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Public Input 

A Public Workshop was held on March 15, 2011 for the Mt. Pleasant Micropolitan Non-motorized 
Transportation Plan.  Thirty-five people attended.  During the public workshop, participants were given the 
opportunity to give input.  There was an exercise that focused on the project goals and objectives.  The 
participants were also encouraged to mark additional information the on the maps. 

The following pages document the input that was collected during the workshop.  
1. Goals and Objectives Exercise 

• Purpose of Plan and Community Vision 

• Goal 1: Provide better non-motorized connectivity 

• Goal 2: Institute changes that lead to a bicycle and pedestrian friendly community 

• Goal 3: Improve bicycle and pedestrian safety 

• Goal 4: Advance community health 

2. Mt. Pleasant Micropolitan Area Map Exercise 

• Feedback Map 

• Notes 

3. Isabella County Map Exercise 

• Feedback Map 

• Notes 
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Goals and Objectives Exercise 

Each participant was given a Draft Goals and Objectives Input worksheet and was asked review and note 
if they agreed, agreed but with modifications or disagreed with the goals and objectives. Participants were 
also encouraged to include any additions, modification or strong objections they had regarding any of the 
draft goals and objective.  Documented below is a list of all of the responses.  
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 Mt. Pleasant Micropolitan Area Map Exercise 

As a group, participants were asked to think about the non-motorized routes that they currently use or 
would like to use to get to destinations in the Mt. Pleasant area. Participants were asked to evaluate the 
provided potential routes and note directly on the large map any changes or concerns they had with the 
routes.  The following maps document the input. 

Mt. Pleasant Micropolitan Area Feedback 

 
Please note that alternatives presented in the exercise do not include all potential routes.  

The numbered boxes on the map correspond to the numbed notes on the following page. 
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Notes: 

1. A lot of bikes and runners use E. Broomfield Road between S. Crawford Road and S. Lincoln 
Road 

2. Washington & Main will only work if you implement traffic calming 

3. Concerns with Maple Street – narrow, 2 Lanes of parking, and student housing – it may be 
difficult to remove parking 

4. On-street parking is used on S. Crapo and E. Preston Road near the High School during events 
and games 

5. Trails are not a priority to shopping centers 

6. N. Harris Street north of Pickard St is a pretty ride but it is lacking a good paved shoulder to ride 
on  

7. S. Lincoln Road is a great road, but it is dangerous, there are lots of dead critters in the road and 
river turtles 

8. E. Broomfield between S. Whiteville Road and S. Lincoln Road have an good existing shoulder 

9. On-street parking is used on Sweeney Street near Horizon Park during soccer and softball 
season 

10. E. Broomfield Road and E. Bluegrass Road have a high concentration of students with no 
existing sidewalks or bike paths 

11. CMU’s plan is to construct bike lanes on E. Campus Dr 

12. The potential bridge across the river that is proposed near Veits Wood may be difficult to 
construct 

13. Angled parking on E. Broadway Street between Mission and Main is difficult for bikers 

14. Keep in mind that US-127 was recently (2 years ago) connected to Isabella Rd and that it will be 
built up more in the future so good friendly pedestrian access can be in place that will work with 
future development  

15. Remove potential bike route from  Red Bridge Road, it is a private road. 

16. Concern about narrowing roads include snowplows in winter, drivers don’t like to be to close to 
each other on slippery roads and the lines are not always visible 

17. In the summer, lanes are extremely difficult to see on wet pavement because Mt. Pleasant 
doesn’t use reflective lane markings 

  



9 
 

Isabella County Map Exercise 

As a group, participants were asked to think about the non-motorized routes that currently use or would 
like to use to key destinations in the county. Participants were asked to evaluate the provided potential 
routes and note directly on the large map any changes or concerns they had with the routes.  The 
following map documents the input. 

Isabella County Feedback 

 
Please note that alternatives presented in the exercise do not include all potential routes. 

The numbered boxes on the map correspond to the numbed notes on the following page. 
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Notes 

1. Henrrick recreation area has tent camping 

2. Pave Isabella Road north of E. Rosebush Road instead of building path along Mission Street 

3. E. Baseline Rd between Mission Rd and S. Littlefield is a nice ride and recently was paved and has a 
3’ paved shoulder on both sides 

4. Coldwater Lake Family Park has a campground with trailers and tents and it is heavily used 

5. Blanchard is a cute town to visit by bike, but W. Blanchard Road is dangerous (narrow, speeding, 
visibility when sun in eyes) it needs a paved shoulder 

6. W. Deerfield between S.Winn Rd and S. Whiteville Road has a lot of bike traffic from people traveling 
to the parks 

7. Make route to Deerfield Park legal 


