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Introduction 

Background 

Delta Township recognized the need for a non‐motorized transportation plan in 2003 when it 

developed the “Delta Township Non‐Motorized Transportation Study” hereinafter referred to as 

“The Study” or “The 2005 Study.”  This plan was officially adopted by the Township Board in 2005 

and focused primarily on east‐west and north‐south routes within the Township to connect 

neighborhoods, schools, parks, and shopping districts.  The Study outlined several routes and 

identified a priority plan, which was used as a guide for the Township to implement non‐

motorized transportation projects during the succeeding five years.  Included in the Study was a 

vision plan, which visually illustrated non‐motorized transportation improvements that may take 

25 to 50 years to fully implement.  The Study also provided implementation tools, funding sources 

and recommendations to the Township in order to develop the priority routes.  The plan also 

recommended updates every five years to remain current and as a result, prescribed the 2012 

update.  Both the 2005 and 2012 plans were prepared by the consulting firm Landscape 

Architects and Planners. 

In 2012 an update was prepared to reflect completed non‐motorized projects; adjacent 

community efforts; changes in non‐motorized transportation trends; changes in the economic 

environment; changes in public opinion and identify new non‐motorized projects.  The plan was 

used as a tool for implementing non‐motorized transportation projects.  The plan was also used 

to facilitate inter‐departmental communication within the Township, as well as with the Eaton 

County Road Commission (ECRC) and adjacent communities; in order to advocate for non‐

motorized transportation facilities.  The plan demonstrated its value in securing state and federal 

funding to leverage local Township dollars with the completion of the following projects, which 

also include pending grant awards and planning tools: 

 Old Lansing Road Bike Lanes:  $650,000 project in conjunction with the ECRC being funded 

by two grant sources, Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) and Congestion Mitigation 

and Air Quality (CMAQ) Federal Highway funding to include the widening of the existing road 

surface for the addition of bicycle lanes as part of a planned ECRC road resurfacing project 

from Lansing Road to Mt. Hope Highway (approximately 2.4 miles).  Project is planned for 

construction in 2018. 

 Willow Highway Bike Lanes:  $135,000 project in conjunction with the ECRC using Congestion 

Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Federal Highway funding to include minor widening, 

pavement markings and signage for bicycle lanes as part of a planned ECRC road resurfacings 

project from Elmwood Road to Waverly Road (approximately 1.5 miles).  Project was 

constructed in 2017. 

 Mt Hope Park Neighborhood Connector Pathway: $124,600 project submitted for Federal 

Land and Water Conservation grant funding through the Michigan Department of Natural 
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Resources to construct approximately 0.6 miles of 10-foot wide shared use pathway to the 

proposed Mt. Hope Park, which will connect to the adjacent residential sub-divisions to the 

north.  Project grant funding determination is still pending.  Construction is planned for 2018 

or 2019.   

 Old River Trail Pathway:  $833,410 project in conjunction with the ECRC using Transportation 

Alternative Project Federal Highway funding to construct approximately 2,700 linear feet of 

10-foot wide shared use path between Delta Township’s Hunter’s Orchard Park and Delta 

Mills Park.  The project has also been recommended for Michigan Natural Resources Trust 

Fund grant funding.  Construction is planned for 2019. 

 Michigan Avenue Road Diet Study:  Delta Township and ECRC have partnered to conduct a 

feasibility study for a road diet on Michigan Avenue between Creyts Road and Waverly Road 

for the installation of bicycle lanes.  The study will determine if the bicycle lanes can be 

accommodated within the existing footprint of the road and identify the required 

improvements to implement the bicycle lanes.  The study will be completed in 2018.  If 

determined to be feasible, the bicycle lanes will be coordinated with a future road resurfacing 

project to be completed by the ECRC. 

 Extension of the East-West Pathway:  Library to Maycroft Road; 0.4 miles, project by Delta 

Township, 2013. 

 Installation of mid-block crossings & flashing signals on the East-West Pathway at Creyts 

Road and Elmwood Road, 2013. 

 Adoption of a Complete Streets Ordinance by the Delta Township Board, 2014. 

 Construction of sidewalks on N. Canal Road and Arden Road, feeding into the East-West 

Pathway, 2014 

 ECRC Local Road Millage passed, 12-year program, Delta Township resurfacing 

approximately $1 mil/year, 2014. 

 Paved shoulders installed on St. Joseph Highway, Marketplace Boulevard to Canal Road, 

road commission project, 2015. 

 Publication of new maps depicting Township trails and pathways, 2016. 

 Enhancements & Plantings to East-West Pathway by Waverly Garden Club, 2016. 

 Amendments to the Sidewalk Ice & Snow Removal Ordinance, 2017 

 New Zoning Ordinance requiring non-motorized improvements as part of site development/ 

site plan approval, 2017. 
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Purpose 

The non-motorized routes in Delta Township are developed to provide the community with 

improved connections and opportunities for social engagement, exercise and mobility that 

provide direct benefits to quality of life and economic development.  Through the various 

planning efforts and successful non-motorized projects to date, the community has embraced 

non-motorized transportation alternatives.  With the abundance of projects to develop, 

Township leadership determined that this plan update should provide more detailed information 

to aid in determining which priority projects should be pursued.  The intent was to maximize 

Township resources in a logical sequence, reflecting broad community interests and values.  

ROWE Professional Services Company (ROWE) was hired to assist the Township with the 

development of the plan update. 

Resources 

A comprehensive review of the 2005 and 2012 Study was conducted.  Local and regional planning 

efforts were also reviewed and referenced.  It is intended for the Non‐Motorized Transportation 

Plan to support other related plans within the Township such as: 

 Road Improvement Plan 

 Comprehensive Plan 

 Sidewalk Plan 

 Five‐Year Parks and Recreation Master Plan 

The Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan is a stand-alone document that is cross referenced in 

these planning documents. 

Planning Process 

Approach 

Public engagement for this plan was both an opportunity to solicit input on projects and priorities 

as well as educate community members about the timelines, potential costs, and obstacles 

involved with individual projects.  The process was crafted with input and support from the 

Township Board prior to starting to ensure a “robust public engagement effort”.   

Non-Motorized Internal Work Group 

This group consisted of representatives from the Township’s Engineering, Planning, Parks, 

Recreation & Cemeteries Departments, and the Township Manager’s office.  The Township 

Planning Director served as the liaison with ROWE and the Township’s internal project 

coordinator.  This group reviewed previous planning documents, recent development within the 

Township, updated current non-motorized projects and identified potential new projects.  It met 

various times throughout the process to provide direction to ROWE. 

ROWE, with the group’s input, also created a matrix of scoring criteria that was used to 

objectively analyze and compare projects.  Each project was scored using a scoring system similar 
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to the criteria proposed to be used by the Tri-County Regional Planning for ranking projects in its 

regional non-motorized transportation plan, which is currently under development.  This was 

intentional, so that Township projects would be scored in a manner similar to those competing 

for the same regional funding sources.  The priority scoring matrix is provided below:  

Prioritization 
Factor 

Points Criteria 

Regional 

Connectivity 10 Provides direct link to regional trail systems (Lansing to Grand Ledge, etc.) 

  5 Provides indirect link to regional trail system 

  0 Provides no link to regional trail system 

Local 

Connectivity 10 
Provides direct links to regional parks, existing non-motorized separated pathway and/or 
school facility 

  5 Provides direct links to local parks, neighborhoods and other key destinations 

  0 Provides indirect links to parks, neighborhoods, schools and other key destinations 

Environmental 

Impacts 10 Requires no permits based on significant environmental impacts 

  5 Requires permits for minor features 

  0 Requires permits based on significant environmental impacts 

Recreation 

Attraction 10 Route acts as a stand-alone destination / recreation amenity 

  5 Route provides access to natural features 

  0 Route has limited aesthetic features 

Safety 10 
Route is located in a corridor without any non-motorized facility; multiple crash reports in last 
10 years, or 20k >adt 

  5 
Route is located in a corridor with limited non-motorized facility; at least one crash report in 
last 10 years, or 10k>adt 

  0 Route has no safety non-motorized safety issues 

Sustainability 10 Improvements will require limited annual maintenance (concrete sidewalk, pavement marking) 

  5 Improvements will require some annual maintenance (mowing, seal coating, crack repair) 

  0 Improvements will require extensive annual maintenance (boardwalk, tree trimming, etc.) 

Property 

Control 10 Located on Township property or road right of way (no easements required) 

  5 Few easements required 

  0 Multiple easements required 

Constructability 

/ Cost 10 Approximate construction costs below $250,000 per mile 

  5 Approximate construction costs between $250,000 and $750,000 per mile 

  0 Approximate construction costs above $750,000 per mile 

Funding 10 Grants secured for project, or cost sharing with others 

  5 Grant pending for project; high potential cost sharing or grant scoring 

  0 Lower grant scoring potential 

User Type 10 Multi-use non-motorized route (separated path) 

  5 Bike lane (on-road), commuter route 

  0 Pedestrian only, limited width 

Total Points 

Possible 100   
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A comprehensive non-motorized facility map was generated, as well as a series of individual 

schematic non-motorized facility route maps and associated detailed construction cost opinions.  

The cost opinions, which were based on unit pricing from similar projects, were used to create a 

cost range that accounted for the concept level of design and inflation costs. 

This information was presented to focus groups, which were comprised of individuals known to 

be active users or advocates for non-motorized facilities within the Township, to help inform the 

working committee and guide future public input activities.  The focus group members were 

identified and invited to participate by Township staff. 

Connections 

ROWE met with various adjacent communities and agencies to identify opportunities for 

connections and coordination with potential projects.  These included Tri-County Regional 

Planning; Eaton County Road Commission; City of Lansing; Lansing Township; Oneida Township; 

City of Grand Ledge; and the Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT).  Although the 

Township does not have control over the timing or implementation of facilities outside its 

boundaries, the route maps have included the potential for regional connectivity in scoring and 

have identified these potential connections on the route map. 

Focus Groups 

Township staff and ROWE hosted 2 focus group meetings on July 27, 2017; one at 3 p.m. and the 

other at 6 p.m. at the Township Administration Building.  The groups included a variety of 

stakeholders, so individuals could share information with one another and encourage consensus 

building.  Stakeholders included representatives from the Delta Township Planning Commission, 

Park Commission, State of Michigan, neighborhood and community groups, bicycling advocates, 

and business owners.   

The information from these group sessions was used to identify issues that needed to be 

confirmed and clarified through future input sessions.  A copy of the attendees and meeting 

minutes is included in the Appendices of this document.  Based on input from the focus groups, 

additional routes were identified and ranked within the scoring matrix.  Survey questions were 

also generated from these discussions for review by the internal work group. 

On-line Survey 

The survey was posted from July 3, 2017 to October 1, 2017.  It was announced on the Township 
website, with email blasts and posted on Facebook, Twitter, and Instagram.  Over 70 percent of 
respondents indicated that they were open to being contacted regarding their responses.  Staff 
provided summary data to those who provided contact information.  The response rate of 531 
provides a 95 percent confidence level with a 5 percent margin for error.  A summary is included 
below; a copy of the survey questions and analysis is included in the Appendices. 

 Fifty-nine percent were from the northeast and northwest portions of the Township. 

 Seventy percent used the pathways for walking at least once a week; 57 percent biked at least 

once a month. 
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 Top destinations included Horrocks (#1), Delta Mills Park, Hawk Meadow Park, Sharp Park, 

and Grand Woods Park. 

 Top items to promote more use of routes included routes closer to my home (#1), safer road 

crossings, and separated off-road paths. 

 A majority of responses indicated connection to Lansing River Trail as extremely important, 

followed by downtown Lansing and Grand Ledge. 

 Emphasis of expansion of the non-motorized system, again, rated connection to Lansing River 

Trail as extremely important, followed by pathways within parks and an east-west connection 

across I-96/I-69. 

 Safety was the important feature at 77 percent extremely important; 48 percent for access 

was second. 

 Controlled road crossings (#1) and lighting were the most important safety features. 

 Trash receptacles, drinking fountains, and benches are amenities that are desired; wayfinding 

was a fourth-place item. 

 Overall, the current non-motorized system rated a B+. 

 A complete copy of responses can be provided by the Delta Planning Department staff. 

Based on the feedback provided in the survey, some weight was added to the priority of various 

trail routes that provided connections to parks or within parks listed as key destinations, such as 

the Old River Trail route.  The Grand Woods Path connection to Lansing provided the route that 

met a majority of the criteria, with the least barriers for implementation.  In conversations with 

City of Lansing Parks Department, a southern 

connection to the City’s River Trail is desired.  A route 

through Anderson Park is one possibility, but will take a 

significant effort by the city to accomplish.  A bike lane 

connection towards Grand Ledge was added, but was 

not quite within the priority project list due to various 

factors, including the fact that Oneida Township may 

have limited ability to complete the final segment.  

Various construction challenges and costs kept the 

crossings of I-69 and I-96 from the priority list, but 

discussions with MDOT and the road commission have 

addressed the need to include these as part of future projects. 

After reviewing adjusting the project rankings, two maps were developed by the internal working 

group, one illustrating the priority projects and one illustrating future facilities. 
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Open House 

An open house was hosted October 17, 2017 at the Delta Township Library.  Focus group 

participants and those who provided contact information from the survey were notified directly.  

It was also posted on the Township website and posted 

on Facebook.  Twenty-eight individuals participated in 

the opportunity to provide comments.  Staff and 

consultants took individuals and groups through the 

process used from developing the matrix of criteria, use 

of survey input and identification of priority routes.  Some 

were new to the effort, others had participated in focus 

groups, most took part in the survey.  Nine people left 

written comments (see Appendices).  The results of the 

voting “Do you support the proposed priority projects as 

shown?” indicate that of the 26 votes, 69 percent strongly 

support (if you count the 5 “on the fence”). 

 

Township Staff and Board Updates 

Throughout the process, Planning Director Gary Bozek 

was identified as the project contact with his phone 

number for anyone to contact with additional questions.  

Memos and/or presentations were made to the 

Township Board on the status of the plan at various times 

during the planning process. 

Approval Process 

A draft plan was presented to the work group for review in December 2017.  Upon review and 

initial revision of the plan by the workgroup, the draft was reviewed with Township Board at a 

regular Board meeting held on February 5, 2018.  At this meeting, the Board also authorized the 

distribution of the plan, after inclusion of the Board’s revisions, to adjacent municipalities and 

agencies pursuant to the Michigan Planning Enabling Act (MPEA), PA 33 of 2008.  Following the 

requisite 42-day comment period prescribed by the MPEA, a public hearing was held on April 9, 

2018 by the Delta Township Planning Commission.  The plan was revised subsequent to the public 

hearing, and the Planning Commission adopted the final draft of the plan on May 29, 2018.  

Following adoption, a copy of the adopted plan was forwarded to the Township Board for use as 

a guide in implementing non-motorized transportation projects within the Township. 

Throughout the planning process, it was emphasized that this plan is intended as a guideline and 

that there are likely various opportunities throughout the plan’s timeline that offers the 

Township Board to take action on specific project implementation. 
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Definition of Terms 

Sidewalk 
- That portion of a street right‐of‐way improved 

with concrete and designed for pedestrian travel.  

(Section 34-19, Delta Township Code of 

Ordinances) 

- All new Concrete Sidewalks shall have a 

minimum width of 5 feet.  (Delta Township 

Concrete Sidewalk Construction Standards) 

- Since 1993, Delta Township has mandated the 

installation of sidewalks for all new construction 

projects, except on industrially zoned properties. 

- Located in residential neighborhoods and along 
main roads. 

 

Shared Road 
- A roadway which is open to both bicycle and 

motor vehicle travel designated by pavement 

marking.  This may be 

an existing roadway, 

street with wide curb 

lanes or a road with 

paved shoulders.    

(AASHTO) 
 

Shared Use Path 
- A bikeway physically separated from motorized 

vehicular traffic by an open space or barrier and 

within an independent right‐of‐ way.  (AASHTO) 

- Users also include pedestrians, skaters, 

wheelchair users, joggers and other non‐

motorized users. (AASHTO) 

- Normally a paved area 8 feet to 12 feet wide, with 

a 2-foot unobstructed area adjacent to both sides 

of the path and vertical clearance of 8 feet. 

- Path and roadway intersections should be 

carefully designed.  (AASHTO) 

- Example:  East‐West Pathway in Sharp Park 

 



2018 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 

Delta Charter Township 11 

Definition of Terms 

Bike Lane/Paved Shoulder 
- A portion of a roadway which has been 

designated by striping, signing and pavement 

markings for the preferential or exclusive use of 

bicyclists.  (AASHTO) 

- Four feet minimum width, 5 feet or wider on 

roads with speeds of 50 miles per hour or greater. 

(AASHTO) 

- Striping designates separation between vehicles 

and bicyclists. 

- Example:  Willow Highway between Canal Road 

and Waverly Road 
 

Round‐a‐bout 

- A circular intersection with yield control of all 

entering traffic, channelized approaches and 

appropriate geometric curvature such that travel 

speeds on the circular roadway are typically less 

than 30 miles per hour. 

- Eliminates the need for traffic lights and signals. 

- Road commission has jurisdiction over 

installation and maintenance, with the exception 

of MDOT routes. 

- For safety, bicyclists are directed off bikeways 

and bike lanes to the sidewalks through round‐a‐

bouts. 

- Example: Canal Road and Willow Highway 

intersection 
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Definition of Terms 

Lane Conversion 
- The restriping of an existing four lane road into 

(2) vehicle lanes, a center turn lane and (2) bike 

lanes or bikeways adjacent to the curb. 

- Also known as “Road Diet” 

- May be implemented utilizing the existing road 

and restriping projects. 

- Lane conversions are relatively inexpensive and 

an effective method of traffic management vs. 

reconstruction, although special attention is 

warranted at intersections. 

- Typically slows traffic by 5 miles per hour or 

more. 
 

Mid‐Block Crossing 
- A crossing point positioned between 

intersections or within a block rather than at a 

road intersection. 

- Can help supplement the number of crossings 

needed in an area. 

- Preferred in some situations so the pedestrian is 

not required to travel additional distances to the 

next intersection for crossing, and so the 

pedestrian is not conflicting with vehicular traffic 

at intersections. 

- Designed to fit the specific situation.  Many 

design forms include a pedestrian activated light, 

pedestrian refuge island with crosswalk striping, 

and warning signage. 

- Further study by the road commission and the 

Township is required prior to any 

implementation. 

- Example:  One quarter mile south of Michigan 

Avenue on Snow Road or rapid flashing beacon 

on Creyts Road at East-West Pathway (bottom). 
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Definition of Terms 

Intersection Improvement 
- A signalized intersection of two roads designated 

for vehicular use recommended for modifications 

to accommodate safe non‐ motorized 

transportation crossings. 

- Designed to fit the specific crossing situation.  

Many design forms include a pedestrian activated 

light, pedestrian refuge island with crosswalk 

striping or other warning signage. 

- May also include lanes designated specifically for 

bike travel. 

- Example:  Creyts Road and Willow Highway 

intersection. 

 

Pedestrian Bridge/ Underpass 
‐ A bridge or tunnel specifically designed for non‐

motorized transportation use to cross a road or 

highway. 

‐ Provides a crossing for non‐motorized users 

without interaction or interruption from 

motorized vehicles. 

‐ Example: Saginaw Highway shared use path 

under I‐96.  

Widen Bridge 
‐ An existing bridge recommended for 

replacement or modification in order to 

accommodate non‐motorized traffic. 

‐ Example:  Millet Highway bridge over I‐96. 

 

Trail 
‐ Any non‐motorized transportation route not 

found within a road right‐of‐way. 

‐ Includes unpaved trails, hiking trails, mountain 

bike trails and shared use paths. 
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS 2012 - 2017 

East-West Pathway 

 Extended East-West Pathway from Delta Township Library to Maycroft Road – 2013 

 Improved mid-block crossings and installed rapid flashing beacons at Creyts & 
Elmwood – 2013 

 Constructed sidewalks on N. Canal & Arden to connect to East-West Pathway – 2014 

 Enhancements & Plantings to East-West Pathway by Waverly Garden Club - 2016 

Michigan Avenue 

 Delta Township and ECRC jointly commissioned a traffic study to determine feasibility 
of a road diet between Creyts Road and Waverly Road for future lane conversion to 
bicycle lanes - 2017 

St. Joe Highway 

 Installed paved shoulders between Marketplace Blvd. and Canal Road - 2015 

Willow Highway  

 Installed bicycle lane markings from Elmwood to Waverly - 2016 

 Installed bicycle lanes from Elmwood to Waverly Road, funded by CMAQ grant- 2017 

 Constructed sidewalks from Elmwood Road to Grand Woods Park- 2017 

Administrative 

 Adoption of a Complete Streets Ordinance by the Delta Township Board – 2014 

 ECRC Local Road Millage passed, 12-year program, Delta Township resurfacing 
approx. $1M/year – 2014 

 Sidewalk Ordinance amended to prohibit vegetation to encroach on sidewalks – 2015 

 Publication of new maps depicting Township Trails & Pathways – 2016 

 Amendments to the Sidewalk Ice & Snow Removal Ordinance - 2017 
 Increased fines for failure to remove ice & snow 
 Mandate that ice & snow be cleared from the entire constructed width of 

sidewalks 
 Provisions that the Township may remove ice & snow from sidewalks & seek 

reimbursement 

 New Zoning Ordinance - 2017 
 Bicycle parking mandated 
 Sidewalk connections mandated from store entrances to public sidewalks at the 

street 
 Limits on the maximum amount of parking to be provided 
 Shared parking permitted 
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The Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan 

Goals and Objectives 

A goal is the final result one hopes to achieve.  An objective is a series of action steps that are 

completed to accomplish a goal.  The following goals and objectives were formulated to guide 

the development of the Delta Township Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan.  They were 

developed based upon previous planning efforts, input received from the Delta Township Board, 

Parks, Recreation & Cemeteries Department, Planning Department, public input and evaluation 

of physical characteristics, demographics, and other related planning efforts including the 

Township Comprehensive Plan, Parks and Recreation Master Plan and the planning efforts of 

adjacent communities. 

The goals are numbered for organization purposes only and do not reflect any particular priority. 

GOAL I. Provide improved non‐motorized connectivity 

Objective A. 

Provide non‐motorized links between key destinations within Delta Township. 

1. Connect neighborhoods, schools, colleges, parks, commercial areas, Township 

owned lands, natural, cultural, and scenic features. 

2. Provide continuous primary commuter routes running north to south and east to 

west. 

3. Focus efforts on pursuing priority routes as identified on the Priority Facilities 

Map. 

Rationale: 

Non‐motorized facilities should be pursued in a manner that leverages the highest and 

best combinations of benefits and value to the community based on the planning 

process described within this document. 

Objective B. 

Provide non‐motorized connections between Delta Township and adjacent 

communities and regional destinations. 

Rationale: 

Planning efforts are underway in the region to connect the various communities with 

non‐motorized transportation facilities; including the City of Lansing, Lansing 

Township, Oneida Township, Watertown Township, Windsor Township and Tri‐County 

Regional Planning Commission’s Regional Non-Motorized Transportation Plan. 

Objective C. 

Continue to update the Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan every five years. 
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1. Update the Priority Plan to reflect implemented routes, new routes, current 

conditions, evolving trends, development trends, regional non‐motorized efforts, 

safety concerns, and safety regulations. 

2. Provide a phasing plan of the network in a realistic manner that takes into 

consideration costs and benefits. 

Rationale: 

The Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan should be updated every five years in order to 

recognize routes that have been implemented, reflect current trends at the national, 

state and local levels, and to address specific community needs. 

Objective D. 

Provide a complete non‐motorized network plan. 

1. Include features such as bike lanes/paved shoulders, shared use paths, shared 

roads, safe crossings, etc., taking into account the Township’s Sidewalk Plan. 

2. Provide appropriate identification and wayfinding signage for pedestrian and 

bicycle routes that link to key destinations in the Township. 

3. Consider connections to public transportation modes such as CATA and EATRAN. 

4. Take into account sidewalk connections and the Delta Township Sidewalk Plan. 

5. Work with the Eaton County Road Commission, MDOT, and adjacent communities 

to forecast future improvements. 

6. Continue to utilize the matrix criteria, or modify the system to evaluate, and rank 

future non-motorized routes. 

GOAL II. Enhance opportunities to improve the health of the community 

Objective A. 

Provide non‐motorized routes so that pedestrians and bicyclists can reduce vehicle 

trips. 

Objective B. 

Encourage physical activity by providing opportunities for residents to walk and bike 

recreationally on a regular basis. 

Objective C. 

Increase the number of people walking and bicycling for daily trips such as 

commuting. 

Objective D. 

Improve air quality (such as reducing CO2 emissions) by offering non‐motorized 

transportation routes as an alternative to automobile trips. 
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Rationale: 

Reducing the number of trips people make using automobiles and encouraging 

commuting by walking and bicycling will not only lead to a healthier community 

through physical activity, but also a reduction in emissions from fossil fuels and 

therefore, better air quality. 

GOAL III. Improve pedestrian and bicycle safety 

Objective A. 

Provide opportunities for all Township residents to use the non‐motorized 

transportation system regardless of socio‐economic status or physical abilities. 

1. Create safe routes to schools and community facilities, such as parks, Township 

Administration Building, library, and commercial areas. 

2. Create safe connections between neighborhoods, multi‐family, and assisted living 

facilities to non‐motorized routes. 

3. Provide connections to public transportation. 

4. Continue bike patrols on Township pathways by the Delta Patrol Division of the 

Eaton County Sheriff’s Department. 

5. Design and construct facilities to Americans with Disabilities Act, AASHTO Bicycle 

Design and Michigan Uniform Traffic Control Devices guidelines. 

Rationale: 

Non‐motorized routes should be designed to industry accessibility and safety 

standards, connect people to places they need to go and in a safe environment to allow 

everyone to benefit from their use. 

Objective B. 

Reduce the number of bicycle/pedestrian/vehicle conflicts. 

Objective C. 

Improve the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists traveling on and along busy roads. 

Objective D. 

Provide safe options for pedestrians and bicyclists to cross roadways at intersections 

and necessary mid-block locations. 

Rationale: 

Designing transportation systems to take into account pedestrians, bicyclists and 

automobiles allows for safer travel for all modes of transportation.  The non‐motorized 

plan will take into account routes and methods to allow for safe travel along and 

across busy roads.  Items that are taken into consideration include traffic counts, travel 

speeds, accident statistics, driveways, destinations, alternate routes, and design 

standards. 
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Objective E. 

Improve the education of motorists in regard to pedestrians and bicyclist issues 

through the Township’s website, magazine, and pamphlets. 

Objective F. 

Improve the education of pedestrians and bicyclists in regard to rules of the road, 

motorists’ concerns, and safe travel by working with the Eaton County Road 

Commission to develop pamphlets, informational websites, and bicycle safety clinics. 

Rationale: 

The safety of the community can be improved by educating both drivers and non‐

motorized facilities users.  The Township may provide education opportunities by 

posting safety tips on their website, in the Delta Magazine and in promotional 

materials, as well as hosting bicycle safety classes. 

Objective G. 

Provide appropriate lighting on non‐motorized routes along roadways. 

Rationale: 

Adjustments may be made to existing lighting or added to improve the visibility of non‐

motorized users at a minimum along major roads.  The Township is not recommending 

lighting along trails in parks or other routes not associated with road ways for privacy 

of residents and due to dawn to dusk operation hours for parks.  Non‐motorized routes 

will be evaluated over time to balance safety of users and privacy of adjacent 

properties. 

Objective H. 

Utilize current best practices in the design of non‐motorized facilities and update 

standard plans and details to incorporate best practices 

1. Refer to AASHTO, ADA, and other standards as necessary. 

Rationale: 

Federal, state and county road authorities require local governments to follow current 

standards in order to receive funding.  Best management practices provide tried and 

proven methods for non‐ motorized route development. 

Objective I. 

Maintain safe non‐motorized facilities in a cost-effective manner. 

1. Consider maintenance costs, materials and new technologies prior to 

implementing non‐motorized facilities. 

2. Provide for maintenance in the annual budgeting process. 

3. Plow the snow on Township pathways and enforce the sidewalk ordinance snow 

removal regulation on sidewalks in road right-of-ways. 
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Rationale: 

By maintaining the non‐motorized facilities, the Township is protecting the safety of 

the user, their investment in the non‐motorized system and extending the life of their 

facilities. 

GOAL IV. Institute changes that support the health, safety and welfare of the Township that 

lead to a pedestrian and bicycle friendly community. 

Objective A. 

Enhance the quality of life in the Township by continuing the development of the non‐

motorized transportation system. 

Objective B. 

Identify and promote community assets such as greenways and a walkable/bikeable 

community for our residential neighborhoods, schools and retail areas. 

Objective C. 

Establish family friendly non‐motorized facilities (such as neighborhood routes to 

parks and schools). 

Objective D. 

Create, distribute and post on the Township website a guide map that shows 

pedestrian and bicycle facilities, recommends walking and biking routes, and speaks 

about safety topics. 

Objective E. 

Enhance the sense of community through increased social interaction between non‐

motorized transportation users. 

Objective F. 

When designing non‐motorized routes, enact context sensitive design principals and 

look at issues such as privacy, access and beautification. 

Rationale: 

Promote Delta Township as a walkable/bikeable community.  Quality of life factors, 

such as non‐motorized transportation facilities, are known to attract residents and 

businesses.  Communities throughout the country that have incorporated walkable 

and bikeable features into their developments have weathered economic downturns 

better than others because they are perceived as desirable places to live. 

Objective G. 

Obtain citizen input during the public planning process and at regular intervals before 

and after the implementation of projects. 

1. Gather public input during the update of the non‐motorized transportation plan. 
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2. At regular intervals, gather public feedback on implemented pathways through 

surveys and user interviews. 

3. Prior to the implementation of new routes or other projects, gather public input. 

Rationale: 

By collecting public input and tracking projects, the Township can learn what leads to 

a successful project and where improvements can be made. 

Objective H. 

Evaluate, update, enforce, or add ordinances. 

1. Evaluate the sidewalk ordinance that requires a 5-foot walk and consider 

increasing the minimum width to 6 feet where feasible. 

2. Continue to apply development requirement to fund or install non-motorized 

improvements as part of the site plan approval process. 

3. Work with the Eaton County Road Commission to enforce the Complete Streets 

Ordinance. 

Rationale: 

Consider updating ordinances to promote a more pedestrian/bicyclist friendly 

community.  Several nearby communities have or are considering bike parking 

ordinances, including the City of Lansing and Meridian Township.  The minimum 

passing space required for 2 able bodied people is 4.67 feet and for 2 wheelchair users 

it is 5 feet. By providing a 6-foot sidewalk, there is adequate and comfortable passing 

space to accommodate different situations.  Application of Complete Streets policy 

may be a way to influence non-motorized connections adjacent to Delta Township. 

Objective I. 

Work with EATRAN to provide bike racks on buses. 

Rationale: 

By providing bike racks on buses, people may be more willing to take public 

transportation to one point and bike the rest of the way to their destination.  All CATA 

buses already have bike racks, but CATA services only a small portion of the Township. 

Objective J. 

Improve the aesthetics of the area’s transportation system (such as by adding street 

trees, benches and landscaping, etc.). 

Objective K. 

Work with the Eaton County Road Commission on developing a street tree program. 

Rationale: 

Aesthetic features such as trees not only improve the quality of life of an area, but also 

provide a traffic calming effect.  Trailheads provide access and identification of trails. 



2018 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 

Delta Charter Township 21 

Objective L. 

Provide input to the Eaton County Road Commission as to how they spend their 

mandated 1 percent on non‐motorized transportation projects (Act 51) in Eaton 

County. 

Rationale: 

The Eaton County Road Commission (ECRC) has authority over the majority of the 

public streets and roads in the Township.  The Michigan Department of Transportation 

(MDOT) has jurisdiction over Saginaw Highway (M-43), I-496, and I-69/I-96.  The 

Township should coordinate and work with the ECRC and MDOT to implement non‐

motorized transportation in the Township.  Proposed non‐motorized projects may be 

accomplished with scheduled road projects for a fraction of what they would cost to 

complete separately.  The Road Commission is mandated by Michigan law to provide 

funding for non‐motorized transportation.  By developing a close, working relationship 

with the applicable road agencies, more can be accomplished in the Township. 

Objective M. 

Support the creation of a “Friends of the Trails” volunteer organization to help 

promote, maintain, and enhance the Township’s trail system. 

Rationale: 

Such an advocacy group could help promote the trails by sponsoring events such as 

annual seasonal spring and fall walks.  The appearance of the trails can be enhanced 

through trail clean-up and flower planting activities.  The group could help monitor 

trail conditions and report on issues such as surface cracks, poor drainage, overgrown 

vegetation, etc. 

 

Sidewalk Plan 

The sidewalk plan shows existing and proposed sidewalks in the Township.  Sidewalks are an 

important part of the non‐motorized transportation system and provide pedestrians safe routes 

between destinations.  It is important for the sidewalk system to be complete without gaps.  It is 

the goal of the sidewalk plan to complete sidewalk connections between other non‐motorized 

transportation facilities/routes, destinations and neighborhoods. 

It is recommended that the sidewalk plan be implemented in conjunction with future road and 

non‐motorized transportation improvements.  It is also recommended that future residential 

development include sidewalks to provide connections between neighborhoods and main non‐

motorized transportation routes. 
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Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan 

The following priority project routes have been identified based on the application of the various 

scoring criteria and via the results of the public input process.  The identifying project route 

numbers have no association with a priority ranking.  It is merely a convention used to identify 

the particular routes and distinguish them from other routes.  Individual route maps and cost 

opinions are included in the Appendices.  The specific location of a route may vary on either side 

of a road.  For the purposes of this plan that determination has been left for more detailed design 

phases conducted as part of project implementation.  The plan reflects a focus on three major 

types of routes: 

I. Bike Lanes/ Paved Shoulders 

 Used along road corridors only. 

II. Shared Use Paths 

 Used primarily in off‐road situations and along roads with few driveway or road 

intersections. 

III. Shared Roads 

 Used on residential streets with little traffic and speed limits of 25 miles per hour or 

less. 

 Used as connections between other routes. 

 

Priority Facilities 

The priority facilities should be considered as a set of options rather than a strict sequence of 

projects due to the variables of funding, coordination with other projects, etc.  Some broad 

themes are achieved by this grouping of routes that have resulted from the application of the 

above aforementioned planning process, as described below: 

 Old River Trail:  This series of routes connect neighborhoods to parks, which reacted to a 

large survey response of having parks close to home with Hawk Meadows being the No. 3 

destination and desire for separated off-road paths.  Many comments expressed the desire 

to complete or extend existing systems.  This route connects to the popular East-West 

Pathway via bike lanes along Webster Road and Creyts Road. 

 East-West Pathway Extension:  The extension of this popular route to the Township offices 

provides a trailhead for access to this trail other than invading adjacent neighborhoods along 

the trail.  It also provides a connection to the No. 1 destination in the Township and an 

economic driver, Horrocks Market. 

• Michigan Avenue / Snow Road:  The bike lanes on Michigan Avenue provide a direct 

commuter connection to downtown Lansing in an economical manner.  Snow Road provides 

connections to Waverly Schools, Lansing Community College and paves the way to a future 

connection to the Lansing River Trail via Mt Hope Highway. 
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 Waverly Road and Old Lansing Road:  Old Lansing Road is a current project that was already 

underway during the planning process, which will provide bike lanes along a major portion of 

the Township.  Conditions are challenging for a separated path, but it provides opportunities 

for a future connection to the Lansing River Trail System.  One possible route to consider 

would be a future connection by the City of Lansing near Anderson Park.  Waverly Road has 

many limitations for a separated path including multiple jurisdictions required for 

coordination, but it provides a key link to the west, as well as safe north-south travel along 

this corridor.  Delta Township staff will pursue this long-term solution with other agencies. 

• Grand Woods Connection:  This route provides an alternate connection to the Lansing River 

Trail along with a connection to the No. 4 destination in the survey, Grand Woods Park and 

linkage to the bike lanes along Willow Highway.  The current link into Lansing relies on existing 

low volume roads to the River Trail in Lansing nearly 3 miles from Delta Township. 

• Mt. Hope Park:  Connections to the park developments planned for this location will provide 

desired links to this destination for residents on the west side of the Township.  A future 

project includes a route east on Mt. Hope that includes a segment funded by a current 

development. 

Future Projects 

Projects included in this category are still worthy, but require some additional coordination, 

investigation, or significant funding for either construction or long-term maintenance prior to 

implementation.  This list also includes implementation of bike lanes that may require traffic lane 

configuration and coordination with the ECRC and/or MDOT. 

 

 Many key East-West Connections across I-96 will require that overpass bridges controlled by 

MDOT be completely reconstructed with a wider bridge deck to provide a continuous 

connection across this barrier.  This will require time to include in long-term projects.  There 

are no short-term projects identified by MDOT in the near future.  Traffic volumes do not 

appear to be reducing, so the demand for the current lane width will remain. 

 

 Development of Bike Lanes along Waverly Road should involve a traffic study to better 

determine the safety of encouraging a route along this high traffic corridor.  It is understood 

that non-motorized use in its current condition is not safe, but encouraging increased use 

needs further justification as well. 

 

 The Mt. Hope Connector to the east of Snow Road will require resolution of the Waverly 

corridor prior to this final connection to provide the greatest value linking to Lansing. 

 

 The Carrier Creek Routes provide a unique north-south connection opportunity within the 

Township, while also carrying a heavy price for completing this segment of projects that 

include extensive wetland and floodplain permitting, easement acquisition, difficult crossing 
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of a state trunkline, maintenance demands, and other challenges.  Of the $51.9 million in 

potential projects identified within the Township, this series of projects represents 

approximately 47-percent of this cost.
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Priority Facilities Map  
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Future Facilities Map
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Parks 

The Township’s Five‐Year Parks and Recreation Master Plan identifies non‐motorized trails within 

the Township parks for future capital improvements.  The Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan 

identifies priority loop trails in developed Township parks. 

 

Implementation 

Strategies 

The following implementation strategies should be considered by the Township when 

implementing the Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan. 

1. Ensure that the plan is adopted.  This is crucial to apply for funding. 

2. Actively pursue acquisition of land or easements, as necessary, for recommended route 

implementation for priority projects.  (See detailed site plans that include parcel information 

for potential easements needed for priority and future projects).   

3. Actively pursue projects that connect with adjacent community projects and/or require 

coordination with other agencies.  This includes but is not limited to: 

A. Coordination with MDOT and ECRC to include non-motorized improvements required to 

navigate 1-96/I-69 crossings at Mt. Hope Highway, Willow Highway, North River Highway, 

and St. Joe Highway; as well as I-496 crossings at Canal Road, the Carrier Creek, Creyts 

Road, Snow Road, and Waverly Road.  

B. Coordination with ECRC to obtain bridge funding for a Webster Road bridge to cross the 

Grand River.  

C. Coordination with the City of Lansing, Lansing Township, and applicable road agencies on 

joint grant applications that support projects that link Delta Township to the Lansing River 

Trail. 

4. Utilize non‐motorized transportation language or terms included in this report. 

5. Implement nationally recognized AASHTO and MUTCD design standards when designing non‐

motorized transportation facilities.  Design to ADA standards. 

6. Complete traffic studies for high volume corridors with proposed routes to verify the 

feasibility and appropriately safe non-motorized facility. 

7. Continue working with state and local review agencies during the implementation process. 

8. Prepare a maintenance plan to ensure proper upkeep of each route being implemented. 

9. Gather public input at appropriate times during the design and construction process. 

10. Continue educating the public on the value of a non‐motorized transportation system and 

how each type of route is used. 

11. Actively pursue federal, state, local and private funding sources. 

12. Continue to promote the routes that are available in the Township. 

  



2018 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 

Delta Charter Township 28 

Process 

It is recommended that a process be considered for the implementation of each priority route 

proposed.  The following process is an example: 

Planning 

1. Collect the base information. 

2. Analyze data. 

3. Determine ownership of land. (park, road right‐of‐way, private, etc.) 

4. Prepare a preliminary design. 

5. Determine policies to govern the route. 

6. Prepare a detailed cost estimate. 

Funding 

1. Apply for grant funding ‐ federal and state funding opportunities, private foundations, others. 

Design Development 

1. Meet with the public to discuss design parameters. 

A. Discuss specific needs: 

i. Trail location within the proposed route. 

ii. Individual access to the trail from adjacent property. 

iii. Privacy issues ‐ landscaping, setbacks, security. 

B. Review specific design issues: 

i. Vehicle deterrents ‐ bollards, gates, barriers. 

ii. Drainage ‐ trench drains, culverts, catch basins, bio-swales. 

iii. Road crossings and intersections. 

iv. Signs ‐ location, type, size. 

v. Environmentally sensitive areas including wetlands, flood plains, steep slopes. 

vi. Access points, parking areas, trailheads. 

vii. Tree preservation & landscaping. 

viii. Amenities ‐ benches, trail markers, litter receptacles. 

ix. Materials ‐ asphalt, concrete, limestone, boardwalk 

x. Refine cost estimate. 

Construction Documents 

1. Prepare construction documents based on the design development process. 

2. Prepare written specifications. 

3. Develop final cost estimates. 

4. Publicly bid the project and award a contract. 

5. Perform daily inspections during construction. 

6. Conduct a maintenance and post construction evaluation. 
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Tools 

Utilize the following tools during the implementation of specific portions of the Non‐Motorized 

Transportation Plan. 

1. Conservation Practices 

The most up to date conservation practices are recommended when developing a trail within 

any vegetated or environmentally sensitive area.  Enhance and/or avoid sensitive natural 

features wherever possible (primarily large healthy trees and wetlands).  Use interpretive 

signage and education where feasible to allow for a greater appreciation of natural resources.  

Develop conservation policies that protect and enhance the natural systems associated with 

this area. 

2. Lighting 

Lighting is not recommended along trails.  Typically, hours of operation for non‐motorized 

trails are from dawn until dusk.  The need for lighting usually appears in densely populated 

areas where after dark use is promoted, such as near central business districts, retail areas 

and event venues. 

3. Noise 

Non‐motorized trails are generally quiet.  Noise usually becomes a factor if large events are 

scheduled on the trail.  An occasional barking dog or a person’s voice are typically the main 

sources of noise.  If this is an area of concern, enforcement of noise regulation can control 

most of these disturbances. 

4. Trail Heads and Access Control 

A trail head acts as a point of entrance and exit.  Many times, they include parking lots.  A 

more intimate connection is recommended for neighborhoods using barriers and/or gates to 

deter motor vehicles from entering the trail.  Signs should be posted to inform users of these 

regulations. 

5. Publicly Owned Land 

Routes are being recommended primarily on publicly owned land.  Any path design must 

respect the rights of the adjacent landowners as much as possible.  Individual landowners 

should be consulted during the preliminary design stage of the route to address their 

concerns among other design issues. 

6. Privately Owned Land 

There are two ways to develop trails on privately owned land.  One way is to obtain land and 

place it in public ownership.  The second way is to secure an easement which allows the trail 

to be constructed on private land.  Both options are accomplished by either purchase or 

donation.  The use of eminent domain or condemnation should only be used as a last resort 

to secure easements/private land after all other options have been exhausted.  Riparian rights 
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come with the landowner’s bundle of rights and cannot be granted without the owner’s 

permission through an easement or purchase. 

7. Public Easements 

It is recommended when the Township seeks easements for public use, such as utilities and 

maintenance, that they attempt to include a provision in the easement agreement to allow 

for recreational use or future trail construction within that easement. 

8. Private Easements 

Private easements are a good method of acquiring the land for a path and do not require as 

much money as the purchase of entire parcels. 

9. Other Agencies 

It is recommended to communicate with and utilize the expertise of other agencies during 

the design, development and management of the trail system.  Other agencies include the 

Eaton County Drain Commissioner’s Office, Eaton County Road Commission, Eaton County 

Sherriff’s Department, Delta Township Park’s, Planning, and Engineering Departments. 

10. Screening 

It is recommended that areas be identified where screening may be needed between the trail 

and the adjacent property owners. 

11. Advocacy Groups 

A non‐motorized transportation advocacy group would allow public participation in the 

development and monitoring of the routes.  Work with local law enforcement agencies to 

implement police patrols and neighborhood watch programs from the initial stages of 

development.  Continue the bike patrol program with the Eaton County Sherriff’s 

Department.  Allow designated neighbors to participate in the patrol of the routes and 

encourage communication and participation.  Continue the Township’s current advocacy 

efforts, which include the annual bike rodeo at the Township Administration Building and the 

annual bike helmet give‐away with participating local retailers. 

12. Maintenance Program 

Designate who will be maintaining the off‐road portions of the non‐motorized transportation 

system.  The routes will require regular trash pick‐up, sweeping and snow plowing.  Provide 

personnel and equipment necessary to perform these functions. 

13. Adjacent Communities 

Each municipality located adjacent to Delta Township’s non‐motorized transportation routes 

should work together to discuss connections between each municipality.  It is important that 

timing and exact connection points are agreed upon prior to implementation.  Township staff 

will maintain involvement with the Tri-County Regional Planning Commission to facilitate this 

coordination. 

  



2018 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan 

Delta Charter Township 31 

14. Bridges 

Work with MDOT and the Eaton County Road Commission to coordinate any future 

improvements to roadway bridges.  Accommodations should be made to include non‐ 

motorized transportation provisions whenever a bridge reconstruction or new bridge is 

considered. 

15. Law Enforcement 

Work with the Eaton County Sheriff’s Department, local police departments, and 

neighborhood watch programs to ensure safety and security along all routes. 

16. Crossings 

Perform traffic studies to determine the safest location for pedestrian crossings and ensure 

that the safest and best practices are used in the design and implementation. 

17. Accessibility Design 

Ensure persons with disabilities are actively sought to gain input during the design process, and 

implement designs necessary to fully accommodate and maximize participation of persons 

with disabilities on non‐motorized transportation routes.  Such input should recognize the 

varying needs of different disabling conditions including, but not limited to, visual impairments, 

hearing impairments and physical disabilities. Designs should be fully compliant with the 

requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).  Additionally, the use of electric 

bicycles are likely to become more prominent with an aging population.  In 2017, the Michigan 

Legislature amended PA 451 of 1994 (MCL 324.72105) to give local municipalities the ability to 

regulate the use of electric bicycles (e-bikes) on trails.  The legislation allows Class I e-bikes (which 

must be pedaled to operate) on trails, unless a municipality decides to prohibit them via local 

ordinance.  Class II and Class III e-bikes (which do not have to be pedaled to operate) are 

prohibited on trails, unless a municipality allows them via local ordinance.  Thus, the Township 

Board may determine the extent to which e-bikes may be operated on its shared-use and other 

pathways. 

 

Further Considerations 

Ordinances 

Some communities have completely restructured their zoning ordinances to encourage more 

pedestrian friendly development and implementation.  It is recommended that the Township 

continue to review its Zoning Ordinance to ensure pedestrian friendly policies.  It is also 

recommended that the Township work with the Eaton County Road Commission to review their 

policies for non‐motorized transportation. 

Principles that should be considered are: 
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1. Discuss pedestrian and bicycle accommodations early in the site planning process so that 

existing transportation efforts can be coordinated with any proposed developments. 

 

2. During review of new residential and commercial developments consider sidewalk design 

that includes connectivity between adjacent parks, schools, residential communities and 

commercial centers. 

 

3. In commercial districts, consider placing a higher emphasis on pedestrian and bicycle access 

by evaluating the amount of parking required, encouraging shared parking and by providing 

direct access to the front of building sites with direct sidewalk connections to the main 

streets. 

 

4. Enforce regulations in the Township ordinances mandating that the developer pay for 

improvements, such as sidewalks and shared use paths as indicated on the final plan for all 

new developments.  This would include sidewalks and shared use paths within the 

development, as well as in the adjacent right‐of‐ways. 

Many of these principles are included in the LEED Certification requirements, as governed by the 

Green Building Certification Institute (GBCI).  As interest in LEED certified projects grows, many 

developers have started to implement LEED principles in their projects. 

Federal and State Funding Sources 

There are a number of federal, state and private grants available for non‐motorized projects and 

community improvements.  These programs are listed below: 

 Michigan Natural Resources Trust Fund (MNRTF) 

 The MNRTF is available through the MDNR.  The maximum development grant is $300,000 

and the minimum is $15,000.  There is no minimum or maximum for acquisition grants.  A 25 

percent match for either acquisition or development projects is required from local 

applicants; however, a 50 percent match is more common due to increased competition.  This 

match can be either cash, donations of labor and/or materials, force account labor using the 

applicant’s work force, or any combination thereof.  Development and acquisition grant 

applications are accepted each year no later than April 1st. 

 Applicants applying for the MNRTF grant are required to have a current community 

recreation plan approved by the MDNR.  The plan must demonstrate the need for the project 

designated in the MNRTF application.  For more information regarding the MNRTF, please 

refer to the web site: https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm.  

 Land and Water Conservation Fund (LWCF) 

 This federal program, administered by the MDNR, funds the planning, acquisition, and 

development of land for federal and non‐federal (known as “state‐side”) outdoor recreation.  

https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm
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State agencies and local municipalities are eligible for state‐wide LWCF funds.  These funds 

can generally be used to acquire land; build or repair recreation or park facilities; provide 

riding and hiking trails; enhance recreational access; and provide wildlife and hunting areas.  

The program matches up to 50 percent of the cost of a project.  The annual deadline for the 

application is April 1st.  Visit:  https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---

,00.htm for more information.  

 Recreation Passport Grant 

 This program is administered through the MDNR and is captured through the sale of 

recreation passports in order to gain vehicle access to state recreation sites.  The maximum 

development grant is $75,000 and the minimum is $7,500.  A 25 percent match for either 

acquisition or development projects is required from local applicants.  This match can be 

either cash, donations of labor and/or materials, force account labor using the applicant’s 

work force, or any combination thereof.  This grant program does not require a community 

recreation plan.  Grant applications are accepted each year no later than April 1st.  For more 

information, visit the web site: https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684-

--,00.htm.  

 Transportation Alternatives (TA) 

 Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act or "FAST Act" has created a set-aside of Surface 

Transportation Block Grant (STBG) program funding for Transportation Alternatives 

(TA). These set-aside funds, previously known as Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) 

Funds, encompasses a variety of smaller-scale transportation projects such as pedestrian and 

bicycle facilities, recreational trails, safe routes to school projects; community improvements 

such as historic preservation and vegetation management; and environmental mitigation 

related to storm water and habitat connectivity.  These funds are administered by MDOT and 

continue to be referenced as the Transportation Alternative Program (TAP). 

 Applications are accepted year-round.  The program holds Application Review Committee 

meetings three times per year to determine which applications will be recommended for 

selection.  The Township would need to coordinate with the Eaton County Road Commission 

as the eligible ACT-51 applicant for funding.  TA requires matching funds of at least 20 percent 

of the construction cost.  Additional consideration is given to projects whose match exceeds 

the minimum required.  The average match is 35 percent.  There is no limit on the grants, but 

it is highly competitive.  Eligible projects include pedestrian and bicycle facilities, including 

shared-use paths, that: 

 Connect and develop documented regional or statewide bicycle and pedestrian 

transportation networks. 

 Are appropriate for the need and user types targeted. 

 Benefit state tourism or economic development initiatives. 

 If locally significant, have strong transportation connection and involve coordinated 

planning efforts, or serve as connectors to regional networks. 

https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm
https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm
https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm
https://www.michigan.gov/dnr/0,4570,7-350-79134_81684---,00.htm
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 Are a priority on state, county or regional non-motorized transportation plans. 

 Address documented safety deficiencies. 

 Are part of a broader non-Transportation Enhancement or TAP-funded bicycle and 

pedestrian transportation networks. 

 Provide amenities that increase usability of bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

 

 Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 

 The Michigan SRTS program is administered by the Michigan Department of Transportation 

with support provided by the Michigan Fitness Foundation. The statutory purposes of the 

federal Safe Routes to School program are: 

 To enable and encourage children, including those with disabilities to walk and bike to 

school; 

 To make bicycling and walking to school safer and a more appealing transportation 

alternative, thereby encouraging a healthy and active lifestyle from an early age, and; 

 To facilitate the planning, development, and implementation of projects and activities 

that will improve safety while reducing traffic, fuel consumption, and air pollution in the 

vicinity of schools. 

 There are two funding programs offered:  

1. The Mini Grant is a programming only grant, to help schools build a culture of walking, 

biking, and rolling among students.  Mini-grants can help you fund a walking school bus 

program, an incentive program, a remote drop site, bike rodeos, and more.  Schools can 

apply, once a year, for up to $5,000 each or up to $25,000 for multiple schools. The 

application opens each year in January. 

2. The Major Grant is a grant to help communities build sidewalks, crosswalks, and any 

other infrastructure improvements that may be needed to make it possible for students 

to walk, bike, and roll safely to school.  There is up to $200,000/school available for 

infrastructure, and an additional $8,000/school available to build programming around 

your project.  The Major Grant requires communities to undergo an in-depth planning 

process prior to submitting an application that can take anywhere from six months to a 

year. Applications are accepted year-round and reviewed quarterly. 

 Congestion Mitigation and air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) 

 The CMAQ program provides a flexible funding source to state and local governments for 

transportation projects and programs to help meet the requirements of the Clean Air Act.  

CMAQ funds are applied through local planning agencies and administered through MDOT.  

Visit: 

www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/cmaq08gm.cfm 

for more information. 

 Transportation Enhancement Program (TE) 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/cmaq08gm.cfm
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 Applications are accepted year-round.  The program holds Application Review Committee 

meetings four times per year to determine which applications will be recommended for 

selection.  The Township would need to coordinate with the Eaton County Road Commission 

as the eligible ACT-51 applicant for funding.  TE requires matching funds of at least 20 percent 

of the project cost.  Additional consideration is given to projects whose match exceeds the 

minimum required.  The average match is 35 percent.  There is no limit on the grants, but it 

is highly competitive.  Eligible projects include pedestrian and bicycle facilities, including 

shared-use paths, that: 

 Connect and develop documented regional or statewide bicycle and pedestrian 

transportation networks. 

 Are appropriate for the need and user types targeted. 

 Benefit state tourism or economic development initiatives. 

 If locally significant, have strong transportation connection and involve coordinated 

planning efforts, or serve as connectors to regional networks. 

 Are a priority on state, county or regional non-motorized transportation plans. 

 Address documented safety deficiencies. 

 Are part of a broader non-Transportation Enhancement or TAP-funded bicycle and 

pedestrian transportation networks. 

 Amenities that increase usability of bicycle and pedestrian facilities 

For additional details refer to http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mdot/TAP_Flyer_-

_Competitiveness_Details_474851_7.pdf 

 Section 10K of Public Act 51 OF 1951 

 Michigan’s transportation law (MCLA 247.660k) reserves 1 percent of state transportation 

funds for non‐ motorized transportation in each county.  Any improvement in a road, street, 

or highway, which facilitates non‐motorized transportation, is considered a qualified non‐

motorized facility for the purpose of this section.  For more information contact the Non‐

Motorized Coordinator with the Bureau of Transportation Planning at MDOT. 

 The Energy Efficiency and Conservation Block Grant (EECBG) 

 The purpose of the EECBG is to assist eligible entities in implementing energy efficiency and 

conservation strategies.  The main goals of the block grant are to reduce fossil fuel emissions 

created as a result of activities within the jurisdiction of eligible entities and to reduce total 

energy use by improving energy efficiency in the transportation, building and other 

appropriate sectors.  Visit https://www.energy.gov/eere/wipo/energy-efficiency-and-

conservation-block-grant-program for more information.  

Local Funding Sources 

 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) and Capital Improvements Program (CIP) 

http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mdot/TAP_Flyer_-_Competitiveness_Details_474851_7.pdf
http://www.michigan.gov/documents/mdot/TAP_Flyer_-_Competitiveness_Details_474851_7.pdf
https://www.energy.gov/eere/wipo/energy-efficiency-and-conservation-block-grant-program
https://www.energy.gov/eere/wipo/energy-efficiency-and-conservation-block-grant-program
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 Non‐motorized improvements, especially those located within road right‐of‐ways, are likely 

to be funded as incidental parts of larger transportation projects.  These non‐motorized 

improvements should qualify for the same transportation funds as the rest of the roadway 

project. 

 Downtown Development Authorities (DDA’s) 

 DDA districts are defined that qualify for TIF (Tax Increment Financing) and other special 

funding formulas.  The public infrastructure improvements that are part of downtown 

revitalization often include pedestrian facilities and amenities.  Bicycle facilities could be 

accomplished within these infrastructure improvements.  The Township does not currently 

have a DDA. 

 Millages, Bonds, Assessments 

 Local, county, or state millages and bond issues may be passed by voters or governing bodies.  

Numerous Michigan communities have millages for park operations, maintenance, 

development, and land acquisition.  This can be one of the most effective approaches for 

funding local trailways. 

 Utility Leases 

 Public greenway/trailway corridors can obtain lease revenue from compatible uses, such as 

buried pipelines or communication lines.  There can be one‐time payments for acquisition or 

development or annual payments for operation and maintenance. 

Private Funding Sources 

 Robert Wood Johnson Foundation – https://www.rwjf.org/  

Seeks to improve health and health care across America. 

 

 The DALMAC Fund – www.biketcba.org  

Michigan based organization promoting bicycling and bike related projects throughout the 

state. 

 

 People for Bikes Belong Coalition – https://peopleforbikes.org/  

Funding important and influential projects that leverage federal funding and build 

momentum for bicycling in communities across the U.S. 

 

 Guide to Foundation Grants for Rivers, Trails, and Open Space Conservation, 2nd Edition 

Available through National Park Service. 

 

 Council of Michigan Foundations – https://www.michiganfoundations.org/  

Directory of private foundations that offer funding sources. 

 

 The Foundation Center – http://foundationcenter.org/  

https://www.rwjf.org/
http://www.biketcba.org/
https://peopleforbikes.org/
https://www.michiganfoundations.org/
http://foundationcenter.org/
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Directory of private foundations that offer funding sources. 
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 Land Trusts 

National, state, regional, county, and local private land trusts can purchase land for resale to 

public agencies, buy options to protect land, receive land donations, put together land deals, 

and provide technical assistance. 

 

 Businesses 

Local businesses are frequent partners in the promotion of non‐motorized transportation and 

trail projects. 

 

 Friends Groups and Other Organizations 

Friends groups often support a project from inception to implementation. 

 

 Community and Other Foundations 

Established to maintain or aid charitable, educational, religious, or other activities serving the 

public good. 

Public-Private Partnerships 

Opportunities may become available along several portions of the plan to form a private‐public 

partnership in order to construct a shared use path on private property.  Typically, these 

partnerships exist when there is a mutual advantage for both the public and the private 

investment.  An example of this may be a residential developer recognizing the value of offering 

easy access to the non‐motorized path for potential buyers.  To accomplish this, the developer 

agrees to let the proposed shared use path go through the private development property.  While 

this offers easier access for the development residents, it also provides more opportunity for 

aesthetic characteristics to the route such as landscaping and other site amenities. 

Maintenance 

Proper trail maintenance is just as important as using correct design and construction techniques.  

A sidewalk that becomes inaccessible because of inadequate maintenance can be just as 

inconvenient or undesirable as failing to construct the proper pedestrian facilities in the first 

place.  Lack of proper maintenance can also create use barriers especially for seniors, those with 

mobility limitations and persons with disabilities. 

Maintenance Activities 

The Township should have a program for routine maintenance checks of trails and should have a 

process in place to quickly respond to citizen reports of damaged surfaces, particularly along 

high‐priority routes.  This will prevent pedestrians from using unsafe alternatives. 

Snow removal programs for trails and sidewalks should also be in place which will ensure that 

the most heavily used pedestrian routes are cleared, including street crossings so that snow 

plows do not create impassible areas. 
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Vegetation along trails can be a safety issue.  Prevent vegetation from encroaching into 

walkways.  Roots should be controlled to prevent break‐up of the surface.  Adequate clearances 

and sight distances should be maintained at driveways and intersections; pedestrians must be 

visible to approaching motorists. 

A regular pruning and maintenance program is recommended.  Vegetation and litter, including 

leaves and branches, should be removed on a regular basis.  A checklist of surface repair and 

vegetation maintenance items should include: 

 Frequent inspection of walkways for surface irregularities. 

 Responding to citizen complaints in a timely manner. 

 Repairing potential hazardous conditions immediately. 

 Performing preventative maintenance operations in drains and cutting tree roots. 

 Sweeping of a project area after repair to any surface. 

 Cutting back vegetation to prevent encroachment in the path’s clear zone. 

 Removal of invasive species. 

No matter what the funding source is to develop the routes, some of the money allocated in an 

annual budget should be reserved for routine maintenance.  Maintenance is an on‐going expense 

that should be discussed, and the Township needs to decide what level of maintenance will be 

required to do an adequate job of maintaining the route.  Maintenance costs may also be 

associated with on‐road facilities (paved shoulders/bike lanes).  The road commission typically 

suggests a cost sharing system for maintenance and construction purposes. 

Universal Accessibility 

Universal accessibility describes the process of going beyond basic ADA requirements to apply 

the principles of universal design, thereby maximizing access and utility by all segments of the 

population, representing both persons with and without disabilities.  This includes, but is not 

limited to, disabling conditions such as visual impairments, hearing impairments, physical 

disabilities and other mobility limitations.  A few examples of universal accessibility are listed 

below: 

 Provide sound cues at mid‐block crossing signals, which will allow the visually impaired to 

use the crossing safely. 

 Install pedestrian buttons for traffic signal activations at intersections such that they are 

accessible to those in wheelchairs. 

 Provide crosswalks at all locations where shared use paths cross public roads to facilitate 

crossings by the physically impaired. 

 Provide “audio interpretive panels”, such as those installed along the East‐West Pathway in 

Sharp Park, to give audio descriptions of the surroundings to the visually impaired. 

 Design shared use paths to a minimum width of 10 feet, whenever reasonably possible, to 

better accommodate all modes of travel including wheelchairs and bicycles. 
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The application of universal accessibility design principles traditionally offers benefits to persons 

with and without disabilities and enhances their utility for all.  In the application of universal 

design principles to non‐ motorized transportation routes, it is important to gain review and input 

throughout the process from all segments of the population who may represent potential users. 

Plan Amendment Process 

The Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan should be reviewed and updated every five years by the 

Planning Commission and Township Board and their consultant in order to reflect significant 

changes in community conditions, needs and changes in land acquisition.  The plan amendment 

process should incorporate a public participation component. 

At a minimum, amendments or updates should include the following: 

 Review current base information and inventory changes, such as new developments that 

have taken place since the adoption of the last revision. 

 Public Input ‐ This should include a description of the public involvement process in the 

report, at least one public meeting, electronic and newspaper announcement ten days prior 

to the public meeting and meeting minutes. 

 Revisions consistent with the Township Board’s latest Strategic Plan. 

 Discuss new technology for construction methods and materials. 

 Review progress of securing easements or newly acquired public properties. 

 Review and evaluate overall connectivity to destination points such as parks, schools, 

neighborhoods and commercial areas, adjacent communities and public land. 

 Review and discuss possible funding opportunities both public and private. 

 Communicate and distribute the revised amendments to the general public and other public 

agencies. 

References and Standards 

 2005, 2012 Delta Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan 

 American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) 

 American with Disabilities Act (ADA) 

 Delta Township’s 5‐Year Parks and Recreation Master Plan 

Conclusion 

As per Section 39 of the Michigan Planning Enabling Act, it is recommended that the 2018 Non‐

Motorized Transportation Plan be adopted as a component (chapter) of the Township’s 

Comprehensive Plan. The 2012 Non‐Motorized Plan is currently referenced within the 

Comprehensive Plan.  The 2018 Non‐Motorized Plan would initially be a free‐standing document 

until the Comprehensive Plan is updated.  Copies of the 2018 Non‐Motorized Transportation Plan 
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will be provided to all of the local communities abutting Delta Township, as well as MDOT, Eaton 

County Road Commission and Tri-County Regional Planning for their reference. 
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DELTA TOWNSHIP 2017 NON-MOTARIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE 
FOCUS GROUP MEETING MINUTES 

 
Date: July 27, 2017 at 3:00 pm 
 

1. Introductions 

a. Delta Township 

i. Gary Bozek, Planning Department   

ii. Lee Miller, Parks and Recreation Department 

iii. Jennifer Bernardin, Engineering Department 

b. ROWE Professional Services Company 

i. Jeff Markstrom, Design Division Manager / Associate 

ii. Doug Schultz, Director of Landscape Architecture 

c. Other attendees 

i. Bob Noble - Delta Resident & Bicycle Advocate [blue shirt] 

ii. Ken Hendrick - Delta Resident & Bicycle Advocate [grey shirt] 

iii. Dan Keefe - Auto Owners Manager of Real Estate Development & Acquisition [tie] 

iv. Jim Schweitzer - Planning Commissioner [grey shirt] 

v. Pat Gabriel - Planning Commissioner [purple shirt] 

vi. Mary Kwas - Parks Commission [pink shirt] 

vii. Marilyn Noeker - Interested Citizen & Broadbent Road Signal Advocate [McDonald’s 

Cup] 

2. Review goals for this meeting 

a. Delta Township has contracted with ROWE to draft a new Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.  

To accomplish this task the 2012 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan was reviewed, in addition 

to comments from the Delta Township Staff.  Through this process, a prioritization was 

developed taking into account the Tri County Regional Planning Commissions method of 
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prioritization.  This was done so that Delta Township mirrors the system of prioritization used 

for grant submittals.  Tri County Regional Planning Commission is the clearing house for grants 

applied with MDOT.  There are an estimated 30-39 million dollars of projects currently in Delta 

Township.   

b. The goal of today’s focus group meeting (which is the first of two focus group meetings today) 

is to get a sense of where the Delta Township should focus, since all the projects cannot be 

constructed at once.  Some question to consider are: Where does Delta Township focus? 

Where does it makes to start? Which projects get done first and which project should be 

included on the future plan?  Does the sequencing and prioritization makes sense?  Which ones 

are the top out of the ones preliminary identified by ROWE and Delta Township staff. 

c. Handouts were provided to the group in addition to being projected on the screen. 

3. Review draft priority ranking / methods / rationale 

a. Doug Schultz explained that the ranking sheet (priority matrix) was developed by a quantitative 

analysis taking into account the Regional Plan, in addition to the connectivity aspects, cost of 

easements, cost of construction and barriers for permits.  The next step is to take into account 

public need input and desire which would overlay on top of the mathematical analysis.  These 

two methods or ranking will give Delta Township leadership team with enough information to 

make accurate and efficient capital improvements schedule moving forward.  It was noted that 

that routes should. Not be taken literally, as they were just included as a linkage and high 

design level to get to obtain enough information for connectivity, linkage and costs. 

b. It was also noted that there will be other means of involving the public in the planning process 

through survey’s, public meetings and hearings, in additional to potentially other focus group 

meetings. 

c. Ken Hendrick explained that he thought Delta Township is behind other communities and I 

would like to connect to a trail East of Waverly.  In addition connectivity with regard to bikes 

should get more points, ie regional connectivity.  While it is understood the prioritization 

should include Tri-County’s process for grant purposes, the connectivity should rate higher.   

d. Doug Schultz noted that that was a good point and hearing from the local community their 

preference and desire is the purpose of this focus group.  Therefore, a bonus point structure 

could be developed for connectivity and local desire.   
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e. Gary Bozek explained that through the focus group, survey and other meetings with the public 

the subjective preferences will be included as a measurement tool for the priority of the 

projects within the plan. 

f. Jeff Markstrom reminded the group that in the end the Delta Township Board will decide what 

priorities are to be included in the Non-Motorized Transpiration Plan. 

g. Pat Gabriel discussed the need for something east to west for bike path connectivity.  It was 

noted that the walking is there but the bike ride is too short.  Pat explained that she supports 

the notion of when you are bike riding you want to go somewhere and potentially stop and stay 

overnight.  She noted that Grand Ledge is not far, but no one wants to ride on rocks and you 

cannot connect to Clinton County or Grand Ledge, but we need to connect to them.  

h. Jeff Markstrom explained that he has reached out to other communities to inquire as to their 

ultimate goals with regard to connectivity.  Jeff noted that he has reached out to Lansing, Grand 

Ledge, Oneida, in addition to the Eaton County Road Commission (ECRC) and MDOT.  Jeff also 

explained that their priorities and intension might be addressed in the ranking at some point.  

For example, if a bike lane or shared use path is to be constructed and it includes crossing a 

bridge, then Delta Township would want to combine their project with the project to be 

completed by ECRC or MDOT to minimize and reduce costs associated with construction.   

i. Pat Gabriel questioned whether or not the widening of the St. Joe Bridge is part of the plan.  

j. Jeff Markstrom explained that a couple of bridges are included in the plan but again Delta 

Township would want to team up with MDOT when that is completed to minimize costs 

associated with construction.  Jeff also explained that the Webster Road Bridge is also in the 

plan, although it is not high on the list, it could move up, but until a major fund is available the 

Delta Township most likely cannot take on that cost of a project at this time.  Jeff reminded the 

group that there are current and future goals included in the plan. 

k. Bob Noble explained that the connectivity on Willow does not exist and it is not included in the 

plan.  Bob note that he lives West of Canal and there is not really and East West pathway.  He 

explained that he can get to Mt Hope from Nixon, and there is Mt hope to Canal but nothing 

from St. Joe.  In addition only Broadbent East and nothing on Willow, and nothing to Grand 

Ledge, everything is East of Canal, nothing West of Canal.  Bob noted that his number one 

would be Nixon to Canal.  He explained that Michigan Ave is a four lane road and some people 

do not like that but you can ride a bike in one lane and there is a sidewalk, so he is not sure why 
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Michigan Ave rated as number one in the plan.  Bob explained that the first priority should be 

Mt Hope, St Joe or Willow over to Canal for bicyclist and walkers.  

l. Jeff Markstrom explained that the reason Michigan Ave is rated as the number one priority in 

the draft plan being presented today is because it is an easy project, there is little cost involved, 

and no easements to be obtained.   

m. Bob Noble asked how the need for project is included in the scoring.  It was noted that the 

public input will assist in guiding the priority of projects.   

n. Marilyn Noeker noted that there were no sidewalks on Michigan Ave and she did not see any 

schools as an area for sidewalks.    It was noted that Delta Township has a separate program for 

sidewalks, the focus this meeting is for bike lanes and shared use paths.   

o. Doug Schultz noted that he recognizes the need for connectivity and the proposed plan has 

been developed over a two month period.   

p. Pat Gabriel noted that the plan still does not address people that want to go West or North.   

While it is nice to talk about getting South, the population growth on the North side of Saginaw 

and West side are increasing in Delta Township. 

q. Gary Bozek confirmed that the growth is North in between Willow and Saginaw and West of 

Broadbent and West of Nixon. 

r. Jim Schweitzer noted that Mt Hope is a truck route and seasonal, it is not in good shape.   

s. Doug Schultz a possibility would be to include some of those projects that are already on the 

list with less money involved. 

t. Jeff Markstrom explained that during his discussions with ECRC it was discovered that the 

project in the near future are mostly mill and resurface, currently there are no major road 

projects in Delta Township before 2020 that Delta Township could tie into to reduce 

construction costs. 

4. Identify any new routes or recommendations 

a. There was a general consensus that number 17 and 18 on the draft plan presented should be 

moved up or another one that gets us West. 

b. Bob Noble noted that there is discussion at Council meeting about Mt Hope Park and it seems 

like that should be number 1. 

c. Doug Schultz explained that there is currently a northerly subdivision that could provide some 

opportunity that gets residents to Mt Hope Park.   
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d. Gary Bozek explained that the Sikh Temple has provided surety in regard to a request to 

additional right of way in the amount equal to what it would cost to put in a sidewalk.  Delta 

Township is going to bank that money for the sidewalk and add to the funds for the Non-

Motorized Plan to use for bike lanes or shared use path.  There is also the property to the West 

of that with the circumstances. 

e. Jim Schweitzer noted that it would be idea if there was something on St Joe or another way to 

get to Mt Hope Park because Mt Hope highway is a truck route and has heavy traffic. 

f. Mary Kwas stated that she would like to connectivity to the Lansing trails and connectivity to 

local rather than having little pieces of path all over look. She explained that larger pieces 

should be considered and then we can continue to get on wider area that is traverse.  Currently 

there is a lot of little pieces which might connect later but not now.  Also a bike lane on the 

road is not a good thing, but not that it should be exclusive important but it is not safe and she 

does not like to ride a bike in the street in a bike lane.  Also, bicyclist like to bike on the road in a 

bike lane, whereas families, walkers and joggers like a separated path, so there has to be both.   

g. Jeff Markstrom explained that for example in Carrier Creek there are different colors of 

segments because if you look at the project as a whole it would cost too much, so you break it 

up into different segments and do a segment at a time.  It doesn’t have to be built that way, but 

you might want to break up and construct in pieces for grants.  It makes sense for number 4, 2 

and 3 to break up for a cost opinion.   

h. Jim Schweitzer noted that Iris might be an option for an East and West pathway. 

i. Ken Hendrick explained that a trail on Waverly between Grand River Drive on the South on 

North Grand River Highway and Grand River there is no path at ends.  He noted that Michigan 

Ave to Waverly does not get anywhere other than Waverly Road.   

j. Bob Noble noted that the bike lane on Michigan Ave is good for bikes and end up in downtown 

Lansing. 

k. Dan Keefe explained that there are not a lot of employees that ride a bike to work and that 

might be because employees are required to dress up.  Dan noted that he agrees with the 

comment of taking one path and finish it to a connection rather than taking on different 

segments.  He also noted that growth should be part of the criteria to evaluate how many 

people will potentially use these bike paths or shared used paths.  He noted that Northwest is 

not as populated as Northeast based on the roads and his perception.   
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l. There was discussion about the Pepperidge development and it is 162 apartments, some 

targeting senior and some targeting families.  There are leisure and long distance riders and 

they are currently isolated from all routes.   

m. Jeff Markstrom identified the conversations are consisting of Mt Hope connector across the 

freeway.  Or another one to look at and evaluate is West to North half of the Township.   

n. Dan Keefe noted that St Joe is really busy with traffic.   

o. Jim Schweitzer stated that he avoids St Joe. 

p. Bob Noble stated that he rides but not going West at 4:00 pm and he has been riding for 15-18 

years.  He thinks St Joe is not any worse than Mt Hope. 

q. Doug Schultz stated that he appreciate the need and the facilities and noted that there seems 

to be a need to go East but not to forget the West. 

r. Pat Gabriel stated that Carrier Creek has a paved path and bike lanes, a separate path or board 

walk would be nice. 

s. Doug Schultz noted that portions of Carrier Creek require a board walk, due to the wetlands. 

Jeff Markstrom noted that there is a high dollar amount required for grants to use that type of 

facility.  For example MDOT grants would be a funding source but the requirement is a 14 foot 

wide board walk and it has to be designed like a bridge.  Gary Bozek noted that there are 

easement acquisitions required too.   

t. Pat Gabriel inquired about paved pathway.   Doug Schultz noted that for grants the path has to 

be paved, although DNR grants can be crushed limestone, Delta Township wants paths to be 

accessible and crushed limestone is not very assessable.   

u. Jeff Markstrom explained that Willow bike lanes are number 14 and Elmwood to Waverly is 

currently under construction by the ECRC.  In addition Old Lansing trail has been identified as a 

shared use path however discussions with ECRC has resulted in a grant submittal for the 

stripped bike lane, which could be funding source for that project.  It was noted that we still 

have to get to Waverly Road and it doesn’t get to Mt Hope.  Number 2 is a shared use path on 

Old River Trail to Webster, which has also been identified for a grant.  Therefore three of the 

ones identified in the plan have also been identified for a grant, which would be taken out of 

the plan potentially if grant funds received.  

v. Dan Keefe asked who maintains the shared use paths.  It was stated that the Parks Department 

maintains the paths.   
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w. Pat Gabriel stated that Old Lansing Road has a steep bank at the Cemetery and there needs to 

be a way to get that far. 

x. Doug Schultz noted that maintenance is a part of the ranking and once a shared use path is 

build it takes some effort to maintain over time.  There are a lot of grant opportunities to 

construct but nothing to maintain.   

5. Next steps   

a. The discussions today will allow a way for things to progress and a way that will ultimately meet 

the needs for everyone in Delta Township.  The goal is to develop a silver bullet that meets 

everyone needs and doesn’t cost too much. 

b. ROWE and Delta Township expressed their gratitude for the time everyone gave to review the 

plan and provide input.  If there are any questions or other comments please reach out to Gary 

Bozek.  This meeting has provided ROWE with information needed to formulate a plan and 

homework for more discussion.   

c. There was a request for the handouts and Gary Bozek noted that he will forward them to the 

group. 

d. It was also noted that everyone in attendance should help educate the community and groups 

they are associated with that Delta Township is in the beginning process of developing the plan 

and is looking for good input and will listen and react, we are not just putting together a plan to 

force upon the community.  The development of this plan will be fair and wise and take into 

account the community input.   
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DELTA TOWNSHIP 2017 NON-MOTARIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN UPDATE 
FOCUS GROUP MEETING MINUTES 

 
Date: July 27, 2017 at 6:00 pm 
 

1. Introductions 

a. Delta Township 

i. Gary Bozek, Planning Department   

ii. Jennifer Bernardin, Engineering Department 

b. ROWE Professional Services Company 

i. Jeff Markstrom, Design Division Manager / Associate 

ii. Doug Schultz, Director of Landscape Architecture 

c. Other attendees 

i. Ken Thompson – Delta Resident [plaid shirt] 

ii. Pat Harrington - Delta Resident & Bicycle Advocate [purple shirt] 

iii. Dan VanAcker - Delta Resident (Millett Area) & Local Businessman/Developer [grey 

shirt] 

iv. Kevin Wernet - Director of Woldumar Nature Center [grey shirt] 

v. Kris Hamilton - Interested Citizen [striped shirt] 

vi. Denys Castilhos - Interested Citizen & Brookside Resident [maroon shirt Brazil] 

vii. Sharon Edgar - Interested Citizen Ken Thompson - Interested Citizen [bike lady] 

viii. Arnold Weinfeld - Delta Senior Council & Planning Commissioner 

ix. Martha MacFarlane-Faes - Delta Resident (Millett Area) & Deputy State Historic 

Preservation Officer, State Historic Preservation Office, Michigan State Housing 

Development Authority [pink blazer] 

2. Review goals for this meeting 
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a. Delta Township has contracted with ROWE to draft a new Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.  

To accomplish this task the 2012 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan was reviewed, in addition 

to comments from the Delta Township Staff.  Through this process, a prioritization was 

developed taking into account the Tri County Regional Planning Commissions method of 

prioritization.  This was done so that Delta Township mirrors the system of prioritization used 

for grant submittals.  Tri County Regional Planning Commission is the clearing house for grants 

applied with MDOT.  There are an estimated 30-39 million dollars of projects currently in Delta 

Township.   

b. The goal of today’s focus group meeting (which is the second of two focus group meetings 

today) is to get a sense of where the Delta Township should focus, since all the projects cannot 

be constructed at once.  Some question to consider are: Where does Delta Township focus? 

Where does it makes to start? Which projects get done first and which project should be 

included on the future plan?  Does the sequencing and prioritization makes sense?  Which ones 

are the top out of the ones preliminary identified by ROWE and Delta Township staff. 

c. Handouts were provided to the group in addition to being projected on the screen. 

3. Review draft priority ranking / methods / rationale 

a. Doug Schultz explained that the ranking sheet (priority matrix) was developed by a quantitative 

analysis taking into account the Regional Plan, in addition to the connectivity aspects, cost of 

easements, cost of construction and barriers for permits.  The next step is to take into account 

public need input and desire which would overlay on top of the mathematical analysis.  These 

two methods or ranking will give Delta Township leadership team with enough information to 

make accurate and efficient capital improvements schedule moving forward.  It was noted that 

that routes should. Not be taken literally, as they were just included as a linkage and high 

design level to get to obtain enough information for connectivity, linkage and costs. 

b. It was also noted that there will be other means of involving the public in the planning process 

through survey’s, public meetings and hearings, in additional to potentially other focus group 

meetings. 

c. Martha MacFarlane-Faes questioned why Saginaw Hwy was not included in the draft plan.  Jeff 

Markstrom explained that it was not in the 2012 plan but if it is identified as something that 

needs to be included in the current plan then it can be added to the list, whether that be 

current or future.  There was a question about sidewalks and it was noted that this discussion is 
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centered around bike lanes and shared use paths, sidewalks are covered under a different plan 

for Delta Township.     

d. Sharon Edgar noted that Snow Road at sidewalk, map says shared use path, but there is nothing 

there now.  Discussion ensued about number 11 and what was currently there and proposed in 

the plan (pink route).   There is a need for something there.  Doug Schultz noted that there is an 

issue crossing the freeway.  Delta Township standards for sidewalk is 5 ft and shared use is 10 

ft.  When developing the plan both bike lanes and shared use paths were used.  

e. Jeff Markstrom explained that he has reached out to other communities to inquire as to their 

ultimate goals with regard to connectivity.  Jeff noted that he has reached out to Lansing, Grand 

Ledge, Oneida, in addition to the Eaton County Road Commission (ECRC) and MDOT.  Jeff also 

explained that their priorities and intension might be addressed in the ranking at some point.  

For example, if a bike lane or shared use path is to be constructed and it includes crossing a 

bridge, then Delta Township would want to combine their project with the project to be 

completed by ECRC or MDOT to minimize and reduce costs associated with construction.   

f. Sharon Edgar asked if there was a presumption or preference to use a shared use path versus 

bike lanes.   

g. Jeff Markstrom explained that there isn’t a preference, it is based on situational and for 

example Canal Road would be a separate path and not a bike lane because of the high volume.  

h. Gary Bozek explained that Delta Township has agreed to pay for a road diet study for ________. 

i. Martha MacFarlane-Faes noted that there is no reason to travel Old Lansing Road unless you 

are a resident and can we install speed bumps.  Gary Bozek noted that the ECRC is not in favor 

of speed bumps.   

j. Ken Thompson discussed the East West trail and how in the room were involved in that, three 

people raised their hands.  Discussion ensued about the Carrier Creek water shed and how 

sometimes we are working at cross purposes.  Ken also noted that we should broaden our view 

and talk to citizens.   

k. Dan VanAcker asked how you determine which side of the street to put a bike lane or shared 

use path?  Jeff Markstrom explained that it depends which side requires less easements and 

costs are considered.  Jeff explained that originally Old Lansing Road consisted of an application 

for grant to restripe, which is different than resurface.   

l. Kevin Wernet asked for clarification of whether or not we are developing a new plan or revising 

the old 2012 plan.  Jeff Markstrom explained that a new plan will be developed but in that 
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process the 2012 plan was looked at for guidance.   The new plan would go to Delta Township 

Board for approval at end of 2017 or 2018. 

m. Jeff Markstrom also noted that Mt Hope was not in the 2012 plan but it is in the draft plan as 

number 16.   

n. Dan VanAcker stated that Old Lansing Road needs to be widen and lines on the pavement is not 

going to help.  

o. Martha MacFarlane-Faes explained that the legal speed limit is too fast on Old Lansing Road 

and there are too many characters.  She also stated that she likes the character of Old Lansing 

Road and would not want it changed.  If bike lanes were added it would change the character.  

Instead traffic needs to be redirected elsewhere and only neighborhood traffic should be on 

Old Lansing Road.   

p. Kevin Wernet noted that even constant police presence does not slow people down.   

q. Ken Thompson asked for clarification and noted that Old Lansing Road used to be called Old 78. 

r. Martha MacFarlane-Faes stated that there is industrial property for sale across from the 

cemetery next to gas station, which might mean more commercial development and more 

traffic. 

s. Pat Harrington explained that it is a challenge to turn onto Mt Hope and Lansing Road so you 

almost have to go to Old Lansing Road.   

t. Jeff Markstrom noted that number 13 and 15 are multi-jurisdictional. 

u. Denys Castilhos noted that it is difficult to score and make everyone happy.  He noted that 

there is a park on Old Lansing Road but it connects to nowhere and the most difficult to bike is 

Old Lansing Road and Waverly Road.  He also noted that unless there is a plan to work with 

Lansing to connect the little piece to River and connect South to Lansing. Denys recommended 

that the score system should give weight to other things and we need to connect to other 

places. There are trails to park but preferable to connect to other park.  It would be nice to go 

from one park to another park but the connectivity is missing.  He noted that the trails are not 

connecting and there are only pockets of trails, which is his biggest concern.  He noted that Old 

Lansing Road has a high score but it does not connect to anything.  Denys stated that if we 

could connect closer to the Lansing trails, then there is a universe of trails and connectivity.   

v. Jeff Markstrom stated that Michigan Ave would work if bike lanes from Cryets to Waverly, then 

East to Claire all stripped bike lanes and then connect to Lansing. Michigan Ave scored high 
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because there are not a lot of cost, no easements and it is safe for bikes, but it might not be 

safe for walkers and joggers. 

w. Ken Thompson stated that some communities are using a driverless bus to help joggers and 

bikes to connect, which could help us connect Lansing trails using with driverless vehicles. 

x. Jeff Markstrom noted that Waverly Road, number 15 is not a direct connect to Lansing but can 

use Lansing sidewalk and then connect to Lansing trails. 

y. Doug Schultz asked the group to identify the top five routes.  He noted that Waverly has a lot of 

challenges with utilities etc, but if it floats up to top 5 then we can look a look at what really 

takes to get something for that route.  We are at the beginning of process so we can put detail 

to it once we gather all the information. 

z. Arnold Weinfeld stated that the trails are disconnected, even from Sharp Park, the East West 

connector.  It was stated that number 14 is a project that is underway by the county and they 

are going to put in bike lanes.   

aa. There was discussion about making a connection to Grand Ledge but then it goes nowhere and 

it was noted that it is ok to make a trail that doesn’t end.  It was also noted that for grant 

purposes a trail needs to connect to something.     

bb. Denys Castilhos asked about the future work plan.  There is not anything on Snow Road going 

right to LCC and if you go left to Lansing you are close to Waverly, then could connect to 

Lansing.  Pat Harrington noted that this idea has not been included on the last two versions of 

plan.  Denys noted that it would be a good one and no one consider the left and it seems like a 

good area.  The area is Snow Road to Mt Hope then turn left and then at Waverly and in the 

industrial area.  This would connect quickly to South Lansing trails.  Even though you still end up 

using Old Lansing Road, which is what some of the bicyclist are doing now.   

cc. Dan VanAcker stated that there is a lot of people walking at night on Old Lansing Road and it 

could be people working at the Meijer Distribution center.  

dd. Doug Schultz mentioned that if there is an option on the long term plan it can be moved to the 

short term plan and made a priority.   

ee. Martha MacFarlane-Faes noted that the Burkwood is nearby and that might be some cause of 

some of the increased people walking at night.   

ff. Ken Thompson stated that he thinks bicyclist prefer not to be on the road with cars.   

gg. It was noted that everyone is different.  The majority of the room prefers bike lanes and not 

shared use paths.  Jeff Markstrom noted that bicyclist want bike lanes and miles, whereas 
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families want shared use paths.  There is a mixture of both in the plan.  It was noted that the 

time of day also comes into play with the preference of bike lane versus shared use path.   

hh. Sharon Edgar stated that the top three numbers are aimed at connectivity in different ways. 

ii. Sharon Edgar also noted that number 10 connects to Lansing. 

jj. Arnold Weinfeld stated that the piece on Snow Road East on Mt Hope and little on Lansing 

Road, but the point is to get to Lansing.  It is a shorter segment and still get connectivity. 

kk. Pat Harrington asked if the Board had seen the draft plan yet, it was stated that this is a draft 

and board has not seen it, just staff.  Pat asked if Gary was attending the Tri County meetings 

and if Delta Township has shared their plan and Gary confirmed that Delta Township has shared 

the 2012 plan and as soon as the Delta Township Board adopts the new plan it will be shared.    

ll. Martha MacFarlane-Faes asked if any mortality rates have been used to influence the plan.  

Doug Schultz confirmed that they have used crash reports and incidents received from the 

ECRC. 

4. Identify any new routes or recommendations 

a. Denys Castilhos asked if we could construct a metal bridge for pedestrians and bikes next to the 

bridge.  Jeff Markstrom stated that was a possibility but it would cost approx. 2 million.   

b. Dan VanAcker suggested that we follow the river and go under the highway.   

c. Sharon Edgar stated that I-96 is the divider and that at some point someone will need to invest 

in a way to get across, possibly the pedestrian bridge. 

d. Jeff Markstrom asked if Mt. hope is the right one or Willow or both to connect. 

e. Denys Castilhos stated that Willow would be the best one to connect to Grand Ledge.  

f. Jeff Markstrom confirmed that Saginaw and Willow are the two that would be used to connect 

West to Grand Ledge.   

g. Ken Thompson noted that Willow is hard to walk or ride with all the waving in and out.   

h. Pat Harrington stated that if we could connect a small bridge off Michigan Ave that could 

provide a conduit to Lansing.  He also noted that Grand River has so many obstacles going 

North and South.   

5. Next steps   

a. The discussions today will allow a way for things to progress and a way that will ultimately meet 

the needs for everyone in Delta Township.  The goal is to develop a silver bullet that meets 

everyone needs and doesn’t cost too much. 
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b. ROWE and Delta Township expressed their gratitude for the time everyone gave to review the 

plan and provide input.  If there are any questions or other comments please reach out to Gary 

Bozek.  This meeting has provided ROWE with information needed to formulate a plan and 

homework for more discussion.  There was a request for the handouts and Gary Bozek noted 

that he will forward them to the group. 

c. It was also noted that everyone in attendance should help educate the community and groups 

they are associated with that Delta Township is in the beginning process of developing the plan 

and is looking for good input and will listen and react, we are not just putting together a plan to 

force upon the community.  The development of this plan will be fair and wise and take into 

account community input.   



   

JULY 27 
FOCUS GROUP 
Delta Township Ofiices-7710 W Saginaw Hwy 

Non-motorized routes in Delta Township are developed to provide 

our community with improved connections and opportunities for 

social engagement; exercise and mobility.  We want to maximize 

our resources and make sure that our priorities balance good 

stewardship and a reflection of your interests and your values.  

This event will be give you a chance to provide input regarding 

different non-motorized routes that will be considered in the non-

motorized plan update for Delta Township. 
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31.83% 169
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15.44% 82
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Q2 What do you use non-motorized routes for, what types, and how
often?

Answered: 544 Skipped: 3

Wheelchair

Skating

Separated paths

Running

Commuting

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

23%

23%

23%

23%

23%

23%

23%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

0%

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

1%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

98%

98%

98%

98%

98%

98%

98%

92%

92%

92%

92%

92%

92%

92%

49%

49%

49%

49%

49%

49%

49%

60%

60%

60%

60%

60%

60%

60%

68%

68%

68%

68%

68%

68%

68%

2 / 53

2017 Delta Township Non-Motorized Facilities Survey



98%
443

0%
1

0%
2

1%
5

 
451

92%
418

1%
4

3%
12

4%
19

 
453

49%
221

11%
49

23%
104

17%
79

 
453

60%
274

10%
46

19%
88

10%
47

 
455

68%
312

12%
53

11%
49

9%
43

 
457

Never Once daily Once a week Once a month

Bike Lanes

Biking

Walkings

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

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

18%

18%

18%

18%

18%

18%

18%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

21%

21%

21%

21%

21%

21%

21%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

11%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

19%

28%

28%

28%

28%

28%

28%

28%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

12%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

54%

54%

54%

54%

54%

54%

54%

31%

31%

31%

31%

31%

31%

31%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

 NEVER ONCE DAILY ONCE A WEEK ONCE A MONTH TOTAL

Wheelchair

Skating

Separated paths

Running

Commuting

3 / 53

2017 Delta Township Non-Motorized Facilities Survey



54%
258

9%
41

19%
90

18%
85

 
474

31%
156

12%
59

28%
140

29%
148

 
503

9%
48

35%
180

35%
182

21%
111

 
521

Bike Lanes

Biking

Walkings

4 / 53

2017 Delta Township Non-Motorized Facilities Survey



27% 134

43% 214

29% 143

35% 173

Q3 Select other local points-of-interest in the Township to which you
would like non-motorized routes to connect to. (check all that apply)
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50% 249

57% 285

48% 239

47% 233

35% 174

42% 208

34% 171

68% 337

34% 168

21% 106

Total Respondents: 496  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 We need a connection for the folks who live off Willow west of I-96. Willow is extremely dangerous
to bike on in that area. Thank you.

9/26/2017 7:59 PM

2 Extend sidewalks from Knockaberry, west to Nixon, north to M-43 and east to Broadbent 9/25/2017 7:49 PM

3 River Trail 9/24/2017 9:04 PM

4 Linking corridors between Players Club Park and the existing trail from Canal to the Library -
possibly using Carrier Creek right of way. Also a designation across the township from
subdivisions west of I-96 and Waverly Road. Possibly using Players Club Park and linking to
Enterprise Drive/Verndale areas using existing residential and commercial side streets.

9/24/2017 8:32 PM

5 1. Any and all parks in the township. 2. Township boundaries such as Waverly Road. 9/20/2017 7:29 PM

6 Ability to get across I96 from west side Mt Hope, St Joe etc, The bridges aren't designed for bikes
or pedestrians. Connect to Lansing trails, other township trails. Ability to go to downtown Lansing
for work.

9/20/2017 6:56 PM

7 Anderson Park 9/20/2017 2:11 PM

8 It would be nice if there was a walkway along Carrier Creek to the Township office. The creek is
beautiful.

9/19/2017 6:00 PM

9 I thought it had already been done 9/18/2017 9:26 PM

10 Old town 9/17/2017 8:14 PM

11 I would love to have more space designated for biking or walking only. It is not safe to mix cars and
bikes together. More sidewalks for bikes!

9/17/2017 1:38 PM

12 The Lansing River Trail. Why isn't this a selectable option? 9/13/2017 9:56 AM

13 There is a great need for a safe pathway, bridge, from Delta Mills park to the Hawk Meadow Park.
motorized vehicles move very fast along ORT and there is not a safe way to walk or bike from one
to the next, especially if you have children or pets walking with you. I have seen women walking
with strollers down the road with children and that is a very unsafe situation.

9/12/2017 6:55 PM

14 The Airport, just beyond the boarder. 9/11/2017 11:06 PM

15 Central and. West parts of township to downtown Lansing, perhaps connected with the existing
trail in Ingram County.

9/9/2017 8:39 PM

16 A sidewalk or bike lane on St. Joe over the I-96 bridge between Canal and Broadbent would be
wonderful.

9/8/2017 11:09 PM

17 PLEASE give us sidewalks on Willow, between Nixon and the city of Grand Ledge! PLEASE! It is
way overdue.

9/8/2017 7:38 PM

18 Old Lansing Rd should be resurfaced and a bike walking lane could be added there. 9/7/2017 6:05 PM

Hawk Meadow Park

Delta Mills Park

Sharp Park

Grand Woods park

Mt. Hope Park (Future Development) 

Woldumar Nature Center

Library

Horrock's Farm Market

Meijer

Wal-Mart
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19 Hike the Delta Trail all the time, great addition to Delta Township 9/7/2017 1:35 PM

20 Downtown Lansing for safe community through a separated non-motorized path! 9/7/2017 1:29 PM

21 Grassy Trail edges are weeds. Dandelions are creeping into our beautiful backyards. I have to
spray to over flowing dandelions. Inconsiderate dog walkers r still not picking up their poop. Plants
were not planted to keep me from seeing and hearing people on the cement path.

9/6/2017 11:10 AM

22 My main concern is non-motorized routes to Woldumar Nature Center. The addition of this would
take space from many resident front yards which are very small in the first place. Also, I currently
do not feel safe walking or riding a bike on Old Lansing Road. I don't feel the addition of a bike /
walking path will slow traffic enough to feel safe.

9/5/2017 9:28 PM

23 Would love a bike trail into Grand Ledge. I live near the water treatment plant not far from
Horrock's and I feel there is a sidewalk that already takes us there and the mall. I love our trails
and sidewalks for biking and walking. Thank you!

9/5/2017 8:23 PM

24 Old Lansing Rd. to Waverly 9/5/2017 10:15 AM

25 We need specific separate bike paths Not on a roadway. Bike lanes that share a roadway are a
joke and dangerous! Have you ever used the ones on Saginaw? One is as at risk as when simply
sharing a roadway. We were in Denver and the bike paths there are awesome and safely removed
from the roadway.

9/5/2017 9:07 AM

26 While I could probably get anywhere on bike in delta, there are a few spots I don't feel are as
protected as they could be. As the parent of a small child it would be nice to have protected areas
and be able to go everywhere without needing to worry as much.

9/4/2017 11:54 PM

27 Restaurants 9/4/2017 10:06 AM

28 Town of Grand Ledge 9/4/2017 8:25 AM

29 Willow hwy. Absolutley no way to walk or bike down willow between Broadbent and Canal. Also on
broadbent. Need sidewalks. I live in Shadow Glen and don't have many options to bike or run
outside of my neighborhood without the fear of getting hit by a car.

9/2/2017 6:51 PM

30 It would be nice to have a way for pedestrians to safely cross the willow road bridge over 96 to
connect neighborhoods off of Broadbent so that walking, biking, or runners will have access to
Horrocks and park trails. I'm I runner and frequently use the sharp park trails from Canal to delta
library and run with my two kiddos in the stroller. However I cannot run from my neighborhood
house to any of these trails. I have to drive and park somewhere because there are no sidewalks
or trails to get across the highway safely.

9/2/2017 11:13 AM

31 I love all the walkways & walk 5 miles a day. I live in Delta but use them all over Lansing over to
Harris Nature area down to Burchfield. But I don't use ones that follow major roads. Try to keep
away from high traffic areas.

9/2/2017 7:31 AM

32 Lansing River Trail 9/1/2017 1:26 PM

33 From Lansing road to Moore's river drive by bike on Waverly rd 9/1/2017 11:30 AM

34 Broadbent Rd Nixon Rd Willow Hwy 9/1/2017 11:08 AM

35 East/West along Willow to Grand Ledge should be a priority and would get a lot of use. Waverly
Bridge over the Grand River is not very bike friendly area but would be a good connection to the
Lansing River Trail system.

9/1/2017 10:58 AM

36 Something needs to be done SOON with Willow Highway from Canal Road into Grand Ledge
BEFORE THERE IS A TRAGIC DEATH. I've almost been hit when on my bike several times even
when I'm on the side of the road. Cars will pass you instead of waiting for the car in the other
direction to go by. And most places there is no shoulder. I've had pop bottles thrown at me. I no
longer ride on that road which is tragic to me as I live on it and would have to get on it to ride my
bike anywhere. Now I have to use my bike rack and take my bike when I want to ride. I really miss
going out the door and riding my bike!!!! I shutter every time I see someone ride by my house on a
bike and many are kids I see with backpacks possibly trying to get into Grand Ledge or after
school activities. I've ridden a bike for years and I'm almost 65 so I am very aware of the rules and
I pay attention when I'm riding. I've rode a bike all over the world: Germany France Belgium
Netherlands and have never feared riding a bike. Only on Willow my home road??

9/1/2017 10:48 AM

37 I would like to see a dog park 9/1/2017 5:52 AM
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38 A trail on Willow Highway connecting the Delta Township Community Center at Canal to Grand
Ledge city limits is needed to increase pedestrian safety as well as make each location more
accessible for growing residential developments and subdivisions.

8/31/2017 10:36 PM

39 Just want to see a bridge across Saginaw so I can connect to the existing trail. 8/31/2017 9:31 PM

40 Waverly/Michigan It's a heavy intersection with young kids. Traffic off: 496 , Airport access,
Schools. The daily view of living in Delta and working out of town. I see more runners wanting to
move farther out. Wanting a more welcoming feel.

8/31/2017 7:15 PM

41 I love the path that goes from Sharp Park to Canal. I live near Waverly Rd, it would be really nice if
there were a way to connect it to closer to my house so I didn't have to drive to get to the trail.
Maybe Connecting it to Waverly Hill would be nice.

8/31/2017 6:10 PM

42 Anderson Mountain bike trails 8/31/2017 6:05 PM

43 Lansing river trail 8/31/2017 5:28 PM

44 Access to and from Nixon hills neighborhood 8/31/2017 2:41 PM

45 None until the dam roads are fixed 8/31/2017 12:51 PM

46 A sidewalk from North Canal Road, east on Old River Trail to Delta Mills Park 8/31/2017 10:22 AM

47 I would be cool if we could hook up with the river trail also Marcy Ave is land blocked form
walkable paths. There's got to be abetter way to walk up and down snow road would .

8/31/2017 10:10 AM

48 How about maintaining what we have now and devoting effort to improving streets and roads
within the township? Further expenditure at this point in the economic recovery on "trails" is
counterproductive to good financial management. Roads help the economy, trails look pretty.

8/31/2017 9:16 AM

49 Canal Rd. Saginaw to Old Lansing Mount Hope & Canal to Old Lansing 8/31/2017 9:05 AM

50 Lansing river trail connection without traveling on roadways 8/31/2017 7:42 AM

51 Auto-Owners Insurance 8/30/2017 11:53 PM

52 with the completion of the willow rd sidewalks there is just one section of Waverly south of willow
that does not contain sidewalks... there is no safe, non-motorized access from the neighborhoods
in that area of lansing twp, but still Waverly schools to access the wonderful new bike/ trail system
that start at willow

8/30/2017 11:32 PM

53 St joe area near broadbent, uptown, Nixon could benefit from a path like the elmwood to creyts to
canal path

8/30/2017 10:44 PM

54 Willow hwy! 8/30/2017 10:40 PM

55 My home to the Lansing Airport. 8/30/2017 10:36 PM

56 Marketplace at Delta Twp. development 8/30/2017 10:32 PM

57 From the current path into GL would be amazing! Kids that live near Saginaw have no way to get
into GL with being worried being hit by a car on Saginaw or Willow.

8/30/2017 9:42 PM

58 We live on Delta River Drive and are cutoff from routes by dangerous drivers. 8/30/2017 9:31 PM

59 Extend west from the current path that ends at Canal Rd. over I96 and onward to the far western
portion of the Township and on to Grand Ledge.

8/30/2017 9:15 PM

60 Love the off path trails between creyts and Elmwood. Going to sharp park the more the better 8/30/2017 8:29 PM

61 Hunters Orchard Park to the entrance of Delta Mills Estates along Delta Mills Park. Delta Mills Park
to Hawk Meadow Park

8/30/2017 7:30 PM

62 NONE 8/30/2017 6:34 PM

63 A bike route from delta mills park to hawk meadow. It is so dangerous to walk between the two, as
well as the delta mills early childhood center.

8/30/2017 6:22 PM

64 I would really like to be able to bike to the Lansing River Trail. 8/30/2017 5:54 PM

65 All I care about are already connected 8/30/2017 5:26 PM

66 Along Waverly Road, between Grand River Avenue and Saginaw Hwy 8/30/2017 5:20 PM

67 Businesses along the west side of Waverly Rd 8/30/2017 5:15 PM
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68 From Aspen to Mt. Hope on Snow Road. There is no place for bikes to ride on the road or for
pedestrians to walk, especially going over the bridge.

8/30/2017 4:33 PM

69 Connect to the Lansing River Trail 8/30/2017 4:16 PM

70 Our Savior Lutheran Church/School near St. Joe/Broadbent 8/30/2017 4:01 PM

71 Very strong preference for non-motorized routes and trails (NOT bike lanes). Bike lane safety
depends entirely on the drivers. Even experienced cyclists with all appropriate safety gear and
signaling are not safe in bike lanes.

8/30/2017 3:21 PM

72 The parks near us, Sharp and Grand Woods are fully accessible for us. 8/30/2017 3:17 PM

73 We would just like to be able to safely take a bike ride outside of our subdivision. We live off of
Nixon, and have no safe place to ride bikes with our children except in our subdivision or if we
drive our bikes someplace.

8/30/2017 2:58 PM

74 Something on Waverly Road from Delta River Drive, south. Currently, there is no way to avoid this
busy, scary road without going out of my way because it crosses the river. Waverly connects to
many less traveled roads.

8/30/2017 2:56 PM

75 Anywhere along the grand river 8/30/2017 2:46 PM

76 I HATE the traffic on Delta River Drive; it is a Natural Beauty Road, but is so dangerous due to the
traffic count and speed. Would LOVE to have a designated path between Waverly and Webster; it
would allow us to get to Hawk Meadow without having to drive there or take our lives in our hands
by walking or biking there as it is now.

8/30/2017 2:36 PM

77 There aren't enough parks and paths south of Saginaw. 8/30/2017 2:27 PM

78 Connect delta mills park to hunters orchard and continue on old river trail 8/30/2017 2:20 PM

79 The more the better. 8/30/2017 1:03 PM

80 Hunter's Orchard 8/30/2017 12:40 PM

81 Path from Marketplace to Upton Rd to get into Point West and into future Mt. Hope Park 8/30/2017 12:28 PM

82 If you're talking about going to LCC, why not discuss connecting with the Lansing River Trail. That
would be really awesome.

8/30/2017 12:19 PM

83 Downtown Lansing Township areas of Waverly - like near St. Joseph Cemetary 8/30/2017 12:03 PM

84 Players Club 8/30/2017 11:58 AM

85 Other businesses on the north part of Saginaw between Nixon and the expressway 8/30/2017 11:52 AM

86 LCC West Campus as well as Downtowon LCC 8/30/2017 11:50 AM

87 We live on the west side of the TWP off of Nixon Road south of Saginaw - we have zero sidewalks
from Nixon East to the rest of Two. Would be nice to be connected to the rest of the community -
either on St. Joe or Saginaw.

8/30/2017 11:36 AM

88 N/A 8/30/2017 11:35 AM

89 Hunters orchard 8/30/2017 11:35 AM

90 I live in Shadow Glen and feel completely shut off from the Delta Township walking and biking. It is
unfortunate that Willow does not have us connected especially since Willow is so busy it scares
me every time we go for a bike ride. It would mean so much to us to have a sidewalk and/or biking
trail along willow that crosses the 96 bridge.

8/30/2017 10:55 AM

91 What exists is sufficient for my family. 8/30/2017 10:52 AM

92 Lansing River Trail 8/30/2017 10:47 AM

93 West of I-96 in general 8/30/2017 10:39 AM

94 People should be able to safely walk or bike anywhere and everywhere they need to go. 8/30/2017 9:26 AM

95 Would like the paths to connect, so one can travel a good distance on them. 8/29/2017 8:18 PM
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33% 141

55% 237

53% 227

29% 127

53% 231

32% 140

49% 211

26% 112

Q4 What would encourage you to use non-motorized routes more?
(check all that apply)

Answered: 432 Skipped: 115

Total Respondents: 432  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 The east side of Delta Township is much more accessible than those of us living west of I-96/I-69.
It seems very odd that there are bike lanes as well as side walks & an off road side walk running
from Canal to Elmwood while others on the west side can't even safely travel from one sub-
division to the other let alone connect to to the east side of I-96.

9/26/2017 8:22 PM

2 Lay out trails for the entire Township and start building. 9/20/2017 7:08 PM

3 Need safe walking and biking surfaces in the Millett area! 9/20/2017 2:17 PM

Bike racks at
destinations

Routes closer
to my home

Safer road
crossings

More
parking/trai...

Separated
paths/off-road

Connections to
shopping

Connections to
sidewalks

Connections to
schools
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ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Bike racks at destinations

Routes closer to my home

Safer road crossings

More parking/trailheads

Separated paths/off-road

Connections to shopping

Connections to sidewalks

Connections to schools
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4 Separate lanes for bikes 9/19/2017 6:04 PM

5 Paths off the main road. Cars and distracted drivers are EXTREMELY dangerous. 9/18/2017 9:12 AM

6 more sidewalks/. Bikes don't belong on busy roads even if there is a designated lane for them. 9/17/2017 1:43 PM

7 Anything helps, by making clear that biking, walking and other non-motorized ways of getting
around are not only acceptable but desired and welcomed. Ideally, these facilities should also be
well-marked and obvious even to passing drivers, giving them both pride in their community's
welcoming character, and the idea that they might try a different mode of getting around the next
time.

9/13/2017 6:05 PM

8 Paved paths 9/13/2017 10:36 AM

9 Safer cycling routes, to places I need to get to. One shouldn't have to own a car, to travel
anywhere in Delta Township.

9/11/2017 11:06 PM

10 Non-meandering connection to work, to downtown Lansing. 9/7/2017 1:37 PM

11 Plant/tree barriers so I don't have to keep seeing the people go by. Path is very close to my house.
Closer than I was told it was going to be.

9/6/2017 11:17 AM

12 My neighborhood is fairly isolated without dangerous crossings. Desperately need safe crossing
on St. Joe over 96/69.

9/6/2017 9:19 AM

13 Separate specific bike paths 9/5/2017 9:16 AM

14 Off road paths or wide sidewalks are the best because a white line in the road(bike lane) doesn't
protect a biker from a car that moves over.

9/4/2017 8:34 AM

15 There are no good bike paths anywhere near us (we live off Nixon, between Saginaw & St Joe.
We would love to bike through the community but don't because it is completely unsafe.

9/3/2017 5:15 PM

16 More safety patrol/presence. 9/2/2017 8:53 PM

17 Bathrooms 9/2/2017 9:04 AM

18 More sidewalks needed in the st Gerard neighborhood 9/1/2017 5:34 PM

19 Better distance markers on trails/paths 9/1/2017 4:41 PM

20 #1 safety 9/1/2017 11:33 AM

21 East/West along Willow to Grand Ledge should be a priority and would get a lot of use. Waverly
Bridge over the Grand River is not very bike friendly area but would be a good connection to the
Lansing River Trail system.

9/1/2017 11:03 AM

22 Frequent trail markers Nature displays Emergency beacons (safety alarms) 9/1/2017 8:21 AM

23 Bridge over Saginaw at Canal, Mall Drive and Elmwood. 8/31/2017 9:46 PM

24 Connections to sidewalks would make me want to use seperated bike lanes, multiuse trails less.
Also, the paved sholders as bike lanes need to me marked (paint) and signed as bike lanes as the
Michigan Supreme Court states that to the right of the white line is not part of the roadway and this
could facilitate local maintaince to lead to substandard bike lane conditions, i.e. plowing, sweeping
etc.

8/31/2017 6:18 PM

25 We live on the north side of the river and cannot cross the river safely on Webster Road as there's
nearly no shoulder, it's a high traffic area, and visibility around the curve of the road is low. We are
so close to the bike path but cannot safely use it because of this gap. There's actually quite a lot of
non-motorized traffic through this area, as evidenced by the path being maintained by residents
between Webster Rd and Vermont St, despite the guardrail barriers. There used to be a road
connecting and no one wants it back but a non-motorized path would help keep people safe by
limiting the need to use Webster, especially for bikes. A non-motorized path connecting the north
side of the river to the south side where the bike paths start would be additionally even better and
connecting Hawk Meadow with Delta Mills would be a spectacular boon for foot and bike traffic
safety.

8/31/2017 10:26 AM

26 I use the facility at Hawk Meadow every day, so I appreciate what we have. 8/31/2017 9:21 AM

27 A safe route to work and I'd ride every day. Canal road and Mnt Hope are filled with hazardous
drivers in the morning.

8/31/2017 9:15 AM

28 Safe 8/31/2017 12:49 AM
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29 Continuous sidewalk on south side of St. Joe east of Creyts. 8/30/2017 11:56 PM

30 Better publicizing of where routes and trails are. 8/30/2017 11:31 PM

31 We live on the trail 8/30/2017 10:27 PM

32 We on the far western end of the Township are isolated. 8/30/2017 9:18 PM

33 Restrooms 8/30/2017 9:02 PM

34 Connections to regional trail systems 8/30/2017 7:39 PM

35 I'm usually pushing a stroller, so I prefer paved routes with grass area separation from the road
and easy places to cross road. I would love to be able to walk with stroller down to the small kid
playground at Delta Mills Park from my neighbor, but there is no sidewalk and the grass is hard to
take the stroller on. The area along the road seems dangerous without much space to walk. So we
end up driving even though it's really close. I would love to go all the way to Hunters Orchard Park
too.

8/30/2017 7:37 PM

36 I live on Webster rd, between all the parks. So close, but I drive to them because Webster and
delta river dr are so hectic and have no shoulders.

8/30/2017 6:46 PM

37 NOTHING 8/30/2017 6:39 PM

38 I don't use them and don't plan to 8/30/2017 5:32 PM

39 Continuity and connectivity of trails. A short, unconnected trail serves very little purpose in my
opinion.

8/30/2017 4:27 PM

40 Safety is a key concern. I love to walk, but I rarely use walking as a transportation method beyond
my neighborhood because many key roads do not have sidewalks. I will not use my bike as a
primary method until there are non-motorized paths throughout the area, nor will I allow my kids
to, even though I want them to be out on their bikes more. Bike lanes are NOT enough.

8/30/2017 3:32 PM

41 Connections to trails East of Delta Township 8/30/2017 1:46 PM

42 You have TERRIBLE crossings over by Marketplace on Saginaw Hwy when traffic is exiting
highway. Weeds get too high. Should be bright blinking lights. I have sent emails...no one even
responded. Many Neighbors have commented on this safety hazard for walkers, bikers & runners.
Are you listening now?

8/30/2017 1:29 PM

43 More bike lanes. The bike lanes that currently exist are great, but not enough roads have them. 8/30/2017 1:08 PM

44 I do not want to bike or walk in roadways unless it's subdivision type roadways with lower speed
limits.

8/30/2017 12:40 PM

45 As we come into the time of year where it's darker eariler, having the existing path ways lit would
probably be the best way to use them more frequently.

8/30/2017 12:24 PM

46 Connections to each area so can get from one to the other without having to drive 8/30/2017 12:14 PM

47 better maintained trails 8/30/2017 12:00 PM

48 Lighting 8/30/2017 11:42 AM

49 Actual routes would be a good start! 8/30/2017 11:41 AM

50 Gaps in sidewalks in existing neighborhoods need to be filled in to safely get to proposed
pathways.

8/30/2017 11:09 AM

51 Nothing. 8/30/2017 10:58 AM

52 Again, any planning or repair, repaving, etc, should accommodate all users. It's past time to
address the automobile's dominance of public space and right of ways.

8/30/2017 9:32 AM

53 Connections to Grand Ledge and Lansing trails. 8/29/2017 8:24 PM

54 We are completely cut off from any type of path, sidewalk, trail, etc 8/29/2017 8:11 PM
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Q5 Please rate the importance of potential regional non-motorized
connections to Delta non-motorized system.

Answered: 456 Skipped: 91
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Extremely  Important Important Moderately Important

Unimportant Extremely Unimportant
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Q6 Please rate the importance of potential emphasis of Delta Township's
non-motorized system expansion.

Answered: 461 Skipped: 86
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Extremely Important Important Moderately Important

Unimportant Extremely Unimportant

Make a
East-West...

Continue
existing tra...

Connect to
Lansing Rive...

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

2%

2%

2%

2%

2%

2%

2%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

3%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

4%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

10%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

9%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

5%

16%

16%

16%

16%

16%

16%

16%

24%

24%

24%

24%

24%

24%

24%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

17%

36%

36%

36%

36%

36%

36%

36%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

35%

32%

32%

32%

32%

32%

32%

32%

34%

34%

34%

34%

34%

34%

34%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

29%

42%

42%

42%

42%

42%

42%

42%

 EXTREMELY
IMPORTANT

IMPORTANT MODERATELY
IMPORTANT

UNIMPORTANT EXTREMELY
UNIMPORTANT

TOTAL WEIGHTED
AVERAGE

17 / 53

2017 Delta Township Non-Motorized Facilities Survey



26%
109

34%
140

27%
112

9%
38

4%
16

 
415

 
2.31

23%
95

25%
105

29%
124

16%
69

7%
28

 
421

 
2.60

26%
112

31%
133

25%
105

13%
53

5%
21

 
424

 
2.38

29%
124

44%
188

21%
88

4%
18

2%
9

 
427

 
2.06

34%
147

36%
154

16%
68

10%
41

5%
20

 
430

 
2.15

29%
128

35%
152

24%
104

9%
41

3%
11

 
436

 
2.21

42%
182

32%
139

17%
75

5%
23

4%
19

 
438

 
1.99

More shared-use
paths

More bike lanes

Connect west to
Grand Ledge via
Oneida Township

Pathways with parks

Make a East-West
connection across I-
69/I-96

Continue existing
trails before
beginning separate
projects throughout
the township

Connect to Lansing
River Trail system
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Q7 How important are the following features to a non-motorized path?
Answered: 459 Skipped: 88

Safety

Width
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77%
353
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15
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1.29
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1.65
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41%
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53
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3

0%
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457

 
1.68

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 So little has been done with the bike plan in place - prioritize the plan! 9/20/2017 7:08 PM

2 Sidewalks, not shared paths or bike lanes 9/17/2017 1:43 PM

3 It is perceived safety or risk that makes the difference to the casual/family walker or rider, taking
young energetic but erratic children out for a ride or walk. Clear separation from traffic is critical;
otherwise only hardy commuters or exercisers will use these facilities, leading the general public to
perceive them as little-used wastes of money.

9/13/2017 6:05 PM

4 Using river trail as example.... the more maintained the more use gained 9/13/2017 10:36 AM

5 I do NOT like narrow, striped bike lanes on a standard road. With no bike lane, cars usually move
over. With a bike lane, cars seldom move over passing within a foot or two at high speeds.

9/13/2017 10:35 AM

6 Signage and access points 9/13/2017 10:02 AM

7 They need to be monitored at night by the PD, or a wall similar to what is on Michigan Ave. put up
to protect the neighborhoods along the bike/shared path. People are out there at 9:30pm, 10:30pm
and 3:30am!!!!!

9/11/2017 8:38 PM

8 The current east-west pathway is maintained wonderfully throughout the year. Thank you! 9/8/2017 11:12 PM

9 Grassy side areas not properly taken care of. 9/6/2017 11:17 AM

10 Separate paths not bike lanes. 9/4/2017 8:34 AM

11 The most important thing is to have sidewalks or paved pathways that are separated from
cars/traffic. I don't feel safe using shared pathways near cars especially with young kids. So I
won't use bike lanes on the road. Drivers don't pay attention.

9/2/2017 11:22 AM

12 Nice appearance- which is already very good (except for the weeds next to the boardwalk in your
picture). Also shade from the sun is critical e.g.along the west end of the east/west walkway.

9/2/2017 7:34 AM

13 None of it matters if you can't access it, but obviously, safety is paramount. Width and
maintenance impact safety.

8/31/2017 9:46 PM

14 Separation from motorized traffic. Bike lanes are underused and are implemented in obsolete
manners, i.e. on roads with too high of car speeds to be widely utilized. See this page for best
practices.http://www.copenhagenize.com/2013/04/the-copenhagenize-bicycle-planning-guide.html

8/31/2017 6:18 PM

15 Ease of locating 8/30/2017 11:31 PM

16 wildflowers could brighten the experience. 8/30/2017 11:20 PM

Extremely Important Important Moderately Important

Unimportant Extremely Unimportant
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17 I'm not quite sure what you regard as safety issues ... If you mean like that which currently crosses
Crytes Rd on the trail way to Sharp Park with all the lights, I say no!

8/30/2017 9:54 PM

18 Non Motorized paths are not important. Waste of money. 8/30/2017 6:39 PM

19 Many pathways that are paved with asphalt and are near trees are broken up by tree roots after a
few years. Adequate maintenance affects safety and usability of the trail or pathway.

8/30/2017 4:27 PM

20 Education for drivers about watching for bikers and sharing the road 8/30/2017 2:45 PM

21 I'd be willing to give a Delta Twp up to .25 mills to get pathways in Delta Twp for up to 10 years
and see what progress can be done.

8/30/2017 12:40 PM

22 A path to Grand Ledge connected to the existing trails would be amazing. There's no good way to
get there now, as riding anything down Willow, Saginaw, or St Joe is an impossibility if you have
kids with you.... Today you have to go over the river and take Eaton Hwy if you have kids. Long
way out of the way.

8/30/2017 12:24 PM

23 Make sure they are in an area that will be used. Too many times have I seen people walking in the
road instead of using the sidewalk.

8/30/2017 11:52 AM

24 Connect things up. Having bike lanes or multi-use paths that just dry up or don't connect to
anything useful is ok for recreation but useless for getting around. Make it easier to get in and out
of urban areas-sometimes the hardest part of a long bike ride is just getting safely out of town!

8/30/2017 9:32 AM
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Q8 How important are these features related to safety along the
Township’s non-motorized routes.

Answered: 459 Skipped: 88
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Extremely Important Important Moderately Important

Unimportant Extremely Unimportant

Traffic volume

Proximity to
road

Controlled
road crossings
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53% 217

13% 54

52% 216

74% 304

36% 150

25% 102

17% 70

46% 189

Q9 What types of amenities would you like to see more of along the
Township’s non-motorized facilities?If none, please skip to the next

question.
Answered: 413 Skipped: 134

Total Respondents: 413  

# LIST OTHER ITEMS HERE DATE

1 Bathrooms 9/25/2017 5:52 PM

2 Maps with you are here mileage 9/22/2017 10:00 AM

3 Animal control. I ride my bike or walk and see dogs loose especially in Grand Woods Park. Frisbee
players had a dog unleashed and running free last week.

9/14/2017 10:20 AM

Benches

Bike repair
stations

Drinking
fountains

Trash
receptacles

Parking
lots/trailhe...

Bike racks

Fitness
stations

Wayfinding
signs
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4 Most of the unchecked items above are nice but most relevant for trails/paths longer than just a
couple of miles.

9/13/2017 6:05 PM

5 porti johns 9/13/2017 11:06 AM

6 Proximity to a restroom 9/13/2017 10:36 AM

7 rest rooms 9/13/2017 10:30 AM

8 Restrooms -- even if pit toilets. 9/12/2017 9:52 AM

9 If we are talking taking the wife and kids for a walk. But, there are already pleanty of places to do
this. What is missing in Delta Township is safe ways to cycle between certain places, particularly
across the freeways and along Waverly Road.

9/11/2017 11:06 PM

10 Restrooms 9/10/2017 9:50 AM

11 Bags for taking care of dog waste 9/9/2017 8:27 AM

12 More porta pots 9/7/2017 11:35 AM

13 Plants and trees to lessen noise and sight of walkers/bikers 9/6/2017 11:17 AM

14 Bathrooms 9/4/2017 8:34 AM

15 Pet clean up stations 9/3/2017 10:44 PM

16 ?? 9/3/2017 9:43 PM

17 Restroom 9/3/2017 8:09 PM

18 Bath rooms 9/3/2017 8:45 AM

19 Bathrooms 9/2/2017 9:57 PM

20 making it handicap accessible for scooters .. we live here and pay taxes too ! 9/2/2017 4:13 PM

21 Bathrooms 9/2/2017 9:04 AM

22 Doggie Poop bag stations 9/2/2017 8:45 AM

23 Dog poop bags 9/1/2017 9:25 PM

24 Distance markers 9/1/2017 4:41 PM

25 Bathroom even port a jon 9/1/2017 11:33 AM

26 Possibly restrooms 9/1/2017 10:56 AM

27 Restroom 8/31/2017 9:46 PM

28 Covered bike parking. Vendors and businesses that are bike accessible. 8/31/2017 6:18 PM

29 Recycling bins 8/31/2017 5:27 PM

30 Bathrooms 8/31/2017 9:41 AM

31 vibrant flowers along the different paths 8/30/2017 11:20 PM

32 Porta potty/rest room access 8/30/2017 10:51 PM

33 Bathrooms 8/30/2017 10:45 PM

34 lights are vital! 8/30/2017 9:54 PM

35 Open restroom 8/30/2017 9:52 PM

36 Recycling bins 8/30/2017 9:30 PM

37 Mileage indicators 8/30/2017 8:00 PM

38 Restrooms, portapotties, or signage to local businesses willing for trail users to use their restroom
facilities.

8/30/2017 7:39 PM

39 Bathroom/porta john 8/30/2017 5:34 PM

40 Restrooms 8/30/2017 3:32 PM

41 Porta potty. 8/30/2017 3:03 PM
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42 Bathrooms 8/30/2017 3:02 PM

43 Restrooms 8/30/2017 2:37 PM

44 None. Money needs to go towards more pathways. 8/30/2017 12:30 PM

45 bathroom access 8/30/2017 12:22 PM

46 Bike lane/pedestrian lane markings on the trail itself 8/30/2017 11:54 AM

47 Lighting 8/30/2017 11:42 AM

48 Plants & flowers 8/30/2017 11:30 AM

49 Definitely benches for people needing to rest. 8/30/2017 10:58 AM

50 bathrooms 8/30/2017 9:32 AM

51 perhaps one bike rental area 8/29/2017 8:24 PM
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Q10 A star rating 1 out of 5, with one being the lowest and five being the
highest, how would you rate your satisfaction with the Township's
current non-motorized facilities?  Please skip if you do not have an

opinion or have not used any on-street non-motorized facilities.
Answered: 389 Skipped: 158
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114

36%
141

19%
73

 
389

 
3.53

# COMMENT DATE

1 I think what you currently have in place in the way of non-motorized facilities is out standing.
However, from the perspective of those who live west of I-96/I-69, it is extremely unbalanced.

9/26/2017 8:22 PM

2 Maintenance could be better on east west path. Raised concrete in places. 9/22/2017 10:00 AM

3 We are way behind other communities with our trails. The west side of the state has wonderful
trails, there's no reason we can't as well. The benefits to the community, personal health, livability
and property value increase!

9/20/2017 7:08 PM

4 We are way behind other townships and cities when it comes to non-motorized trails. We should
be connected to trails that lead all over the state. This should be a very high priority for the
township.

9/20/2017 6:18 AM

5 Huge gaps in coverage Gotta connect with other paths 9/17/2017 8:20 PM

6 I love the parks/trails but feel the loose dog issue should be addressed. 9/14/2017 10:20 AM

7 The only area I'm familiar with is the pathway from waverly that travels to jolly then out to holt. Also
the river trail

9/13/2017 10:36 AM

8 Need fencing for neighborhoods and night patrol. 9/11/2017 8:38 PM

9 We would love to see a bike path along Delta River Drive for easy access to Hawk Meadow Park.
Drivers frequently speed on Delta River Drive and with the limited view from trees and curves the
road is very unsafe for bikes and pedestrians. Being able to safely access parks without a car
would be amazing.

9/10/2017 10:32 AM

10 Need more. I drive to other areas to utilize their paths for exercise/family time. 9/10/2017 9:50 AM
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11 We live by the Sharp Park trail - east west pathway, and absolutely love it. We use it almost daily.
We appreciate the maintenance, especially in winter. We don't want a lot trail, to discourage night
time use. We appreciate seeing the police on occasional bike patrol. We love the trail!

9/9/2017 9:37 PM

12 I live close to sharp park so I have great access. However, there are places along west at. Joe that
I like to bike but feel it is not safe.

9/9/2017 9:34 AM

13 Old Lansing Road and Millett area seems to be a forgotten part of Delta Township. Many of the
residents in this area are disappointed at how our residential area has become so industrial with
poor roads from trucks and no safe bike lanes. The residents in this area pay some very high taxes
but receive little or no service in the area. Some homes have junk cars and trash piled up around
the but there is very limited enforcement of township rules. We would like to see Old Lansing road
resurfaced with a bike lane to get from one park to another, including Woldumar and Anderson
Park. Thank you in advance for your prompt attention.

9/7/2017 6:16 PM

14 The city does a wonderful job at keeping the paths clean and open in all seasons 9/7/2017 11:35 AM

15 The system is coming along, but there is still work that needs to be done. 9/6/2017 10:43 AM

16 On-street facilities are too dangerous to even give one star. I have regulars seen cars in the lane. 9/5/2017 9:16 AM

17 Please make paths similar to Portlands paths. 9/4/2017 11:31 PM

18 Our family uses the non motorized trails frequently and would love to see more! 9/2/2017 5:38 PM

19 would love to be able to use the trail but need to use a scooter of some kind. 9/2/2017 4:13 PM

20 I love the trails through sharp park but I want more access to them from my house. 9/2/2017 11:22 AM

21 Anderson park is also very nice, could use more parking & safety is a small concern due to
isolation. Gravel walkways are nice for drainage, but grass is healthier to walk on. I go for mileage
(I would think runners do too) but following roads with high traffic does not lead to a peaceful walk

9/2/2017 7:34 AM

22 We live in willowbrook neighborhood and the path that runs from our neighborhood to sharp park,
delta township library, the Lansing mall, and most importantly, Elmwood Elementary is our daily
bike (and walking) lifeline! I love how safe it is for my daughter and how many opportunities it
opens to us!

9/1/2017 9:36 PM

23 Delta Township is a destination for many fitness minded individuals. Great place to live and play. 9/1/2017 4:09 PM

24 The new sharp park trail is great. The problem is I can't get to a sidewalk or trail from by sub
division. Add trail access either along willow, st Joe, or Saginaw out to Nixon highway.

9/1/2017 2:10 PM

25 Outstanding initiative, hopefully well-publicized. I love the area near Lansing Mall and library. Can
maps be made available? Hopefully an annual "fun activity" could be made e.g. ICW Sharp Park
Festival.

9/1/2017 8:21 AM

26 I am a resident but there are none within walking distance or even biking distance from where I
live.

8/31/2017 10:45 PM

27 Love the current trail. Only reason I didn't mark 5 stars is because I'd like to see more, esp to
Delta Mills Ark area.

8/31/2017 9:46 PM

28 Delta is a Great Community to live in but Delta's East side is looking for a boost. Joining Greater
Lansing as a whole. It's not just about Grand Ledge. It's Delta.

8/31/2017 7:29 PM

29 Connectivity lacking. Best practices not followed. MMUTCD lacks best practices from other
countries. Ask for variances from MDOT to implement best in class infrastructure.

8/31/2017 6:18 PM

30 Shared paths are scary w kids but the separate paths are great! 8/31/2017 5:27 PM

31 The township has made a good start and is open to expanding as funds permit. 8/31/2017 3:51 PM

32 Hawk Meadow Park is a real jewel for the Township. Being able to have a better connection to
Delta Mills Park and the bike paths south of the Grand River would be a high priority for our family.

8/31/2017 1:05 PM

33 Connecting old Mount Hope Highway and a path down snow road to the river trail or to Grandwood
park would be great . Or maybe a pedestrian crossing from Marcy over the freeway into the
existing neighborhood .

8/31/2017 10:18 AM

34 Maintain what we have! 8/31/2017 9:21 AM

35 3 8/31/2017 9:18 AM
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36 I can use the current Lansing trail system to get connected with various safe biking roads such as
to Holt from old town or to the downtown area.

8/31/2017 9:15 AM

37 5 8/31/2017 8:21 AM

38 I live in WestfieldClub apartments and love that I have access to the Sharp Park trail. I would love
to explore other areas if the trail system is expanded

8/30/2017 10:51 PM

39 Great start just want to see more of it across the area 8/30/2017 10:48 PM

40 I love the path from the library to Canal. It is well used, wide, and shady! 8/30/2017 10:45 PM

41 Good but must be better 8/30/2017 9:54 PM

42 N/A 8/30/2017 9:18 PM

43 Love them but always room for improvements. They are so under used in my area creyts rd I feel
but glad we have them

8/30/2017 8:34 PM

44 Our favorite is Hawk Meadow Park and we like the trail between Elmwood & Canal too. 8/30/2017 8:00 PM

45 Love the current routes! Would love more! 8/30/2017 7:37 PM

46 The delta trail between Canal Road and Sharp park is very nice for use by bikes and walkers.
Township needs to increase trail system and sidewalks considerably.

8/30/2017 6:55 PM

47 It would be 5 stars except the off road trails are not long enough. I do not ride in traffic - too
dangerous.

8/30/2017 6:00 PM

48 My family and I use the East/West trail almost daily. One comment of feedback is that the up keep
on the tail is pretty good. However, the weeds on the trail near Canale and directly behind
Runaway Bay, are over running the trail. Seems like you'd have someone edge them once a year
to maintain the full width of the trail.

8/30/2017 5:33 PM

49 Too many, hamper auto traffic which pays for the roads 8/30/2017 5:32 PM

50 My whole family loves the current non-motorized trails, particularly the trail that runs from Canal to
the Delta Library. As a parent I feel it is an added benefit to living in the area as it provides a safe
family-friendly outdoor activity. As someone who grew up in the area, it's exciting to see this
community offer more non-motorized options. I personally think you've done a terrific job and
support all future endeavors.

8/30/2017 4:12 PM

51 I live on Nixon & St. Joe and don't feel safe riding my bike or walking any amount of distance. 8/30/2017 3:49 PM

52 4 8/30/2017 3:43 PM

53 We love what's here, but would definitely use more. We're on the current east-west trail daily and
love how much we can access along it. Would love a safe highway cross at the end, and similar
access to the other side of Saginaw businesses.

8/30/2017 3:35 PM

54 I only know of the one that goes through Sharp Park. That trail is awesome! But I can't find a safe
way to get to it from the NE side of town (i.e. Tecumseh River Road).

8/30/2017 3:12 PM

55 There's no connectivity to the Lansing River Trail, no SAFE crossing of I-96, and lack of bike lanes
recommended in the past TWO non-motorized plans

8/30/2017 1:46 PM

56 N 8/30/2017 1:44 PM

57 Just too few of them 8/30/2017 1:37 PM

58 Bike lanes on Willow and Elmwood are great. I'd like to see more of this, especially an extension
of the bike lane down Elmwood. Michigan Ave. is also a great road for biking with minimal traffic
and smooth pavement. There's currently no bike lane, so I just ride in the right lane. Bike lanes on
St. Joe's would also be great. I avoid biking on Saginaw because of the heavy traffic. The only
place a bike line (or bike path) would be helpful is between Canal and the Walmart shopping area.

8/30/2017 1:08 PM

59 Love the trails! 8/30/2017 1:02 PM

60 N-A 8/30/2017 12:56 PM

61 None 8/30/2017 12:49 PM

62 N/A 8/30/2017 12:33 PM

63 program was requiring an answer here 8/30/2017 12:22 PM
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64 I am proud of the wonderful parks in Delta townships. I walk them daily as does my husband. Has
Delta Township ever considered buying Waverly Golf Course for a park? There could be a
wedding venue there for revenue production. Outdoor weddings are very popular. It's a beautiful
plot of land.

8/30/2017 12:18 PM

65 I'm satisfied with what has been done. I look forward to a corridor from downtown to Grand Ledge.
Being almost in the middle, this would be very important to the highest populated areas of Delta
Township - not to mention would continue to help beautify the area.

8/30/2017 12:08 PM

66 Too many sidewalks in neighborhoods that don't even get used. Total waste of money and
resources.

8/30/2017 11:52 AM

67 We don't have sidewalks that connect to the rest of the TWP! 8/30/2017 11:41 AM

68 Between crusts rd and sharp park could use more tree trimming 8/30/2017 11:38 AM

69 - 8/30/2017 11:16 AM

70 There is definitely room for expansion and access to other trail systems in the region and various
existing parks.

8/30/2017 11:02 AM

71 What we have is wonderful but having to drive to it across 96 is terrible. We need to be connected
on the Willow rd overpass to utilize the path safely.

8/30/2017 10:58 AM

72 Even though we have not been using...... Someday I am hoping we will. I am afraid to walk by
myself and my husband could use the benches to sit on as he has heart problems.

8/30/2017 10:58 AM

73 The trail from sharp park to creyts is amazing. Need more like this. Especially near woldumar area. 8/30/2017 10:55 AM

74 3 8/30/2017 10:52 AM

75 Connection to Downtown / River trail and East side of Lansing would be nice 8/30/2017 9:43 AM

76 The township has been doing a nice work in the right direction but has not been a leader in
implementing a trail system in the Greater Lansing area.

8/30/2017 8:49 AM

77 just need more of them 8/29/2017 8:24 PM

78 The paths they have are nice but the northwest side is left with nothing 8/29/2017 8:11 PM
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72.35% 157

27.65% 60

Q12 If you provide your contact information, is it okay if the Township
contacts you in regard to your responses? (individual responses will not

be published and your anonymity will be preserved)
Answered: 217 Skipped: 330

TOTAL 217

Yes

No

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

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes

No
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Q13 Any additional comments?
Answered: 98 Skipped: 449

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Thanks for conducting this survey. It's encouraging to those of us who are avid cyclists/walkers &
desire to use other means of transportation than autos.

9/26/2017 8:22 PM

2 As a driver and biker, I would like to see less bike access to the roads and more non-motorized
areas. There are too many bikers who seem to think is okay to be distracted by music and
headphones leaving drives to be fully responsible.

9/26/2017 5:14 PM

3 I walk 3-4 times per week, and about 3-4 miles each time. I often drive to a trailhead, and use
many of the township trails. I have been impressed with the trails in the parks, and the width of the
trails and sidewalks makes it easy to walk with friends.

9/25/2017 7:54 PM

4 I would love for the River Trail to continue from Lansing to Grand Ledge. It would be great if there
was boat landings at areas with restrooms for canoeing and kayaking.

9/24/2017 9:09 PM

5 I want to encourage you all to do whatever you can. I think walkable/bikeable community would
greatly add to quality of life in Delta. As things stand, many of the sidewalks have limbs
overhanging and bushes encroaching in ways that can make biking/walking difficult. Biking on
major roadways such as Canal, St. Joe, and Saginaw seems unsafe at many times of the day.

9/24/2017 8:39 PM

6 I am a frequent walker on the east west path. 9/22/2017 10:00 AM

7 As a senior citizen who likes to walk and hike, safety (signage, maintained surface, and sherriff’s
patrols) is of paramount importance.

9/20/2017 2:17 PM

8 Love the Sharp Park trail for biking and running! It would be awesome if it was extended or
additional paved trails were added throughout the township.

9/19/2017 2:18 PM

9 I 9/19/2017 7:25 AM

10 Good Job 9/18/2017 9:31 PM

11 Can never have enough bike trails! 9/18/2017 7:56 PM

12 Sidewalks, sidewalks, sidewalks! 9/17/2017 1:43 PM

13 Our family lives in Charlotte but chooses work and education in delta. Much of our spending is
done in delta. The trails in delta are used by our family frequently. There is an awkward ending at
canal that should go somewhere. Grand ledge is ideal but horrocks would be a short term
solution. So many great parks in delta that connecting them all would be great. It would also be
great to connect the trail on Michigan and the one behind the mall. We appreciate the efforts from
the township moving trail projects forward. Thank you!

9/17/2017 8:17 AM

14 Home values and therefore tax revenues go up when citizens perceive their communities as being
more welcoming/desireable/livable. Trails contribute positively to this effect.

9/13/2017 6:05 PM

15 Thank you for allowing non-residents to provide input. A regional approach to connected cycling
paths and lanes will only increase how frequently I travel to and shop in Delta Twp. As somebody
actively search for a house, cycling friendliness is a major requirement for what my partner and I
look for, and even tried out this Sunday.

9/13/2017 4:31 PM
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16 I co-host social rides with the Lansing Bike Party. We greatly enjoy riding from Lansing to Horrocks
a few times each season. Our groups are 10-30 bikers. We really appreciate the off-road pathway
that goes past the library. It is a wonderful east-west connector. We all would rate it highly.
Whenever our group visits Horrocks we spend about $500. We use that east-west pathway every
time. We also positively interact with everyone we meet along the way. We wave and say Hi and
bring good cheer. We also have positive interactions with car-drivers. A connector to the Rivertrail
would be awesome. We also really like riding through neighborhoods. Big busy streets are our
only problem but we're good at finding quality routes. A road can be somewhat busy but if it has a
bike lane and is in good repair it's fine. Saginaw is impossible. We would like to access the
Lansing Mall / Meijer region but it is currently impossible. Maybe we could figure a way to do it, via
a back route, but at this point it seems so unpleasant that we have not tried. We have done
HUNDREDS of regional group rides and we have a good sense of the potential in each part of our
area. Thanks for your efforts and for this survey!

9/13/2017 10:38 AM

17 Thankyou for providing an excellent way to explore, site see and exercise in our cities 9/13/2017 10:36 AM

18 Many dead trees along ORT adjacent to Delta Mills Park along the river are dead and a hazard
over the roadway

9/12/2017 7:33 PM

19 I live in Dimondale, and would like to have safe opportunities for my children to ride up to Delta
Township areas, especially up to Woldumar. Creyts is too busy for little ones.

9/12/2017 9:52 AM

20 First off, thank you to Delta Township for its increasing cycling and pedestrian friendliness,
including the work with CATA. Understanding that it is a broader regional issue, my plea is for
Delta Township to "deal with" Waverly Road. For 17 years, I have lived in the southeast corner of
Delta township (in the section annexed into Lansing, before my time) and I cannot safely cycle to
anywhere else in Delta township. Most of all, I would like to cycle to work, which is straight up
Waverly, near the Airport. Until Lansing added the cycle path south of Moores River Drive, I could
hardly get out of my neighborhood safely and would definitely never take my children for bicycle
rides out of our neighborhood. I know that I am not alone in this desire. I see MANY people each
day risking their lives to traverse Waverly Road; on foot, cycle and even motorized wheel chairs.
The well worn trails along Waverly Road attests to this. And, it should be pointed out, often theses
paths are only on the east side, because the west side is completely impassable. As has been the
case, since Lansing's trail was put in, I believe many more pedestrians would travel Waverly, if it
was safer. The entire length of Delta Township's eastern border, is most particularly dangerous. As
you may already know, the speed limit is high and people often drive well over the limit, with very
tight following distances. The road is narrow, particularly near the cemetery. It has a high channel-
like curbs along much of it. There are 4 to 5 lanes, which drivers change between, frequently.
There are two river crossings, though each bridge has a narrow sidewalk, the sidewalks are only
on the east sides, with vary sparse sidewalk beyond these, particularly on the Delta side. To go
north of Moores River drive, a very narrow rabbit trail (narrower than most handlebars) must be
navigated around a telephone pole. Please continue to be mindful of pedestrians in all that you do.
And possibly, try a walk or ride on or along Waverly Road sometime, it is an experience you won't
forget. Thank you, for giving my thoughts your consideration, Nathan Hartley 4254 Glenburne Blvd,
Lansing (Delta Township in spirit and location, plus paying Eaton Co. taxes)

9/11/2017 11:06 PM

21 The variety of walking parks in Delta Township is amazing. Thank you. 9/10/2017 10:32 AM

22 Thank you! 9/9/2017 8:44 PM

23 Thanks for your work in Delta township. We are hoping you can make some much needed
improvements in the Delta Township Millet area.

9/7/2017 6:16 PM

24 for Eaton County Road Commission: Snow Road between St. Joe and I-496 was resurfaced
sometime within the last five years. Would have been a great time to add a paved shoulder for
safer biking, but not to be.

9/7/2017 3:36 PM

25 Helps promote healthy living 9/7/2017 1:38 PM

26 Thank you for asking and I feel the current trail Elmwoodbto Canal is a huge benefit for living in
Delta Township. I appreciate planning and possible growth.

9/5/2017 8:29 PM

27 Thanks 9/5/2017 1:59 PM

28 Really need a way to connect Waverly Road and the River Trail. Also, something on Old Lansing
Rd.

9/5/2017 10:20 AM

29 I want Only non-roadway ashphalt paths. 9/5/2017 9:16 AM

30 Love all the Delta trails and can't wait for more! 9/4/2017 3:28 PM
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31 Connect with Grand Ledge and we could then look at going to Portland. 9/4/2017 9:13 AM

32 Any safety improvements to Willow Hwy. would be greatly appreciated. 9/4/2017 8:41 AM

33 We need separate bike paths to keep residents in the area riding not going out of town to ride then
spending their money out of town

9/4/2017 8:34 AM

34 I love Hawk Meadow and would love to see others more like it!!! Maybe one that is dog friendly in
which dogs could be off leash.

9/3/2017 8:04 PM

35 N/A 9/3/2017 7:50 PM

36 Thank you for making delta Township a great place to raise our children 9/2/2017 5:38 PM

37 More sidewalks in neighborhoods!!!! 9/1/2017 5:34 PM

38 Please put up a net or other safety feature at Sharp Park ballfield #6. A lot of home runs over left
field fence land on or near the heavily used walking path. I've seen too many close calls.

9/1/2017 1:33 PM

39 A safe pedestrian path is needed between Delta Township and Grand Ledge on both Saginaw
Highway and Willow Highway as too many people, including kids, take the dangerous chance by
walking in the grass by the road.

8/31/2017 10:45 PM

40 Thanks for the opportunity to provide input. 8/31/2017 9:46 PM

41 Just would like to see bike paths that connect up with others and would be able to get as round the
entire city this way including grand ledge. Thank you

8/31/2017 7:51 PM

42 Please add sidewalks along the south side of Elmwood Rd. between Saginaw and Michigan. 8/31/2017 7:39 PM

43 Keep building the bike infrastructure. It will take time but it is worth it. If you make cycling a viable
alternative many will use it, even year round, check out Minneapolis.

8/31/2017 6:18 PM

44 I feel that more bike paths would be a great improvement to the township. If there was easy
access from my home my family and I would use them often. We used to live near the river trail
and used it alot. I feel we would again

8/31/2017 3:03 PM

45 We live in the Delta River / Tecumseh River neighborhood in Lansing, but our children go to Grand
Ledge Schools and have participated in Delta Township sports. A connection to the Lansing River
Trail would be awesome.

8/31/2017 1:05 PM

46 I am very happy to see progress on non-motorized routes! Having walk/bike access to parks,
schools, Library, urgent care, and shopping is one of my favorite things about living in my
neighborhood. I believe that more non-motorized transportation options will make the
neighborhood cleaner, safer, healthier, and more enjoyable for all who live here.

8/31/2017 11:03 AM

47 In my opinion, the emphasis should be on local connections. People should be able to get to their
local parks and local businesses. We cannot because we're just short of being able to reach the
current (very nice) bike paths with no safe way to safely reach them (wrong side of the river). So
we have these beautiful parks and paths and we have to drive 1-2 minutes to get safely to any of
them. When we do use paths it's nearly always walking in a park because if you have to drive 1-2
minutes you might as well drive the whole 5-10 and then while you're at it, maybe you drive
somewhere less local because you're already in the car.

8/31/2017 10:26 AM

48 One would think fixing the roads would take priority over the trails.... 8/31/2017 9:24 AM

49 Thanks so much for putting this survey together. As long-time residents of Delta Township with
young kids, we’re heavy users of the current trail systems and plan to use them even more as our
kids get older. We live on Clinton Road just south of Delta River Drive, and we love our location
because we’re very close to both Hawk Meadow and Delta Mills. Yet despite our close proximity to
the parks, we can’t reach either without traveling on some pretty busy roads—Delta River Drive for
Hawk Meadow, and Webster Road for Delta Mills. Personally I don’t mind walking on the roads too
much because it’s a short distance, but it’s not something I’m comfortable letting my kids do (and
there are a lot of parents in the surrounding neighborhoods that feel the same way). I realize that
connecting Delta Mills and Hawk Meadow is logistically difficult, but I thought I’d let you know that
those of us in the area would love to see it happen. Thanks again for all you do.

8/31/2017 9:19 AM

50 We need the speed reduced on Willow Hwy between Elmwood and Creyts or Canal. A crosswalk
would help runners, walkers and bikers navigate to the E/W trail without having to go all the way to
Elmwood or to Creyts. Traffic is WAY too fast for the residential nature of that area. Stepping up
enforcement of the existing speed limit would help as well.

8/31/2017 7:47 AM
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51 Park and Recreation is doing a very proactive job in getting people involved in the development of
its non-motorized plan.

8/30/2017 11:20 PM

52 Used to live near delta mills area and loved the parks and shared path, wish it was in area I live
now near upton woods. It's hard to get good long safe runs in with current surroundings

8/30/2017 10:48 PM

53 The one way ('wrong way') signs on sidewalks along Crytes is very unnecessary. As it would really
be better to have it used if even not strictly in compliance especially for safety sake! After all its not
like its crowded or anything Like in China or Japan and besides kids are not likely to understand
the signs' wrong' statement however when a car mows them down on the street because of their
concern of not riding on the wrong side's sidewalks!! (I'll be glad to explain if necessary)

8/30/2017 9:54 PM

54 Bike lane is desperately needed on Willow west of Canal Road. Very dangerous to ride a bike
there, due to narrow width, no shoulders, traffic, etc.

8/30/2017 9:26 PM

55 Enforce the hours on path. No use after dusk. 8/30/2017 8:31 PM

56 Keep up the great work on these trails. Thank you! 8/30/2017 8:00 PM

57 Love Delta! 8/30/2017 7:37 PM

58 Township is making progress but compared to other communities in Michigan the amount of trails
is very minimal. If connection to Lansing River Trail could be made, it would be a huge
improvement.

8/30/2017 6:55 PM

59 Community walkability is extremely important and super charming and Delta township is doing an
amazing job! I would love expanded walkability in the area between the delta mills parks and
schools. I would support wide shoulders down Webster and delta river drive to hawk meadow park,
as well as old river drive Webster to hunters orchard park. I feel the waverly section of town is
fairly well covered with the path connecting to the mall and new bike lanes on elmwood and willow.
A path connecting the sidewalks from the canal rd round about westward down willow hwy to
Grand Ledge would be great! People dangerously attempt that route on a bike regularly, and it
freaks me out.

8/30/2017 6:46 PM

60 Prefer to be a more rural suburban community. Too much effort being put into trying to make our
neighborhoods into cities.

8/30/2017 6:39 PM

61 I love the trails & would love to see them expanded. 8/30/2017 6:00 PM

62 keep raising taxes to spend on these frivolous items that can help re-election 8/30/2017 5:32 PM

63 We love the trails! Thanks for providing them! 8/30/2017 5:26 PM

64 Sidewalks on Willow Hwy between West Township Limits and Nixon Rd should be a priority so
kids can walk/bike to school.

8/30/2017 4:59 PM

65 I frequently bike on the townships trails and paved shoulders. More paved shoulders would be
beneficial to non-motorized users as well as protect the pavement from raveling along the edges. I
tried to promote this with the County Road Commissions before I retired from the Federal Highway
Administration as Chief Engineer.

8/30/2017 4:27 PM

66 Absolutely love the Maycroft to Canal trail. Use it all the time! I also love the Lansing River Trail
and would love to get connected to it!

8/30/2017 4:05 PM

67 Bridge on path in need of repair 8/30/2017 4:02 PM

68 Would love to see Delta Township take the lead in being known for extensive *non-motorized*
pathways (safe and separate from motorized roads). Such pathways are good for public health,
individual health, and the environment.

8/30/2017 3:32 PM

69 Keep weeds/shrubs trimmed back. Inform those using the paths for 5k's, etc. not to spray paint the
path with messages to participants. Some wooden planks on bridges need replaced. BTW, when
wet, those planks can be extremely slippery! Too many folks dumping junk/retired shrubbery etc
along the pathway boundaries. Users also ignore need to leash and clean up after pets.

8/30/2017 3:03 PM

70 Please contact over email rather than phone 8/30/2017 2:49 PM

71 Makes sense to connect with other municipalities via sidewalks or pathways so important to see
what their plans are so they are in the right position to connect when the time comes.

8/30/2017 2:41 PM

72 Keep up the great work! Connection to the Lansing River Trail would be my family's #1 desire. 8/30/2017 2:39 PM
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73 I love to bike but living off St Joe its impossible to ride anywhere safely. I have to trailer my bike to
other cities that have better trail systems.

8/30/2017 2:37 PM

74 Township really needs to work on taking care of the area, we are now being referred to as ghetto
side of town.

8/30/2017 2:30 PM

75 Can motorized wheelchairs be used on these paths? 8/30/2017 2:29 PM

76 I appreciate the opportunity to participate again in the development of this plan. Is a single person
or department in the Township office being given responsibility for overseeing the implementation
of the new plan?

8/30/2017 1:46 PM

77 Since August 2016, I've been commuting by electric bike to work in downtown Lansing at the
Attorney General's office. I don't ride in the winter when it's below freezing, so I ride about 8
months of the year. When choosing my routes, I look for bike lines and less-trafficked roads (albeit
non-residential roads) that are smoothly paved. Delta Township has a few such roads and bike
lines that connect to them, but more would certainly be appreciated and would increase safety and
provide greater access to other areas.

8/30/2017 1:08 PM

78 Pathways are important to seniors and also young families who want to be able to be outside and
safe at the same time. Delta Twp has done a great job with sidewalks on main roads.

8/30/2017 12:40 PM

79 Roads in delta Township neighborhoods need repairs. 8/30/2017 12:28 PM

80 I am excited about the continued development of all non motorized trails in the township 8/30/2017 12:21 PM

81 Our parks and side walks make a healthier community and increases our attractiveness as a place
to live

8/30/2017 12:18 PM

82 In order to make Delta Township and the great Lansing area a true bike-friendly, bike-commuter-
supporting, SAFETY and QUALITY of trails is most important, as well as urban planning. Cities in
very urban areas mostly use bike lanes or road adjacent paths, but with Lansing spread out over
urban, suburban, and rural areas, we have a unique opportunity to use shared paths away from
the roads while having lots of accessibility to major roads and parking lots.

8/30/2017 11:54 AM

83 I do like the connecting trail that comes into Sharp park and over to the library. It would be worth
extending that to meet the needs of the township. As long as people's personal property are not
put at risk.

8/30/2017 11:52 AM

84 We live on Broadbent Rd between Saginaw and Willow. We are not able to get across 96 going to
the east or anywhere toward Grand Ledge going west . Very frustrating not to be able to bike on
any trails or to be able to bike to one.

8/30/2017 11:51 AM

85 It seems to me that we Delta Township/Eaton County is ignoring the condition of the Township
roads over the installation of bike and walking paths. There are also poorly designed and
dangerous traffic signal issues on Saginaw Highway from Waverly Road to Grand Ledge that
should be addressed. Our subdivision (Mar Moor) is used for a cut through to the Lansing Mall
area, and the drivers have little regard for the speed limit as well as the residents that live on Mar
Moor and Barton. There needs to be some kind of device(s) to slow down and/or minimize the
traffic flow through Mar Moor subdivision. it is very frustration and dangerous to even back out of
driveways at times for the speeding and excessive traffic.

8/30/2017 11:47 AM

86 Thanks for asking - hopefully we'll get connected soon!! :-) 8/30/2017 11:41 AM

87 I realize I'm being selfish, since I live in Bretton Woods, but our neighborhood is sadly lacking in
simple sidewalks. Maycroft, for example, doesn't have one at all.

8/30/2017 11:27 AM

88 For safety, a painted yellow line down the center of multiuse trails, like the trail around Hawk
Island, gently reminds users to stay right

8/30/2017 11:00 AM

89 So, the contact info is "optional," yet I cannot complete the survey w/o filling in that info? What the
heck?! My info filled out there is bogus.

8/30/2017 10:58 AM

90 Make this a priority. I think a seperate path away from roadway is ideal. I would love to be able to
bike to downtown lansing without fear of being killed. It would be possible for me if a bike path was
created on old lansing road.

8/30/2017 10:55 AM

91 Quit taking lanes of motorized traffic away to make bike lanes. More people are driving all the time,
year round, and traffic is getting worse. I hardly ever see people utilizing bike lanes, and when they
are they are going the wrong way, using motorized scooters or wheelchairs in them, not stopping
at red lights or stop signs, or temporarily parking a motor vehicle in them.

8/30/2017 10:49 AM
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92 You have a great system in place, but there is definitely room for growth, especially when looking
to connect those areas west of I-96

8/30/2017 10:48 AM

93 Thank you for taking an interest in people's input! 8/30/2017 9:32 AM

94 Thank you for working toward community health and making the township more inviting. 8/30/2017 9:31 AM

95 I'm excited to see the township looking for residents opinion's on this. 8/30/2017 8:49 AM

96 None 8/29/2017 9:05 PM

97 Please create access for us. 8/29/2017 8:11 PM

98 I don't consider pathways in parks to be non-motorized transportation there really the same as
trails and that's recreation not transportation So I think they're important I just would not categorize
them in the same group as the other option you gave me

8/29/2017 6:44 PM
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Appendix C 

  

GBozek
Text Box
Open House Invitation, Attendance, and Summary



















   

October 17, 2017 6-7:45pm. 
OPEN HOUSE 
Delta Township Public Library-5130 Davenport Drive 

Non-motorized routes in Delta Township are developed to provide 

our community with improved connections and opportunities for 

social engagement; exercise and mobility.  We want to maximize 

our resources and make sure that our priorities balance good 

stewardship and a reflection of your interests and your values.  

This event will be give you a chance to review recommendations 

based on input from focus groups, public survey responses and 

staff / consultant input regarding different non-motorized routes 

that will be considered in the non-motorized plan update for Delta 

Township. 

 

  

 

 

AGENDA 

 
 

• Drop in format 

• Review public 

survey response 

summary 

• Review draft 

priority ranking / 

methods / rationale 

• Review 

proposed route 

maps 

• Provide 

comments 

• Understand next 

steps  

 
 
 

MAKE AN IMPACT 

ON YOUR 

COMMUNITY 

 

ANY QUESTIONS? 

CONTACT 

Gary M. Bozek, AICP 
Planning Director 

Planning Department 
517.323.8560 

 

 

 



Delta Township Non-Motorized Plan Update 

OPEN HOUSE October 17, 2017 6-7:45pm. 
 

Welcome! We appreciate your time. Tonight is self-guided (no 

presentation), please note the information provided at various tables 

and boards.  Please ask if you have any questions.  

Non-motorized routes in Delta Township are developed to provide 

our community with improved connections and opportunities for 

social engagement; exercise and mobility.  We want to maximize our 

resources and make sure that our priorities balance good stewardship 

and a reflection of your interests and your values.  

The last plan was completed in 2012.  This update is intended to give 

direction in how the township should focus its effort in pursuing over 

$43 million in potential projects. 

So far the process has included: 

• Identification of key focus groups and meetings to review draft 

routes and evaluation methods.  

• Addition of routes based on this input (draft ranking) 

• Coordination with stakeholders and related agencies 

• Public input on-line survey (excellent response of over 500!) 

• Addition of routes based on survey input (revised ranking) 

Next Steps include completion of the report based input from 

tonight, presentation to the planning commission and public hearing 

at a township board meeting by the end of the year. 

As each project is considered for implementation, there will be 

additional opportunities for input as indicated below. 

 

 

AGENDA 

• Drop in format 

• Review public 

survey response 

summary 

• Review draft 

priority ranking / 

methods / rationale 

• Review 

proposed route 

maps 

• VOTE: Tell us 

what you think of 

our draft 

recommendations 

(One dot per 

person) 

• Provide 

comments 

• Understand next 

steps  

THANK YOU! 
 

ANY QUESTIONS? 

CONTACT 

Gary M. Bozek, AICP 
Planning Director 

Planning Department 
517.323.8560 

 

Don’t forget to vote and provide your feedback on our process! 



   

October 17, 2017 6-7:45pm. 
OPEN HOUSE SUMMARY 
Delta Township Public Library-5130 Davenport Drive 

28 individuals participated in the opportunity to provide 

comments. Staff and consultants took individuals and groups 

through the process used from developing the matrix of criteria, 

use of survey input and identification of priority routes.  Some were 

new to the effort, others had participated in focus groups, most 

took part in the survey. 

9 people left written comments (attached).  The results of the 

voting “Do you support the proposed priority projects as shown” 

indicate that of the 26 votes, 69% strongly support (If you count 

the 5 “on the fence”.  Not everyone was completely happy, but it 

was encouraging that engaged stakeholders support the plan and 

provided good comments that will be considered. 

  

 

 

 

 

 



Delta Township Non-Motorized Plan Update 

OPEN HOUSE October 17, 2017 6-7:45pm. 
 

Welcome! The following summary highlights the results of the on-

line survey taken regarding the plan.  A complete copy of the 

responses are provided for your review. Please ask if you have any 

questions.  

• 547 responses 

• 59 percent were from the northeast and northwest portions of 

the township 

• 70 percent used the pathways for walking at least once a week; 

57 percent biked at least once a month 

• Top destinations included Horrocks (#1), Delta Mills, Hawk 

Meadow, Sharp, and Grand Woods Park 

• Top items to promote more use of routes included routes 

closer to my home (#1), safer road crossings, separated off-

road paths 

• A majority of responses indicated connection to Lansing 

Rivertrail as extremely important, followed by Downtown 

Lansing and Grand Ledge 

• Emphasis of expansion of the non-motorized system, again, 

rated connection to Lansing Rivertrail as extremely important, 

followed by pathways within parks and an east-west 

connection across I-96/I-69 

• Safety was the important feature at 77 percent extremely 

important; 48 percent for access was second 

• Controlled road crossings (#1) and lighting were the most 

important safety features 

• Trash receptacles, drinking fountains, and benches are 

amenities that are desired; wayfinding was a surprising fourth 

place item. 

• Overall, the current non-motorized system rated a B+ 

• No disparity of responses between township residents and 

those living outside the township (15% ) 

 

 

SURVEY DATA 

• July 3, 2017 to  

September 25, 

2017 

• Announced on 

Delta Township 

website email 

blasts, 

facebook, 

twitter, 

Instagram 

• Over 70% were 

open to being 

contacted regarding 

their responses 

• Staff providing 

summary data to 

those who provided 

contact information 

• Response 

provides a 95% 

confidence level 

with 5% margin 

for error  

THANK YOU!  

ANY QUESTIONS? 

CONTACT 

Gary M. Bozek, AICP 
Planning Director 

Planning Department 
517.323.8560 

 

 



Appendix D 

  

GBozek
Text Box
Construction Cost Opinions, Route Plans, and Individual Non-Motorized Route Ranking Chart



Michigan Ave. Road Diet (Creyts to 
Waverly) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Road Diet - 1 0,560'+/- Trail #1 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $4,400.00 $4,400.00 
Pavt Mrkg , Longit, 6 inch or less width , Rem 26,600 Ft $1 .00 $26,600.00 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, Bike 45 Ea $130.00 $5,850.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Waterborne, 4 inch , yellow 26,600 Ft $0.25 $6,650.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Waterborne, 4 inch, white 21 '120 Ft $0.25 $5,280.00 

SUBTOTAL= $48,780.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $14,634.00 

TOTAL= $63,414.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path On Old River Trail, 
South Side (Webster Rd. To Hunter's Park) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

II 
ROWE PROFESSIONAL . 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Shared Use Path - 2,900'+/- Trail #2 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $77,900.00 $77,900.00 
Clearing 0.32 Acre $8,000.00 $2,560.00 
Shared Use Path, Grading 2,400 Ft $15.00 $36,000.00 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 3,735 Syd $15.00 $56,025.00 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 480 T $110.00 $52,800.00 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 40 Ft $2,000.00 $80,000.00 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-10 Loading) 460 Ft $1,200.00 $552,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $857,285.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $257,185.50 

TOTAL= $1,114,470.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path On Webster, Clinton St, and 
Delta River Dr. (Old River Trail to Hawk Meadow 
Park) 
Conceptual cost opinion • 

SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 
200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 Delta Charter Township, Michigan 

July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 4,600'+/- Trail #3 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path , Grading 
Shared Use Path , Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Trailhead 

Quantity 
1 

0.60 
4,300 
6,690 

860 
200 

20 
44 

300 
1 

Unit Unit Price Total 
LS $126,700.00 $126,700.00 

Acre $8,000.00 $4,800.00 
Ft $15.00 $64,500.00 

Syd $15.00 $100,350.00 
T $110.00 $94,600.00 

Sft $7.00 $1 ,400.00 
Ft $40.00 $800.00 
Ft $3.00 $132.00 
Ft $3,000.00 $900,000.00 
LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1 ,393,282.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $417,984.60 

TOTAL= $1,811,266.60 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Drolett 
Community Center to Hunter's 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 2,1 00'+/- Trail #4 
Item Quantity 

Mobilization 1 
Clearing 0.55 
Shared Use Path, Grading 2,100 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 3,270 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 420 
Trailhead 1 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Unit Price Total 
LS $23,100.00 $23,100.00 

Acre $8,000.00 $4,400.00 
Ft $15.00 $31 ,500.00 

Syd $15.00 $49,050.00 
T $110.00 $46,200.00 
LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $254,250.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $76,275.00 

TOTAL= $330,525.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek, East Side 
(Old River Trail to Willow Hwy) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Shared Use Path - 1 ,600'+/- Trail #5 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $47,100.00 $47,100.00 
Clearing 0.47 Acre $8,000.00 $3,760.00 
Shared Use Path, Grading 1,275 Ft $15.00 $19,125.00 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 1,985 Syd $15.00 $29,775.00 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 260 T $110.00 $28,600.00 
Timber Boardwalk (14' W ide, HS-1 0 Loading) 325 Ft $1 ,200.00 $390,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $518,360.00 

Engineering, Legal , Admin, Contingency = $155,508.00 

TOTAL= $673,868.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek, West Side 
(Willow Hwy to E-W Pathway) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 3,400'+/- Trail #6 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path , HMA (3") 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-10 Loading) 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $215,300.00 $215,300.00 
1 Acre $8,000.00 $8,000.00 

1,700 Ft $15.00 $25,500.00 
2,650 S)ld $15.00 $39,750.00 

340 T $110.00 $37,400.00 
1,700 Ft $1 ,200.00 $2,040,000.00 

200 Sft $7.00 $1,400.00 
20 Ft $40.00 $800.00 
90 Ft $3.00 $270.00 

SUBTOTAL= $2,368,420.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $710,526.00 

TOTAL= $3,078,946.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (E-W 
Pathway to West Saginaw) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Shared Use Path - 3,200'+/- Trail #7 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $419,400.00 $419,400.00 
Clearing 1 Acre $8,000.00 $8,000.00 
Shared Use Path, Grading 1,100 Ft $15.00 $16,500.00 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 1,715 Syd $15.00 $25,725.00 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 220 T $110.00 $24,200.00 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-1 0 Loading) 2,100 Ft $1 ,200.00 $2,520,000.00 
Trailhead 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 
Pedestrian Tunnel 1 LS $1,500,000.00 $1,500,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $4,613,825.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $1 ,384,147.50 

TOTAL= $5,997,972.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (West 
Saginaw to Michigan Ave) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 3,1 00'+/- Trail #8 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-1 0 Loading) 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Pedestrian Tunnel 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph . 810-341 -7500 . 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $221 '1 00.00 $221 ,100.00 
1 Acre $8,000.00 $8,000.00 

2,650 Ft $15.00 $39,750.00 
4,125 Syd $15.00 $61 ,875.00 

530 T $110.00 $58,300.00 
450 Ft $1 ,200.00 $540,000.00 
200 Sft $7.00 $1,400.00 

20 Ft $40.00 $800.00 
130 Ft $3.00 $390.00 

1 LS $1,500,000.00 $1 ,500,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $2,431 ,615.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $729,484.50 

TOTAL= $3,161 ,099.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (Michigan 
Ave to St Joe Hwy) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 3 000'+/- Trail #9 
' Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-10 Loading) 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Hawk Signal Crossing 
Trailhead 

Quantity 
1 
1 

1,050 
1,640 

210 
1,950 

200 
20 
50 

1 
1 

Unit 
LS 

Acre 
Ft 

Syd 
T 
Ft 
Sft 
Ft 
Ft 
Ea 
LS 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 · 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$256,400.00 $256,400.00 

$8,000.00 $8,000.00 
$15.00 $15,750.00 
$15.00 $24,600.00 

$110.00 $23,100.00 
$1 ,200.00 $2,340,000.00 

$7.00 $1,400.00 
$40.00 $800.00 
$3.00 $150.00 

$50,000.00 $50,000.00 
$100,000.00 $100,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $2,820,200.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $846,060.00 

TOTAL= $3,666,260.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Westerly Extension of E-W 
Pathway & New 1-96 Pathway 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Shared Use Path- 4,900'+/- Trail #10 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $34,100.00 $34,100.00 
Clearing 0.48 Acre $8,000.00 $3,840.00 
Shared Use Path, Grading 4,900 Ft $15.00 $73,500.00 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 7,623 Syd $15.00 $114,345.00 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 980 T $110.00 $107,800.00 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 200 Sft $7.00 $1,400.00 
Detectable Warning Surface 20 Ft $40.00 $800.00 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch , Crosswalk 84 Ft $3.00 $252.00 
Fence, Chain Link, 60 inch 1,250 Ft $15.00 $18,750.00 
Rapid Flashing Beacon Crossing 1 Ea $20,000.00 $20,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $374,787.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $112,436.10 

TOTAL= $487,223.10 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Elwood Road (East Side 
Michigan Avenue to Ivan Drive) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 1 ,450'+/- Trail #11 
Item 

Mobilization 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Shared Use Path, Cone 
Sidewalk, Rem 

Quantity 
1 

1,450 
2,260 

500 
50 

676 
1,611 

806 

II 
ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street; Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Unit Price Total 
LS $12,000.00 $12,000.00 
Ft $15.00 $21 ,750.00 

Syd $15.00 $33,900.00 
Sft $7.00 $3,500.00 
Ft $40.00 $2,000.00 
Ft $3.00 $2,028.00 

Syd $30.00 $48,330.00 
Syd $10.00 $8,060.00 

SUBTOTAL= $131 ,568.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $39,470.40 

TOTAL= $171,038.40 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Snow Road (West Side, St. 
Joe to Cornerstone Dr.) & Cornerstone Dr. 
(North Side, Snow to LCC West Driveway) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path- 5,200'+/- Trail #12 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing . 
Shared Use Path , Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch , Crosswalk 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $122,700.00 $122,700.00 

0.54 Acre $8,000.00 ' $4,320.00 
5,200 Ft $15.00 $78,000.00 
8,089 Syd $15.00 $121 ,335.00 
1,050 T $110.00 $115,500.00 

600 Sft $7.00 $4,200.00 
60 Ft $40.00 $2,400.00 

400 Ft $3.00 $1,200.00 
300 Ft $3,000.00 $900,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1 ,349,655.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $404,896.50 

TOTAL= $1,754,551.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Old Lansing Road (Creyts 
Rd to Mt Hope Hwy) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 15,000'+/- Trail #13 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Utility Relocation 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $125,400.00 $125,400.00 

2.75 Acre $8,000.00 $22,000.00 
15,000 Ft $30.00 $450,000.00 
23,333 Syd $15.00 $349,995.00 

3,000 T $110.00 $330,000.00 
200 Sft $7.00 $1,400.00 
20 Ft $40.00 $800.00 
60 Ft $3.00 $180.00 

1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1 ,379,775.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $413,932.50 

TOTAL= $1,793,707.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 
5) Path on south side of Old Lansing Road. 



Shared Use Path: On Waverly Road (Lansing 
River Trail System to Michigan Avenue) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path- 9,200'+/- Trail #15 
Item 

Mobilization 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Modular Block Retaining Wall 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Sidewalk, Rem 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 
COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $311,600.00 $311,600.00 

8,730 Ft $15.00 $130,950.00 
13,580 Syd $15.00 $203,700.00 
1,750 T $110.00 $192,500.00 
1,600 Sft $7.00 $11 ,200.00 

160 Ft $40.00 $6,400.00 
1,010 Ft $3.00 $3,030.00 
2,000 Sft $100.00 $200,000.00 

470 Ft $5,000.00 $2,350,000.00 
1,860 Syd $10.00 $18,600.00 

SUBTOTAL= $3,427,980.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $1 ,028,394.00 

TOTAL= $4,456,37 4.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 
5) Path goes under 1-96. 



Shared Use Path: Mt. Hope Park North 
(Connector Path to Subdivision) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 3,920'+/- Trail #16 
Item 

Mobilization 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path , Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 

II ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $23,700.00 $23,700.00 

3,920 Ft $15.00 $58,800.00 
6,100 Syd $15.00 $91 ,500.00 

785 T $110.00 $86,350.00 

SUBTOTAL= $260,350.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $78,105.00 

TOTAL= $338,455.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 
5) Cross country through a currently undeveloped section of the subdivision. 



Shared Use Path: Mt. Hope Park South and 
Broadbent Rd. (Connector Path to 
Subdivision) 
Conceptual cost opinion • 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 

Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path- 7,500'+/- Trail #17 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 

Quantity 
1 

1.4 
7,500 

11,670 
1,520 

Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Unit Price 
LS $46,600.00 

Acre $8,000.00 
Ft $15.00 

Syd $15.00 
T $110.00 

SUBTOTAL= 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = 

TOTAL= 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 
5) Path on north side of Mt. Hope Highway and west side of Broadbent Road. 

Total 
$46,600.00 
$11 ,200.00 

$112,500.00 
$175,050.00 
$167,200.00 

$512,550.00 

$153,765.00 

$666,315.00 



Shared Use Path: Mt. Hope Highway 
(Canal Road to Guinea Rd., Escrow 
by Developer for Future 
Development) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
July 26, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 5,300'+/- Trail #18 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path , Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $152,900.00 $152,900.00 

0.41 Acre $8,000.00 $3,280.00 
4,890 Ft $15.00 $73,350.00 
7,607 Syd $15.00 $114,105.00 

980 T $110.00 $107,800.00 
410 Ft $3,000.00 $1 ,230,000.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1 ,681,435.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin , Contingency = $504,430.50 

TOTAL= $2,185,865.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 

· 3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of th is estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Snow Road (West Side, 
Cornerstone Dr. to Mt. Hope Hwy), Mt. Hope 
Hwy (North Side, Snow Rd to Old Lansing Rd) & 
Old Lansing Rd (Mt. Hope Hwy to Waverly Rd) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
August7,2017 

Shared Use Path- 6,900'+/- Trail #19 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Rapid Flashing Beacon Crossing 
HMA Approach 

II 
ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 
1 LS $48,300.00 $48,300.00 

0.74 Acre $8,000.00 $5,920.00 
6,900 Ft $15.00 $103,500.00 

10,733 Syd $15.00 $160,995.00 
1,380 T $110.00 $151 ,800.00 
1,100 Sft $7.00 $7,700.00 

110 Ft $40.00 $4,400.00 
864 Ft $3.00 $2,592.00 

1 Ea $20,000.00 $20,000.00 
88 T $300.00 $26,400.00 

SUBTOTAL= $531 ,607.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $159,482.10 

TOTAL= $691,089.10 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Grand Woods Park to 
Waverly 

Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
August 25, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 3 000'+/- Trail #20A 
' Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 

Quantity 
1 

2.00 
2,980 
3,311 

656 
200 
200 

20 
60 

Unit 
LS 

Acre 
Ft 

Syd 
T 
Ft 
Sft 
Ft 
Ft 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Su ite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$78,300.00 $78,300.00 
$8,000.00 $16,000.00 

$15.00 $44,700.00 
$15.00 $49,665.00 

$110.00 $72,160.00 
$3,000.00 $600,000.00 

$7.00 $1 ,400.00 
$40.00 $800.00 

$3.00 $180.00 

SUBTOTAL= $863,205.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $258,961.50 

TOTAL= $1,122,166.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Grand Woods Park to 
Waverly 

Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
August 25, 2017 

Shared Use Path - 6,000'+/- Trail #208 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-10 Loading) 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Sidewalk Ramp, Cone, 6 inch 
Detectable Warning Surface 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 

Quantity 
1 

2.75 
5,550 
8,634 
1 ' 11 0 

200 
250 
200 
20 
60 

Unit 
LS 

Acre 
Ft 

Syd 
T 
Ft 
Ft 
Sft 
Ft 
Ft 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$134,700.00 $134,700.00 

$8,000.00 $22,000.00 
$15.00 $83,250.00 
$15.00 $129,510.00 

$110.00 $122,100.00 
$1 ,200.00 $240,000.00 
$3,000.00 $750,000.00 

$7.00 $1 ,400.00 
$40.00 $800.00 

$3.00 $180.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1,483,940.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $445,182.00 

TOTAL= $1,929,122.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Willow Highway Bike Lane Additions: N. 
Canal Road to Grand River Drive 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
September 21, 2017 

II 
ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

5' Wide Bike Lanes- 16,000+/- Feet Trail #21 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $68,900.00 $68,900.00 
Trenching 320 Sta $200.00 $64,000.00 
Aggregate Base, 6 inch 21 ,400 Syd $12.00 $256,800.00 
HMA, 13A 3,200 Ton $110.00 $352,000.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Waterborne, 4 inch, white 64,000 Ft $0.25 $16,000.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, Bike, Large Sym 64 Ea $130.00 $8,320.00 
Shoulder, CL I, 3 inch 7,200 Syd $7.00 $50,400.00 

SUBTOTAL= $816,420.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $244,926.00 

TOTAL= $1,061,346.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (St. Joe 
Hwy. to 1-496) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17, 2017 

• 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Shared Use Path 2,750+/- Feet Trail #22 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $67,700.00 $67,700.00 
Clearing 1 Acres $8,000.00 $8,000.00 
Shared Use Path, Grading 2,540 Ft $15.00 $38,100.00 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 2,822 Syd $15.00 $42,330.00 
Shared Use Path , HMA (3") 560 T $110.00 $61 ,600.00 
Sidewalk Ramp Cone, 6 inch 600 Sft $7.00 $4,200.00 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 150 Ft $3,000.00 $450,000.00 
Timber Boardwalk (14' Wide, HS-10 Loading) 60 Ft $1 ,200.00 $72,000.00 
Detectable Warning Surface 10 Ft $40.00 $400.00 

SUBTOTAL= $744,330.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $223,299.00 

TOTAL= $967,629.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (1-496 to Mt. 
Hope Hwy.) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17,2017 

Shared Use Path 2,810+/- Feet Trail #23 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Sidewalk Ramp Cone, 6 inch 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Rapid Flashing Beacon Crossing 
Detectable Warning Surface 

Quantity 
1 

0.5 
2,750 
3,055 

605 
200 

50 
1 

20 

Unit 
LS 

Acres 
Ft 

Syd 
T 

Sft 
Ft 
EA 
Ft 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$18,000.00 $18,000.00 

$8,000.00 $4,000.00 
$15.00 $41 ,250.00 
$15.00 $45,825.00 

$110.00 $66,550.00 
$7.00 $1,400.00 
$3.00 $150.00 

$20,000.00 $20,000.00 
$40.00 $800.00 

SUBTOTAL= $197,975.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency= $59,392.50 

TOTAL= $257,367.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled util izing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (Mt. Hope Hwy. 
to Millett Hwy.) 
Conceptual cost opin ion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17,2017 

Shared Use Path 5,900+/- Feet Trail #24 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Tree, Rem , 19 inch to 36 inch 
Sidewalk Ramp Cone, 6 inch 
Pavt Mrkg, Ovly Cold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk . 
Rapid Flashing Beacon Crossing 
Detectable Warning Surface 

Quantity 
1 

3.0 
5,840 
6,489 
1,285 

5 
400 

40 
1 

40 

Unit 
LS 

Acres 
Ft 

Syd 
T 

EA 
Sft 
Ft 
EA 
Ft 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$37,800.00 $37,800.00 

$8,000.00 $24,000.00 
$15.00 $87,600.00 
$15.00 $97,335.00 

$110.00 $141,350.00 
$650.00 $3,250.00 

$7.00 $2,800.00 
$3.00 $120.00 

$20,000.00 $20,000.00 
$40.00 $1 ,600.00 

SUBTOTAL= $415,855.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $124,756.50 

TOTAL= $540,611.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Carrier Creek (Millet Hwy. to 
Erickson Park) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17, 2017 

Shared Use Path 6,300+/- Feet Trail #25 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path, Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Pedestrian Bridge (14' Wide) 
Sidewalk Ramp Cone, 6 inch 
Pavt Mrkg, OvlyCold Plastic, 6 inch, Crosswalk 
Rapid Flashing Beacon Crossing 
Detectable Warning Surface 

Quantity 
1 

2.0 
5,460 
6,067 
1,202 

40 
150 
600 

50 
1 

60 

Unit 
LS 

Acres 
Ft 

Syd 
T 
Ft 
Ft 
Sft 
Ft 
EA 
Ft 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$91 ,800.00 $91 ,800.00 

$8,000.00 $16,000.00 
$15.00 $81,900.00 
$15.00 $91 ,005.00 

$110.00 $132,220.00 
$3,000.00 $120,000.00 
$3,000.00 $450,000.00 

$7.00 $4,200.00 
$3.00 $150.00 

$20,000.00 $20,000.00 
$40.00 $2,400.00 

SUBTOTAL= $1,009,675.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $302,902.50 

TOTAL= $1,312,577.50 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Shared Use Path: Ivan Drive (Mall Dr. to 
Elmwood Rd.) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17, 2017 

Shared Use Path 2,900+/- Feet Trail #26 
Item 

Mobilization 
Clearing 
Shared Use Path , Grading 
Shared Use Path, Aggregate (6") 
Shared Use Path, HMA (3") 

Quantity 
1 

0.5 
2,900 
3,222 

638 

Unit 
LS 

Acres 
Ft 

Syd 
T 

ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Unit Price Total 
$16,600.00 $16,600.00 

$8,000.00 $4,000.00 
$15.00 $43,500.00 
$15.00 $48,330.00 

$110.00 $70,180.00 

SUBTOTAL= $182,610.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $54,783.00 

TOTAL= $237,393.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used. 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 



Bike Lanes: St. Joe Hwy. (Royston Road to 
Waverly Road) 
Conceptual cost opinion 
Delta Charter Township, Michigan 
May 17, 2017 

II 
ROWE PROFESSIONAL 
SERVICES COMPANY 
540 S. Saginaw Street, Suite 200 
Flint, Michigan 48502 
Ph. 810-341-7500 

Bike Lanes - 31 ,4000'+/- Trail #27 
Item Quantity Unit Unit Price Total 

Mobilization 1 LS $20,200.00 $20,200.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Longit, 6 inch or less width , Rem 62,800 Ft $1 .00 $62,800.00 
Pavt Mrkg , Ovly Cold Plastic, Bike 104 Ea $130.00 $13,520.00 
Pavt Mrkg, Waterborne, 4 inch, white 62,800 Ft $2.00 $125,600.00 

SUBTOTAL= $222,120.00 

Engineering, Legal, Admin, Contingency = $66,636.00 

TOTAL= $288,756.00 

Notes: 
1) Estimate compiled from site visit only; no topographic survey or soil borings were used . 
2) Estimate does not include permit fees or property acquisition costs. 
3) A wetland delineation has not been completed as of the time of this estimate. 
4) Estimate compiled utilizing bid pricing from 2016. 
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Non-Motorized Route Priority Matrix (with weighted public input), Delta Township
The following chart is one part of various criteria use to develop a prioirty list for projects in the township.  Public opinion and other factors such as timing with other projects will also be considered in proposing a captial project schedule. (note weighted score based on public input) PRIORITY TRAILS

PATHS
LENGTH 

(MILES).
DESCRIPTION

COST 

RANGE MIN.2

COST 

RANGE MAX.

REGIONAL 

CONNECTIVITY

LOCAL 

CONNECTIVITY

ENVIRONMENTAL 

IMPACTS

RECREATION 

ATTRACTION
SAFETY SUSTAINABILITY

PROPERTY 

CONTROL

CONSTRUCTION / 

COST
FUNDING USER TYPE

PUBLIC 

INPUT
TOTALS COMMENTS

1 2.00 Michigan Avenue (Creyts to Waverly) Bike Lanes $75,000.00 $150,000.00 10 5 10 0 10 10 10 10 5 5 75

Future bike lanes/ road diet, connection to Lansing (need corridor study 

for road commission)

4 0.40 Community Center to Hunters Park, Shared use path $400,000.00 $500,000.00 0 10 10 5 0 5 10 5 0 10 20 75

Priority points for Old River Trail connection to parks and 

neighborhoods

15 1.50
Waverly Road (Old Lansing Road to Michigan Ave) Shared 

use path
$4,500,000.00 $5,500,000.00 10 10 10 0 10 5 5 5 5 10 70

Potential for shared project with Lansing, Lansing Twp based on accident 

history

13 
2.80 Old Lansing Road (Waverly to Creyts Rd) Shared use path $1,800,000.00 $2,200,000.00 10 10 5 0 10 5 5 5 5 10 65

CMAQ funding pending with road commission. Connections to Woldumar 

Nature Center and Anderson Park.  #1 supported trail by City of Lansing 

for connection to Lansing Rivertrail

2 0.40
Old River Trail (Webster Road to  Hunters Park) South side 

shared use path
$650,000.00 $850,000.00 0 5 5 5 0 5 10 0 5 10 20 65

MDNR / MDOT pending for 2018 construction, nice views along Grand 

River. Priority points for Old River Trail connection to parks and 

neighborhoods

17 1.50
Mt Hope Park South (Mt Hope Hwy to Broadbent Rd, north 

to St Joe Hwy on West side) Shared use path
$700,000.00 $900,000.00 0 10 10 0 5 5 10 5 5 10 60

10 1.00
E-W Pathway Extension (West extension along I-96 to Twp 

offices) Shared use path
$500,000.00 $750,000.00 5 10 10 5 0 5 5 5 5 10 60

Provides a trailhead; connection to  destination trail segments

20B 0.50 Grand Woods Park (Grand Woods Park to Waverly Road) $1,100,000.00 $2,000,000.00 0 5 5 10 5 5 5 0 0 10 45

Option for Path #20

20A 1.10
Bike lanes installed 2017; Grand Woods Park (GrandWoods 

Park to Waverly Road)
$2,000,000.00 $2,500,000.00 0 5 5 10 5 5 0 0 0 10 20 60

Route provides acces locally to the trail but the cost of the bridge over the 

Grand River and the boardwalk is high. Separated path extension to 

Lansing Rivertrial is 2 miles; temorary on-road route is available. Priority 

points for connection to Lansing Rivertrail

3 0.75
Webster, Clinton St, Deltar River Dr (Old River Trail to Hawk 

Meadow Park) Shared use path
$1,500,000.00 $2,500,000.00 0 5 0 10 0 5 5 0 5 10 20 60

Connection to Audobon,  Hunters Orchard Park, Delta Mills Park, Requires 

permit for crossing Grand River, attractive river view, potential to include in 

road commission bridge replacement. Parcel has been acquired for 

trailhead. Priority points for Old River Trail connection to parks and 

neighborhoods

12 0.25
Snow Rd (St Joe to Cornerstone Dr-w side) and Cornerstone 

(Snow to LCC West Drive-n side) add sidewalk
$1,900,000.00 $2,200,000.00 5 10 10 0 5 10 10 0 5 0 55

Connection to LCC

16 0.25
Mt Hope Park North (Connector path to subdivision) Shared 

use path
$350,000.00 $450,000.00 0 10 10 0 0 5 5 5 5 10 50

MDNR application pending for 2018

11 0.25
Elmwood Road (Michigan Ave to Ivan Drive) Shared use 

path
$200,000.00 $400,000.00 0 10 10 0 5 5 5 5 0 10 50

21 3.00 Bike lanes;Willow Highway (Canal to Grand River Drive) $1,500,000.00 $2,000,000.00 10 0 5 10 5 5 5 0 0 10 50

Route provides potential connection to Grand Ledge pending link through 

Oneida Township.  Overpass over 1-96 has limited width to accommodate 

bike lanes.

19 1.30 Snow Road to Waverly Road; Shared use path $800,000.00 $1,000,000.00 10 10 5 0 5 5 0 5 0 5 45

Connections to Lansing Recreational System and Lansing Community 

College. Challenges with connections eastward based on constructability, 

multiple jurisdictions .

27 6.00 Bike Lanes: St. Joe Hwy. (Royston Rd. to Waverly Rd.) $250,000.00 $300,000.00 10 10 10 10 5 5 10 0 0 0 60

Along existing roadway

26 0.50 Ivan Drive (Mall Dr. to Elmwood Rd.) $200,000.00 $300,000.00 10 10 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 35

Easements needed for properties that are along Ivan Dr. 

25 1.20 Carrier Creek (Millett Hwy. to Erickson Park) $1,000,000.00 $2,000,000.00 10 10 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 30

24 1.10 Carrier Creek (Mt. Hope Hwy to Millett Hwy) $500,000.00 $600,000.00 5 5 10 5 0 0 0 0 0 5 35

Proposed path goes through an industrial site and through existin 

gbusinesses; would have to create an easement along the property lines of 

the existing properties. 

23 0.50 Carrier Creek (I-496 to Mt. Hope Hwy.) $200,000.00 $300,000.00 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 5 0 10 25

22 0.50 Carrier Creek (St. Joe hwy to I-496) $900,000.00 $1,100,000.00 10 10 5 10 5 5 0 5 0 5 55

18 1.00
Canal Road to I-96 Mt Hope to Broadbent exntended, 

Shared use path
$2,200,000.00 $2,900,000.00 5 0 10 0 5 5 5 0 0 10 40

Isolated; Dependable upon pending development 

6 0.50
Carrier Creek (Willow Hwy to E-W Pathway) West side, 

shared use path
$3,000,000.00 $4,000,000.00 0 10 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 30

Will require vegetation management, baordwalk repair in sections if not 

majority of route

8 0.50
Carrier Creek (W. Saginaw to Michigan Ave) Shared use 

path
$3,000,000.00 $4,000,000.00 0 5 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 25

Connects to Michigan Ave (future bike lanes), need to evaluate if this is 

boardwalk or paved. Will require vegetation management, baordwalk 

repair in sections if not majority of route

7 0.50
Carrier Creek (E-W Pathway to W. Saginaw) Shared use 

path
$6,000,000.00 $7,000,000.00 0 5 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 10 25

Will require vegetation management, baordwalk repair in sections if not 

majority of route

9 0.50 Carrier Creek (Michigan Ave to St Joe Hwy) Shared use path $3,500,000.00 $4,500,000.00 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 10 20
Connects to Michigan Ave (future bike lanes), need to evaluate if this is 

boardwalk or paved. Will require vegetation management, baordwalk 

5 0.25
Carrier Creek (Old River Trail to Willow Hwy) East side, 

shared use path
$700,000.00 $1,000,000.00 0 5 0 5 0 0 0 0 0 10 20

Will require vegetation management, baordwalk repair in sections if not 

majority of route

COST RANGE TOTAL
$39,425,000.00 $51,900,000.00
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Summary Record of Public Hearing for the Adoption of the 2018 Delta Township Non-

Motorized Transportation Plan. 

 

Members in attendance: Laforet, Gabriel, Kosinski, Schweitzer, McConnell, and Weinfeld 
 
Members absent:  Meddaugh, Sloan, and Mudry 
 
Planning Director Gary Bozek informed the Commission that the Township started an update of 
the 2012 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan in 2017.  He noted that the Township Board 
contracted the consulting firm of ROWE Professional Services to prepare an update that 
followed the same format as the 2012 plan.  Mr. Bozek noted that the Township wasn’t required 
to re-write the 2012 plan, but rather the Township was required to review the plan every five 
years for possible revisions.  He noted that the updated plan contained a brief chronology of past 
Non-Motorized Transportation Plans, a list of accomplishments, revised definitions, illustrations 
that staff felt would be helpful, revised goals and objectives, and an update of existing and new 
maps.  Mr. Bozek noted that the plan also identified potential projects that required interactions 
with other agencies and adjoining communities, recommendations for possible amendments to 
the Township’s Zoning Ordinance in order to facilitate the plan’s implementation, a description 
of the public participation processes utilized, as well as a list of possible funding sources for plan 
implementation. 
 
Mr. Bozek said that representatives of ROWE met with representatives of Tri-County Regional 
Planning Commission, Eaton County Road Commission, the City of Lansing, Oneida Township, 
Lansing Township, and several others informing them that Delta was in the process of updating 
their Non-Motorized Transportation Plan and to coordinate opportunities for connections and 
potential projects.  He noted that two focus group meetings were held where a lot of valuable 
information was shared in an attempt to determine the kinds of projects those individuals felt 
were necessary.  Mr. Bozek stated that the Township received a good response from residents 
responding to an online survey that was conducted on the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan; 
and that an open house was hosted at the Township’s Library in order to provide individuals an 
opportunity to provide comments.  Mr. Bozek said the public input process was still on-going 
and that any persons interested in commenting on the plan could do so this evening or contact the 
Planning Department. 
 
Mr. Bozek proceeded to provide a summary of what was new in the 2018 plan by noting that a 
ranking system had been developed to aid in the selection of project priorities similar to that 
being developed by the Tri-County Regional Planning Commission in its regional Non-
Motorized Transportation Plan.  He noted that when grants were applied for on a regional basis, 
the Township would have a similar process of prioritizing grant eligible projects.  Mr. Bozek 
noted that the 2012 plan had a nice set of maps depicting future routes, but staff had no idea how 
much those projects could possibly cost; and had requested that ROWE provide preliminary 
engineering estimates for various routes that were identified in the plan to assist the Township in 
assigning points, setting priorities, and identifying issues that may help or hinder the 
implementation of specific projects.  Mr. Bozek stated that the plan also contained an appendices 
that contained information from the public input sessions and a lot of information the Township 
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Board can use in determining what projects should be implemented.  He stated that the priority 
projects detailed on the “Priority Matrix” were not necessarily prioritized in the order they should 
be implemented, but rather it was a guide for the Board to use to assist them in their decision- 
making. 
 
Mr. Bozek said although the new 2018 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan was a free-standing 
document, it was considered an amendment to Chapter 9 of the Township’s Comprehensive Plan, 
and the Michigan Planning Enabling Act mandated that the Township follow certain procedures 
involving notifying all of the adjacent communities and other agencies that may be involved in 
the planning process and provide them an opportunity to comment on the plan.  He noted that the 
Township Board authorized distribution of the plan and upon receipt, these entities are allowed 
42 days to comment on an amendment to the Comprehensive Plan.  Mr. Bozek said a number of 
individuals responded with comments and that retired Planning Director Mark Graham 
extensively reviewed and commented on the draft plan, as well as correspondence from Michael 
Unsworth of the Tri-County Bicycle Association who suggested the inclusion of a long-term goal 
of providing a pedestrian/bicycle bridge over I-69/I96.  Additionally, Mr. Bozek noted that the 
Commission had been provided with correspondence he had received today from Ken Hendrick 
with regards to projects relating to connections to the east and west and the fact that the 2012 
plan contained a project recommending bike lanes along St. Joe Highway and would like the 
project placed back into the plan. 
 
Mr. McConnell complemented staff on the inclusion throughout the plan with regards to ADA 
references and accessibility and the inclusion of the notion of universal accessibility throughout 
the plan. 
 
Mr. Bozek said he was aware that this was important to the Commission and that it is a goal the 
Township was striving to move forward with. 
 
Ms. Gabriel complemented staff and the presentation involved with the Non-Motorized 
Transportation Plan.  Ms. Gabriel attended several of the public forums and she felt the public 
had numerous opportunities to have input on the plan.  She was pleased that the public showed 
up and had the opportunity to participate in the process. 
 
Mr. Kosinski said he was very happy to see the amount of emphasis placed in the plan for the 
inclusion of the western portion of the Township which is where most of the residential growth 
was occurring.  He felt at the present time, the area west of the freeway was clearly underserved 
in terms of trails and reflecting its relatively recent growth.  He felt it was also critical to 
integrate the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan with the Mt. Hope Park development and was 
happy to see the extent of which that was integrated into a plan that fully provided access to the 
needed new facilities west of the freeway.  Mr. Kosinski felt reflecting all of that was one of the 
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most important aspects of updating the plan from its 2012 version. 
 
Mr. Bozek said in his recommended motion, he identified a route that was included in the 2012 
plan, but didn’t appear in the draft of the 2018 plan which is the connection of a shared-use path 
that currently terminated at the northeast corner of Mall Drive West and West Saginaw Highway 
with the proposed shared use pathway beginning at the intersection of Ivan Drive and Elmwood 
Road. 
 
Mr. Bozek noted that the consultant, and the Township’s Engineer and Parks & Recreation 
Director were in attendance this evening who were also involved in the formulation of the plan 
and he wanted to thank them for their efforts. 
 
Mr. Weinfeld said he appreciated the work of staff and the consultant who worked on putting the 
plan together, but he was still somewhat unsure what the big picture was.  Mr. Weinfeld noted 
that he read comments from the residents in regards to connectivity, especially in regards to 
Lansing’s River Trail, and references made to the west side of the freeway, but as Mr. Bozek had 
mentioned, there were improvements that could still be made on the east side of the Township 
which he felt the Township should be thinking about.  Mr. Weinfeld said it had always been the 
case when green space was developed and people who moved there suddenly realized there 
weren’t any services.  Mr. Weinfeld said while he could certainly appreciate the need for these 
kinds of facilities on the west side of the Township, in light of the $3 million the Township was 
spending on a new park off of Mt. Hope Highway, he felt there were things the Township could 
do on the east side of the Township to bring to fruition the idea of connectivity.  Mr. Weinfield 
said the other question he had was understanding the project priority list and the method used to 
develop the list.  He questioned if there were specific priorities that staff would rank in numerical 
order given the input received from residents and the plan’s objective itself that could be 
provided to the Township Board without politicalizing the process.  Mr. Weinfeld said in the 
future he would like to see a product that was driven by the expertise of staff and the use of the 
consultant as to what projects should be constructed in numerical order. 
 
Mr. Bozek said staff could certainly use a scoring system to prioritize the highest ranking 
projects.  However, he noted that the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan had always been an 
advisory document and that the Township Board didn’t necessarily have to follow the precise 
recommendations.  Mr. Bozek said the avoidance of projects being a politicalized process is 
desirable, but there is likely to be a political element related to deciding which project to 
implement.  Mr. Bozek felt staff could apply strict numbers and come up with recommendations 
but in this respect, staff decided to provide a group of priority projects that could be implemented 
based on resource availability, taking advantage of opportunities that didn’t exist at the present 
time, but may be available within the next five years.  Mr. Bozek noted that the document was 
meant to have a longer planning period that was reviewed every five years, and if a project came 
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up within that five year period that was outside of the priority listing, he would like the Township 
Board to be able to take advantage and implement the project.  He said the plan was purposely 
vague in that respect. 
 
Mr. Weinfeld said to that point, he felt Mr. Hendrick’s letter acknowledged three particular 
projects that were outside of the priority list that he believed would meet a particular goal. 
 
Mr. Kosinski said he would like to see analysis of projects provided for in the Plan showing how 
projects were rated and the considerations given so that the Township Board or members of the 
public could see what type of criteria was applied to specific projects. 
 
Mr. Bozek said staff could pull a column from any of the projects listed at the top of the priority 
matrix and apply those criteria to a specific project to see how it would shuffle projects around. 
 
Mr. Kosinski felt it would be helpful without having to do a lot more number crunching. 
 
Ms. Gabriel said the top of the matrix provided all kinds of criteria as to why certain projects 
were selected and that they were profoundly accurate in terms of decision-making.  Ms. Gabriel 
felt the one issue that no one was talking about was the limitations that existed in the Township 
such as the interstate, the Grand River, and Waverly Road that made connectivity between the 
east and west difficult.  Ms. Gabriel said she was very pleased with the plan and the input the 
Township had received. 
 
Ms. Laforet asked if there was anyone from the Engineering or Parks Departments and consulting 
firm that would like to speak this evening. 
 
Ernie West, Township Engineer, felt the Township was gaining traction on the Non-Motorized 
Transportation Plan and the projects that had been completed thus far and the projects the 
Township was working cooperatively with on other projects.  Mr. West pointed out that a lot of 
these projects materialized because an opportunity presented itself and the Township needed to 
be flexible enough to adapt to those changing conditions, whether it be funding, right of way 
acquisition, or new development. 
 
Ms. Laforet said she appreciated all of the work that had been done on the Plan.  She felt the two 
major issues that were brought up at the public forums was the connectivity to the Lansing River 
Trail and the west side of the Township.  She felt the limitations that existed in the Township had 
been addressed and she appreciated staffs clarification on this. 
 
Ms. Laforet asked if there was anyone from the public who would like to speak this evening. 
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Ken Hendrick, 7806 Cloverhill Drive, said he didn’t take the time to add up all of the different 
paths that were included in the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan, but he guesstimatted that the 
projects totaled over $100 million.  Mr. Hendrick said the two projects that he felt were most 
important for the bicyclists was an east and west connection and being able to access Lansing’s 
River Trail east of Waverly Road because it was going to take many years to have paths of any 
length given the estimated costs.  Mr. Hendrick said that if the Township’s priority was getting 
over to the east where there was miles of existing paths, that could be done in a much shorter 
period of time.  He noted that Mr. Bozek had referred to the 2012 Non-Motorized Transportation 
Plan, but he had been involved in the original Plan in 2004 which was the Plan he had referred to 
with regard to bike trails along St. Joe Highway.  Mr. Hendrick noted that he had lived at his 
residence off of St. Joe Highway for 49 years and the road had been paved twice while ignoring 
the 2004 Plan that recommended bike lanes. 
 
Mr. Bozek noted that bike lanes along St. Joe Highway were also contained in the 2012 Plan.  He 
noted that the Road Commission has recently approached the Township in regards to a paving 
project along St. Joe Highway and whether the Township was interested in bike lanes, which was 
why he wanted to make sure the project was in the 2018 version of the Plan. 
 
Dale Freeman, 1828 Lindy Drive, said he didn’t have the chance to provide feedback during the 
public forums, but he wanted to take this opportunity to endorse the prioritization for putting bike 
lanes along Michigan Avenue.  He noted that a bike lane existed on the east side of Waverly 
Road, but it would be helpful to have a bike lane on the west side within Delta.  Mr. Freeman 
said he also liked the idea of having connections to the west side of the Township for recreational 
bikers and that he saw a lot of comments in the plan from residents who wanted a connection to 
Grand Ledge.  Mr. Freeman said it made sense to him that any time a connection was made via 
bike lanes or pathways, there would be more people using them because there were more places 
they could go.  Mr. Freeman felt Willow Highway east to Waverly Road, Canal Road from 
Saginaw to Willow Highway was problematic in that there were no bike lanes or bike paths and 
that the existing sidewalks were not designated bike lanes that existed along Creyts Road.  He 
noted that Canal Road was a highly traveled road and was a dangerous area that needed to be 
taken into account. 
 
Ms. Laforet asked if there was anything proposed for Canal Road. 
 
Mr. Bozek said there was some discussion about alternate routes to get to the north and future 
connections to Willow Highway, but nothing had been planned for Canal Road itself. 
 
Dennis Fedewa, 7656 E. St. Joe Highway, said one of his passions since living in the Township 
was actually seeing the Township develop non-motorized transportation abilities to connect 
within the Township, as well as surrounding communities.  Mr. Fedewa said he often believed 
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the Commission had to react to established policy and determine whether they were acceptable 
within the parameters of the exceptions and make that recommendation to the Township Board.  
However, he noted that when there were tools available like the Non-Motorized Transportation 
Plan or the Comprehensive Plan, it was an opportunity to plan and part of that planning was 
representing the residents of Delta and not the Board of Trustees.  He said as Mr. Bozek had 
mentioned, there was an overwhelming amount of public input supporting non-motorized 
transportation, especially connecting to Lansing’s River Trail.  He noted that the public survey 
indicated that 91% of respondents felt it was important, very important, or extremely important 
to connect to Lansing’s River Trail, as well as other projects revealed as well.  Mr. Fedewa noted 
that when the Township developed their Parks Master Plan, the residents had a similarly 
overwhelmingly desire for pathways and trails interconnecting the Township and to our 
neighboring communities.  Mr. Fedewa pointed out that he felt this was one of the highest 
priorities a Non-Motorized Transportation Plan should reflect for the next 5 to 10 years. 
 
Mr. Fedewa said the City of Lansing started the river trail many years ago and have invested 
millions of dollars.  He said other communities had recognized the benefit of the river trail, the 
desirability of what it brought for its residents, and to the region as well.  He noted that 
neighboring communities have committed to extending their trail systems, or have completed a 
connection to the river trail, and he felt it was time for Delta to follow their example and make an 
effort to connect to Lansing’s River Trail.  Mr. Fedewa felt updating the Plan was an opportunity 
to make a commitment and to establish a vision and reflect what the desires of the residents are, 
if not in terms of specific individual projects, but as a narrative of what the Township should be 
following as a matter of public policy, whether it be from the Planning Commission or from the 
Township Board.  Mr. Fedewa said associated costs that had been identified would be spread 
over a 5 to 10 year period and that often times there were alternative funding methods that could 
help supplement the project. 
 
Mr. Fedewa referred to the corridor along the Carrier Creek which was a project that was carried 
over from the 2012 Plan which currently ended at Players Club.  He felt this was an opportunity 
for the Township to look at a larger vision of extending the Carrier Creek pathway south of I-496 
as a longer term project.  Mr. Fedewa noted that the City of Lansing’s Parks Department is 
planning to connect to Delta at their southern border, but the issue of crossing the Waverly Road 
Bridge has become even more problematic.  He noted that the Township had just contracted with 
the Eaton County Road Commission to widen and repave Lansing Road to include bike lanes 
which he felt was good.  However, he noted that he didn’t feel an additional 12 foot multi-use 
pathway along Old Lansing Road would also be very problematic and felt the Township needed 
to think of a different way of connecting to the Lansing River Trail.  Mr. Fedewa used a map 
from the 2012 Non-Motorized Transportation Plan that illustrated a future pathway along the 
Carrier Creek through the Industrial Tract to Erickson Park.  He noted that the Township would 
be missing an opportunity of extending connectivity.  Mr. Fedewa noted that the City of Lansing 
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had proposed to connect to Anderson Park, but if the Township were to come up Old Lansing 
Road to a point of Anderson Park, that would do a complete loop throughout the Township with 
a north and south connector to Lansing’s River Trail which he felt would be one of the biggest 
investments Delta could ever make for the long term attractiveness to future residents and current 
residents.  Mr. Fedewa hoped the Planning Commission would consider a bigger vision and take 
this into consideration, along with the desires expressed by the residents and incorporate it into 
your recommendations as a conclusion of the Commission’s review. 
 
Mr. Schweitzer inquired about a route underneath I-496. 
 
Mr. Fedewa said the current Plan to traverse Carrier Creek across Saginaw Highway was a tunnel 
and he felt a pedestrian bridge would have to be constructed over I-496 similar to what would 
have to be done over I-96 in order to connect the eastern portion of Delta to the west.  He felt the 
Township would be waiting decades if they waited for MDOT to construct a pedestrian bridge 
over Mt. Hope or St. Joe and as a Township and what he believed the residents wanted, was to be 
strongly advocative for doing those types of projects in the future.  Mr. Fedewa felt it would take 
a while, but if the Township didn’t advocate for these projects, it wouldn’t happen on its own. 
 
Ms. Gabriel said she attended a presentation a few years ago where they talked about 
cantilevering pedestrian walkways on freeway overpasses and that structurally it was a 
possibility. 
 
Dan Zolkowski, said he was present this evening on behalf of the Friends of Lansing Regional 
Trails as one of their Board members.  Mr. Zolkowski informed the Commission that they were a 
grassroots organization with 300+ members and that they were advocating connectivity to the 
Lansing Regional Trails.  He noted that they would like to see Delta make connectivity to the 
Lansing Regional Trails a high priority because they felt it would be a great benefit not only for 
the individuals on the west side of Lansing, but on the east side as well. 
 
Michael Unsworth, Tri-County Bicycle Association, commended staff for the work they had put 
into Delta’s Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.  He noted that they agreed with the priorities set 
forth in the Plan, but as previously stated, a major challenge facing the Township was the 
division between the east and west caused by the I-96/I-496 interstate and that a solution needed 
to be very prominent in the Plan.  Mr. Unsworth felt it was a long-term project, but he felt it 
could be done and that he had seen very nice pedestrian bridges over a lot of interstates.  Mr. 
Unsworth noted that he was a resident of Meridian Township where a special millage funded 
pathways which was something Delta may want to consider.  He said this has given Meridian 
Township a lot of flexibility in receiving grants and leveraging other funds from other sources 
which was why they were able to present a proposal to link MSU with Lake Lansing.  Mr. 
Unsworth noted that during his bicycle touring he had noticed that the good features that made 
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for good bicycle tourism are the same features that help local people get around on bikes.  He 
said the improvements to the Township’s infrastructure could help benefit their economy. 
 
Mr. Hendrick said he had suggested a millage for pathways at a Township Board meeting and 
had offered to team up with Mike Moore who assisted with the Township’s Library millage.  
However, Mr. Hendrick noted that the Township Board never followed-up with him so he wasn’t 
sure what their interest was on this issue. 
 
Pat Harrington, 1709 Marcy Road, said he had been a Delta resident since 1969 and was familiar 
with how much work had gone into the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.  Mr. Harrington felt 
there had been good comments made this evening and he felt the help of the community was tied 
to these plans.  He felt Delta’s advances in the area of non-motorized transportation was way 
ahead of where it was 15 years ago, but he didn’t feel the Township should hesitate including the 
larger projects such as the Carrier Creek Pathway in the Plan because they were crucial.  He felt 
the Township had some great opportunities in regards to providing non-transportation facilities 
and he encouraged the Township to focus on the goals within the Plan. 
 
Dan Spegel, 12894 Crescent Circle, said he had lived in the Township for 1 ½ years and felt it 
was a great place to live, but one of the things that he missed was having off road trail corridors.  
Mr. Spegel noted that he had lived all over the country and had lived in communities with 
excellent off street bike trails.  Mr. Spegel said he worked for the DNR as a State Heritage Trail 
Coordinator and had worked with communities on trail project all over the state.  He noted that 
when trail ways were first being proposed in Michigan, there was a lot of opposition, but now 
communities contacted him who were interested in enhancing their trail system because they 
recognized that trails enhanced economic assets, not only for rural communities, but for 
communities similar to Delta.  Mr. Spegel empathized with what he was hearing this evening and 
he recognize the challenges, but there were a lot of benefits to trails and there were funding 
opportunities the Township could take advantage of.  Mr. Spegel encouraged the Commission to 
continue with the Plan and he felt the Township was moving in the right direction. 
 
MOTION BY SCHWEITZER, SECONDED BY MCCONNELL, THAT THE PUBLIC 

HEARING BE CLOSED.  VOICE VOTE.  CARRIED 6-0. 

 
Mr. Schweitzer asked if the Commission should include #2 on Mr. Hendrick’s page two of his 
letter. 
 
Mr. Bozek proceeded to list the items for inclusion into the Plan that were discussed this evening 
being:  cavaliering bridges, the possibility of crossings over the I-96/I-496 interstates, a southern 
segment of the Carrier Creek pathway, and bike lanes along St. Joe Highway.  Mr. Bozek said 
these project could be added to the matrix provided for in the Plan, but he would defer the 
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prioritization of the projects to the Planning Commission. 
 
Ms. Laforet inquired as to whether something should be placed in the Plan in regards to special 
millage funding. 
 
Mr. Bozek noted that millage funding was already an option contained in the Plan under 
“Funding Options”. 
 
Mr. McConnell said a number of comments were made in regards to projects the citizens desired 
which seemed to have a high priority and the priority factors didn’t seem to include anything that 
reflected their input. 
 
Mr. Bozek said the Plan contained a “Public Input” category that was factored in when 
prioritizing projects. 
 
Ms. Gabriel inquired as to whether the Plan should include a more aggressive approach to a 
crossing over the I-96/I-496 interstates. 
 
Mr. Bozek said language could be inserted in the Plan that recognized this as a high priority 
project.  He said the Township has looked into this project, but as Ms. Gabriel had stated, there 
were realities to consider such as funding and logistics. 
 
Ms. Laforet inquired as to whether it would be beneficial for the Plan to come back before the 
Commission for approval once all of the additions and changes were made to the document. 
 
Mr. Bozek said the adoption of the Plan could be postponed this evening. 
 
MOTION BY SCHWEITZER, SECONDED BY WEINFELD, THAT THE ADOPTION 

OF THE 2018 DELTA TOWNSHIP NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION PLAN 

DATED JANUARY 2018, BE POSTPONED. 

 
Ms. Laforet noted that she appreciated all of the input the Township had received on an 
exhaustive review of the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan and she questioned whether those 
people from all of the different organizations would have an opportunity to review the Plan once 
the recommended changes were made. 
 
Mr. Bozek said the Plan would be available for review. 
 
Mr. Weinfeld thanked everyone who attended this evening’s meeting and those that provided 
written comments.  He also wanted to say how appreciative he was of having members of the 
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CHARTER TOWNSHIP OF DELTA PLANNING COMMISSION MINUTES OF MAY 

29, 2018 

 
I CALL TO ORDER 
 
 Chairperson Meddaugh brought the meeting to order at 7:00 p.m. 
 
II PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
 

Chairperson Meddaugh led the Commission and others present in reciting the Pledge of 
Allegiance to the Flag. 
 

III ROLL CALL 
 

Members Present: Meddaugh, Schweitzer, Gabriel, Mudry, McConnell, and Laforet.  
 
Members Absent: Weinfeld, Kosinski, and Sloan - excused 
 
Others Present: Planning Director Gary Bozek and Planner Stephanie Balke 
 

IV APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
 

MOTION BY GABRIEL, SECONDED BY MUDRY, THAT THE AGENDA BE 

APPROVED AS SUBMITTED.  VOICE VOTE.  CARRIED 6-0. 

 

V APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
 

MOTION BY SCHWEITZER, SECONDED BY LAFORET, WEINFELD, THAT 

THE MINUTES OF THE MAY 14, 2018 PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING, 

AND THE SUMMARY RECORD OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE NO. 4-18-5, 

STEVEN SIMONS, 660 GALE ROAD, EATON RAPIDS, MICHIGAN 48827, 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT REQUEST FOR A VEHICLE REPAIR 

FACILITY IN THE I, INDUSTRIAL, ZONING DISTRICT, LOCATED AT 4401 

S. CREYTS ROAD, IN SECTION 35 OF DELTA TOWNSHIP, AND THE 

SUMMARY RECORD OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR CASE NO. 4-18-6, JASON 

EBAUGH, 7707 E. ST. JOE HWY. GRAND LEDGE, MICHIGAN 48837, 

SPECIAL LAND USE PERMIT REQUEST FOR AN ACCESSORY DWELLING 

UNIT AT 7707 E. ST. JOE HWY., GRAND LEDGE, MICHIGAN 48837, IN 

SECTION 17 OF DELTA TOWNSHIP, BE APPROVED AS SUBMITTED.  

VOICE VOTE.  CARRIED 6-0. 

 
VI CITIZEN COMMENTS FOR ITEMS NOT ON THE AGENDA - None 
 
VII CORRESPONDENCE - None 
 
VIII OLD BUSINESS 
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Adoption of the Revised 2018 Delta Township Non-Motorized Transportation Plan.  
(Postponed from the April 9, 2018 Planning Commission Meeting) 
 

Mr. Bozek said the adoption of the Non-Motorized Transportation Plan was postponed on 
April 9th in order for staff and the consultant to make several revisions to the plan based 
on comments received during the public hearing.  Mr. Bozek said the Commission was 
provided with a memo dated May 24th describing the revisions that were made to the 
plan. 
 
Mr. Mudry noted that the definition of “terms” was not in alphabetical order. 
 
Mr. Bozek indicated that the plan followed what had been done in the 2012 plan and that 
changes were not made to the particular order. 
 
Mr. McConnell pointed out that the plan did not acknowledge the Planning Commission. 
 
Mr. Bozek said that was an oversight and that the plan would be corrected accordingly. 
 
Ms. Gabriel thanked staff for their work done on the plan. 
 
Mr. Meddaugh asked if there was anyone in the audience who would like to speak on the 
plan this evening. 
 
Dennis Fedewa, 7656 E. St. Joe Highway, commended staff for the work they put into 
the plan, as well as the Commission for listening to the comments they received at the 
April 9th public hearing.  Mr. Fedewa felt the Township had a plan that was more 
directional and reflected where the Township should focus their attention on in the future, 
not only in the Township, but also the connectivity with neighboring communities, 
specifically the Lansing River Trail.  Mr. Fedewa noted that there had been a lot interest 
from residents to have a way to cross I-496 and that the Township didn’t have to be 
dependent on MDOT to provide a bridge 30 to 40 years into the future.  Mr. Fedewa 
informed the Commission that the magazine “Michigan Trails” listed 140 trails 
throughout Michigan, but Delta Township was not listed and that it was his hope that 
Delta was recognized at some point in the future. 
 
MOTION BY SCHWEITZER, SECONDED BY MUDRY, THAT THE PUBLIC 

HEARING BE CLOSED.  VOICE VOTE.  CARRIED 6-0. 

 
Ms. Gabriel wanted to state for the record that projects contained in the plan would not 
happen without the Township spending some money and she encouraged the Township 
Board to consider a Township wide millage to help fund non-motorized transportation 
projects. 
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MOTION BY SCHWEITZER, SECONDED BY MCCONNELL, THAT THE 

DELTA TOWNSHIP PLANNING COMMISSION ADOPT THE FINAL DRAFT 

OF THE 2018 DELTA TOWNSHIP NON-MOTORIZED TRANSPORTATION 

PLAN DATED MAY 2018, WHICH WAS PREPARED BY THE PLANNING AND 

ENGINEARENDG CONSULTING  FIRM OF ROWE PROFESSIONAL 

SERVICES, COMPANY. 

 

Mr. Bozek reminded the Commission of three revisions noted in their discussion this 
evening.  Being the illustration and notation of the I-496 crossing at St. Joe Highway, the 
addition of Planning Commission on the acknowledgment page, and a typographical error 
noted by Mr. Mudry.  The motion was amended to reflect these revisions. 
 

 ROLL CALL VOTE.  CARRIED 6-0. 

 
IX PUBLIC HEARINGS – None 
 
X OTHER BUSINESS 
 

Preliminary Site Plan Review for Michigan Virtual (aka Michigan Virtual University), 
proposed 17,200 square foot building on 3.01 acres, located on the west side of 
Municipal Way immediately south of 826 Municipal Way, in Section 22 of the 
Township. 
 
Ms. Balke said the applicant was a 501 3 non-profit corporation founded in Lansing that 
served K-12 online education.  She noted that the proposed building would support 
specialized training for professors and administration staff and would house a variety of 
meeting and training rooms.  Ms. Balke noted that the subject parcel is zoned O, Office 
and that the applicant had met all of the Site Development Standards contained in the 
Zoning Ordinance.  She noted that the site was served by public utilities; however 
revisions would have to be made to the site plan prior to receiving final approval.  Ms. 
Balke noted that the Township’s Fire Inspector had also recommended revisions to the 
site plan before final approval would be granted.  She noted that access to the site would 
be via Municipal Way and that a total of 97 parking spaces would be provided on the site 
which exceeds the required 81 parking spaces.  Ms. Balke stated that since the proposed 
use was somewhat different than a typical office use, parking requirements would be 
determined by the Zoning Administrator to determine the parking requirements.  Ms. 
Balke indicated that landscaping requirements had been met and that sidewalks would 
continue along Municipal Way. 
 
Mr. Meddaugh inquired about the parking requirements. 
 
Ms. Balke said the facility would be used to train staff and even though Michigan Virtual 
served K-12 students, the building would be servicing more adults than students versus a 
school that was used primarily by K-12 students that didn’t drive vehicles. 
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 Mr. Schweitzer inquired about the proposed seven foot wide sidewalk. 
 

Ms. Balke noted that staff had recommended that the interior sidewalks be seven foot 
wide in order to compensate for vehicles that overhang into the sidewalk. 

 
Todd Arend, Bergman Associates, and Paula Coulier, Michigan Virtual , provided the 
Commission with a brief description of the type of services Michigan Virtual offered and 
the fact that they were a non-profit 501(3c).  Ms. Coulier stated that they worked with 
educators primarily in middle and high schools to provide learning tools that students 
wouldn’t otherwise have access to. 
 
Mr. Arend inquired about the requirement for a seven foot sidewalk adjacent to the 
building. 
 
Mr. Bozek said staff also attempted to maintain a clear area of five feet.  A five foot wide 
sidewalk with a vehicle overhanging it reduce the navigable area makes and reduces 
accessibility for persons in wheelchairs. 
 
Mr. Arend noted that they made a connection to a walking path along the woods and that 
they wanted to expand out the westerly wing of the building in the future towards the 
walking path.  Mr. Arend also noted the roof extensions on the building to add 
architectural interest to the building. 
 

Mr. Bozek said staff would not have an issue with that maintaining the location of the 
walkway as illustrated. 
 
Mr. Arend inquired about stipulation #2 that no trees shall be removed from any setback 
area. 
 
Mr. Bozek noted that the applicant actually had two front setbacks and that the Zoning 
Ordinance required that the mature trees within these 50 foot setback areas must be 
preserved to the greatest extent possible. 
 
Motion by Laforet, seconded by Mudry, that the Delta Township Planning Commission 
approve the preliminary site plans for the proposed Michigan Virtual, an 
office/educational training facility, as illustrated on site plans prepared by KEBS, Inc., 
and dated on 4/20/18, subject to the following conditions: 

 
1. The applicant must meet all conditions of the Eaton County Road Commission 

 
2. The applicant must meet all conditions of the Eaton County Drain Commissioner. 

 
3. The applicant must meet all conditions of the Township Engineer. 

 
4. Sidewalks widths shall be increased to 7 feet where abutting parking spaces. 
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5. An interior five foot wide sidewalk/pedestrian way must be extended from the 
building through the parking lot to the public sidewalk along Municipal Way. 

 
Subject to the following stipulations: 

 
1. Final site plans shall have an accurate square footage of landscaping to determine 

compliance with the landscaping requirements within the Zoning Ordinance. Final 
Plans shall meet the Delta Township Zoning Ordinance requirements of at least 3,234 
square feet of landscaped area, not including buffer zones or greenbelts. 

 
2. No trees shall be removed from any setback area. 

 
3. Applicant shall provide township staff with a formal letter of approval from the 

property owners of 826 Municipal Way acknowledging support for the alternate 
access point connecting the two properties. 

 
4. The applicant shall execute a municipal utility agreement and landscape/sidewalk 

surety agreement with the Township. 
 
5. All conditions and stipulations shall be met prior to the Zoning Administrator 

approving the final site plan. 
 
Voice vote.  Carried 6-0. 
 

XI PLANNING DIRECTOR COMMENTS 
 

Mr. Bozek reviewed the cases that would be coming before the Commission.  He noted 
that the Zoning Board of Appeals reviewed variance requests by the Township for the 
canoe launches on Old River Trail and Willow Highway and the fact that a lot of citizen 
concerns were expressed in regards to the canoe launch along Willow Highway.  Mr. 
Bozek noted that staff had recommended that residents request a meeting with the 
Township Manager on this matter.  Mr. Bozek also reviewed cases that received approval 
from the Township Board, and that the CIP Committee would begin meeting in June. 
 

XII PLANNING COMMISSIONER COMMENTS 
 

XIII ADJOURNMENT 
 

Chairperson Meddaugh adjourned the meeting at 7:44 p.m. 
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