
6 | am concerned about adding these along Backus as shown on the map. Is there room? | don't 10/25/2019 1:32 PM
think it's worth destroying the walls or side yards there.
7 Not on our property 10/25/2019 12:27 PM
8 Need sidewalks along McRay 10/25/2019 8:10 AM
9 unsure 10/25/2019 8:01 AM
10 No, see little to no pedestrian traffic in this area. 10/25/2019 7:58 AM
1 It would be nice for west Springdale to have access to Central Springdale, but with limited 10/24/2019 5:45 PM
business along a trail directly... Use may be limited
12 It will be a benefit to some citizens but not to very many. 10/24/2019 4:30 PM
13 Don't see many walking that portion, but biking yes. 10/22/2019 2:38 PM
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City of Springdale: Har-Ber Avenue Extension Public Information

SurveyMonkey

Q3 Are you satisfied with the pedestrian and bicycle elements provided

with this project?

Answered: 107  Skipped: 5

No (please
provide deta...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes 71.96%

No (please provide details below) 28.04%

TOTAL

# NO (PLEASE PROVIDE DETAILS BELOW)

1 uncertain

2 The bike trail would be more enjoyable and scenic if it followed its original 2007 plan along the
east/west drain/creek further north of its currently planned route.

3 See previous response

4 The biking trail on Holcomb & Maple are a disaster for vehicles, pedestrians and bikers. Why
would we think this will be any different?

5 Traffic too busy for bikes

6 We are wasting entirely to much money on bike lanes, when people just need to learn to follow the
laws on how to ride a bike.

g No

8 Is the pedestrian/bicycle elements cost effective? Is it worth the extra expense to provide these
benefits to the few that use them? | want to see a cost ratio on this.

9 | don't think there are enough pedestrians for this in that area

10 ?

" Seems like it might be overkill.

12 Need a different street

13 Edge

14 See little bicycle traffic here. Needs to be spent on City streets, not trails.

15 We spend too much money on trails

16 Tax

4/16

7
30
107

DATE
11/6/2019 7:21 AM
11/5/2019 7:12 AM

10/28/2019 8:46 PM
10/26/2019 10:33 AM

10/26/2019 7:40 AM
10/25/2019 6:39 PM

10/25/2019 4:10 PM
10/25/2019 3:37 PM

10/25/2019 2:48 PM
10/25/2019 2:44 PM
10/25/2019 1:32 PM
10/25/2019 12:27 PM
10/25/2019 12:05 PM
10/25/2019 7:58 AM
10/25/2019 7:31 AM
10/24/2019 8:59 PM



City of Springdale: Har-Ber Avenue Extension Public Information

SurveyMonkey

Q4 Do you feel like this will be a good additional route to cross 1-49 within

the City?

Answered: 103  Skipped: 9

No (please
provide deta...

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES
Yes 73.79%

No (please provide details below) 26.21%
TOTAL

# NO (PLEASE PROVIDE DETAILS BELOW)

o o A W N -

~

Across the bridge on |-49. Yes, to only 40th street. The section from 40th to Gutensohn will cause
more congestion where it ends on Gutensohn, flowing into the residential Emma Ave.

Why not use Huntsville that already goes the entire east west route?

Elm Springs & 48th lights need to be adjusted to handle raffic leaving Walmart
Depends on who you are taking the land from.

No

Because Emma dead ends at the High School. It does not provide access to 71. So you bring
more traffic on Emma (a mainly residential area) without providing access to 71.

Extend Huntsville road to har-ber from 40th

?
No should go another route

| am guardedly excited about the part of this project from Har-Ber west of 1-49 to 40th Street east of
1 49, but am confused about how this deviates from previous plans | had seen. What happened to
the part where 48th Street (east of 1-49) was supposed to be extended north to where Har-Ber
lands on the east side of |-497 At one point there was supposed to be a traffic circle at this spot to
allow interconnection, so one could drive from south 48th to north 48th without having to access
412. | also empathize with folks who see all this traffic being injected into their neighborhoods
where it joins up to Emma. | think it should stop at 40th Street. If you want to decrease congestion
on 412, press your legislators to fund the remaining, long undone portions of the 412 bypass.
THAT will decrease the congestion.

This route continues to Emma which is blocked at the high school. How can it be a good east west
route when you built a school across Emma? Unless there is a plan to relocate the school and/or
open up Emma again, it will be a road to nowhere.

Is work on 40th and McRay planned?

6/16

76
27
103

DATE
11/6/2019 7:14 AM

10/26/2019 10:34 AM
10/26/2019 7:44 AM
10/25/2019 6:41 PM
10/25/2019 4:10 PM
10/25/2019 3:39 PM

10/25/2019 2:49 PM
10/25/2019 2:45 PM
10/25/2019 12:28 PM
10/25/2019 11:24 AM

10/25/2019 8:26 AM

10/25/2019 8:10 AM



City of Springdale: Har-Ber Avenue Extension Public Information SurveyMonkey

Q5 Do you think you will utilize this new route as an alternative to using
Sunset Avenue or EIm Springs Road to get across town?

Answered: 102  Skipped: 10

No

—_—
3y

Other (please
specify)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes 65.69% 67
No 15.69% 16
Other (please specify) 18.63% 19
TOTAL 102
# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 No. Simply put, you can't get across town on this newly proposed road. It only dumps into the 11/5/2019 7:15 AM

residential area of Emma Ave. and SHS blocks it off from further travel east bound.

2 As a resident who uses Gutensohn on a daily basis | don't see how dropping traffic in an already 10/29/2019 3:56 PM
congested and well used road will help. Yes it may alleviate traffic on Huntsville and 412, but it will
only cause more problems right in a residential area. A better plan would be to extend Huntsville
Road over to Har-Ber as the below image suggests. | was not able to attend the public input
session last night however | did want to express my concerns.

3 | was speaking to you the other day about using Huntsville instead of Emma to connect the Har- 10/29/2019 3:55 PM
Ber, and wanted to follow up with you and give you the attachment of the picture | threw together.
The Huntsville thoroughfare would go past the high school, down town, and Jones center in a
direct line without clogging side streets with lost vehicles trying to find their way off of Emma after it
terminates at the high school.

4 Dont know since | live at 48th street &harber 10/26/2019 7:46 AM
5 This is a horrible idea 10/25/2019 2:46 PM
6 No, but | use Elm Springs because of where | live and would appreciate a reduction in traffic. 10/25/2019 1:33 PM
7 Another route. 10/25/2019 12:28 PM
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14 |681048.742|674175.553| 1326.704 |  1/2" REBAR GARVER CONTROL CAP

100 681069.938 | 674492.86 | 1328.294 1/2" REBAR GARVER CONTROL CAP
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