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ADDITIONAL SUPPLEMENTAL DOCUMENTS: 

The following documents are not specific to Springboro but are provided as a reference guide for 
continued development of bicycle and pedestrian improvements. 
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WEB SURVEY RESULTS 
 

A web survey was available for two weeks in July, 2012 for the public to provide 
input on the City of Springboro Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan.  213 people began the 
survey and 180 completed the entire survey.   

The survey begins by collecting general information about the survey respondents 
to help gauge the survey sample.  It then asks questions regarding existing and 
future non-motorized travel.  The last part of the survey asks for opinions on 
specific pedestrian and bicycle improvements as well as what you hope the plan 
will accomplish.  

The following pages document the results of the survey.  
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2A. WHERE DO YOU LIVE? 
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2B. WHERE DO YOU WORK? 
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DOCUMENTATION OF INPUT 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Public Input 
A Public Visioning Workshop was held on August 7, 2012 from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM for the City 
of Springboro Bicycle & Pedestrian Plan. Thirty-five people were counted in attendance and 
Thirty-one people signed in.  During the public workshop, participants were given the 
opportunity to give input through a variety of individual and group exercises.  The workshop 
began with an overview of best practices and web survey results and then a role playing 
exercise was conducted to get people to look at non-motorized transportation from the 
perspective of someone else. Following the role playing exercise there were a number of 
different exercises that focused on project goals and objectives, corridor improvements, 
neighborhood connector routes and regional trail connections.  

The following pages document the input that was collected during the workshop.  

 Goals and Objectives Exercise 

 Priority Corridor Evaluation Exercise 

 Neighborhood Connector Routes and Pathways Exercise 

 Regional Trail Connections Exercise 

 Comment Cards 
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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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PRIORITY CORRIDOR’S EVALUATION EXERCISE 

Based on feedback from the web survey priority corridors were identified. Those corridors and 
are shown on the map below. 
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As a group, participants were asked to discuss the potential improvements for each of the 
corridors and then individually select the improvements that they would like to see along each 
corridor. The following matrix documents the number of votes for the desired facility 
improvement in each corridor. 

 

There was a comment to add a shared lane marking to SR 741/S. Main Street in the Historic 
District and to Lower Springboro Road and W Mill Street west of SR 741.  

Overall, the majority of respondents would like to see sidewalks and bike lanes on many of 
these corridors with mid-block crossing improvements.  A parallel neighborhood connector 
route was desired on SR 741 through downtown, Lytle-Five Points Road and W Mill St/Lower 
Springboro Road.   
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NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTORS AND PATHWAYS MAP EXERCISE 

As a group, participants were asked to think about the neighborhood connector routes and 
pathways that they currently use or would like to use to get to destinations in Springboro. 
Participants were asked to evaluate the provided potential routes, pathways and road crossings 
and note directly on the large map any changes or concerns they had with the routes.  The 
following maps document the input. 

The following map identifies potential recommendations that the participants AGREED with.

 

Agree With: 

 Like the proposed road crossing improvement at 741 and McCray needed (x 2) 

 Like the proposed sidewalks on Lytle-Five Points (x 2) 
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 Like the potential pathway through the South Tech Business Park between Pennyroyal 
Road and Austin Road (x 2) 

 Like the proposed pathway at the northeast parcel of Clearcreek-Franklin Road at SR 73 
(x 2) 

 Like to proposed path through Springboro Business Park connecting Clearcreek Park to 
Pioneer (x 2) 

 Like all the proposed road crossings on Lytle-Five Points (x 2) 

 Like the neighborhood connections on future roadways identified in Settlers Walk, 
maybe build temporary gravel paths here (x 2) 

 Like the conceptual pathway through Agricultural land south of Gardner Park (x 2) 

 Like the proposed bike route on East St in the Downtown 

 Like proposed sidewalk on north side of SR 73 between Clearcreek-Franklin Road and 
Springwood Dr 

 Like regional bike route on Lower Springboro Road to the East 

 The proposed bike lane on Yankee Rd would be helpful 

 Like the proposed road crossing improvement at 741 and Parker Drive 

 Like the proposed Bike Lane on Pennyroyal Road 

 Like the path along the Clear Creek under I-75 to the Great Miami River Trail 

 Like the potential pathway connection through the school campus connecting to the 
Heatherwoode Subdivision 

  



   

B11 
 

The following map identifies potential recommendations that the participants DISAGREED with.

 

Disagree With: 

 Do not like the regional bike route on Pennyroyal Road to the Great Miami River Trail, 
use Wood to Crain instead 

 Traffic does not warrant bike lane on Sharts Road or Pioneer Blvd 

 No not like the proposed bike lane and sidewalk on Shartz Rd 
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The following map identifies SUGGESTIONS from the participants. 

 

Suggestions: 

 Suggested connection trail connection between Victory Lane and W Factory  (x 2)  

 Suggested pathway on Miamisburg Springboro Road to go all the way to Great Miami River Trail  

 Suggested trail along creek through E. Milo Beck Park connecting to the school campus  

 Suggested trail along the creek that runs north/south on the west side of 741  

 Suggested off road trail through Sycamore Hills Country Club 

 Suggested crossing improvement at Factory Road and Myers Creek Lane 

 Suggested pathway between Westminster Way and Village Park Blvd to avoid Pennyroyal Road 
and to get to the parks 
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 Suggested separated path between Factory Road and Clearcreek Park along the north side of 
Lower Springboro Road 

 Suggested path along the creek through the Heatherwoode Golf Course 

 Suggested path along the south boundary of town connecting schools to Red Lion-Five Points 
Road 

 Suggested bike path into E Milo Beck Park 

 Suggested connection between Clearsprings Drive and Stone Brook Ct 

 Suggested bike route on W Factory Rd 

 Suggested Bike Lane on Red-Lion Point Road from Lower Springboro to Reed Rd 
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The following map identifies OTHER COMMENTS from the participants. 

 

Other Comments: 
 At Village Park Shopping Center there is land for trails included in approved plat 

 There is a signal at northern entrance to the school campus 

 Need a way for neighborhoods on the Northeast side of town near Lytle-Five Points and Yankee 
Rd to get to the Marketplace and Downtown 

 Need signage along Lower Springboro Road to the East 

 Improve connections to Five Points Elementary 

 Prefer the neighborhood route on Westminster Way and Queensgate Road to Pennyroyal Road 

 Crains Run is not a bad road to ride on 

 Sidewalk does not exist on south side of Lytle-Five Points Road just to the west of Yankee Rd 
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REGIONAL TRAIL CONNECTIONS EXERCISE 

The Regional Trail Connections Map displays some of the more obvious connection to the near-
by regional trails. Participants were asked to determine which route they though was the most 
appropriate way to get to the near-by regional trails and identify some of the current issues 
with those routes. 

Regional Trail Connection Alternatives 

 

The responses are documented below. 
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COMMENT CARDS 

Participants were given the opportunity to share any additional information regarding the 
project on comment cards.  The comments are posted below. 
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DOCUMENTATION OF INPUT 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Public Input 
A Preliminary Plan Open House was held on September 18, 2012 with two identical sessions 
held from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM for the City of Springboro Bicycle 
& Pedestrian Plan. The total attendance for both sessions was twenty-five people.  Each session 
began with a short presentation of the preliminary plan recommendations.  Following the 
presentation, station were set-up around the room where participants could provide feedback 
and agree or disagree with other participant’s comments to help build a consensus.  
Prioritization worksheets were provided to each participant as well to rank the 
recommendations in order of priority. 

The following pages document the input that was collected during the workshop.  

 Prioritization Exercises 

 Priority Corridors 

 Regional Trail Connections 

 Neighborhood Greenways 

 Network Map 

 Comment Cards 
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PRIORITIZATION EXERCISE 1 

A prioritization worksheet was provided to each participant and they were asked to how they 
would allocate $100 between the Priority Corridors, Neighborhood Greenway System, Regional 
Connections and Polities & Programs.  Then within each of the four categories they were asked 
to rate how important they felt each item was. The following is a summary of the input. 

Priority Corridors: 

$ 45 Total Dollar Allocation for Category Prioritization  

  High Medium Low 

 Bike Lanes 16 Votes 4 Votes 1 Vote 

 Complete Sidewalk Gaps 10 Votes 7 Votes 4 Votes 

 Additional and Safer Road Crossings 5 Votes 12 Votes 4 Votes 

Comments: 

 Bike Lanes and Sidewalks Everywhere 

 To Get to Five Points Elementary 

Neighborhood Greenway: 

$ 19 Total Dollar Allocation for Category Prioritization  

  High Medium Low 

 Rain Gardens 4 Votes 5 Votes 12 Vote 

 Art Installations 0 Votes 4 Votes 17 Votes 

 Benches 2 Votes 7 Votes 12 Votes 

 Interpretive Signs 3 Votes 8 Votes 10 Vote 

 Community Vegetable Gardens 1 Votes 5 Votes 15 Votes 

 Ornamental Gardens 0 Votes 2 Votes 19 Votes 

 Wayfinding Signage 9 Votes 9 Votes 3 Vote 

 Traffic Calming (bump outs, mini traffic circles) 10 Votes 9 Votes 2 Votes 

 Active Transportation Hubs 4 Votes 10 Votes 7 Votes 

Comments: 

 Rain Gardens are Beautiful! 
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Regional Connections: 

$ 25 Total Dollar Allocation for Category Prioritization  

  High Medium Low 

 Mapped Routes 7 Votes 3 Votes 5 Vote 

 Wayfinding Signs 8 Votes 7 Votes 5 Votes 

 Paved Shoulders 10 Votes 7 Votes 3 Votes 

 Off-Road Trails 12 Votes 6 Votes 2 Vote 

Comments: 

 Making route currently frequented (like Lower Springboro Safer) 

Policies & Programs: 

$  11 Total Dollar Allocation for Category Prioritization  

  High Medium Low 

 Anti-theft Programs 2 Votes 4 Votes 14 Vote 

 Distribute Bicycle Law Enforcement Guide 5 Votes 4 Votes 11 Votes 

 Community Education of New Bicycle Facilities 
and Locations 

5 Votes 5 Votes 10 Votes 

 Establish Maintenance Contact Information 
Program, such as stickers with a hotline number 
or web address placed at signalized road 
crossings and other locations around town  

1 Votes 4 Votes 15 Vote 

 Off-Road Trail Amenities, such as benches, 
drinking fountains, lighting, bicycle parking, 
wayfinding signs and maps 

4 Votes 13 Votes 3 Votes 

 Bicycle Safety Programs 6 Votes 11 Votes 3 Votes 

 Motorists Education Programs 8 Votes 7 Votes 5 Vote 

 Bicycle Map 9 Votes 9 Votes 2 Votes 

 Walking Map 8 Votes 9 Votes 3 Votes 

Comments: 

 Maps &  online guides are all you need if people are interested they will find them 

 Tie in the regional mapping 

 I feel motorists need to be informed about signage, rules of the road (both pedestrian 
and sharing of the roadways with cyclists and pedestrians 
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PRIORITIZATION EXERCISE 2 

A prioritization worksheet was provided to each participant and they were asked to rank the 
Priority Corridor Recommendations and the Regional Trail Connection Recommendations in 
order of priority. They were then asked if they believed the City should financially support the 
Regional Trail Connections outside the city limit.  The following is a summary of the input. The 
table lists the recommendations in order of priority. 
 

Rank in Order of Priority 
(1 highest) 

Priority Corridor Recommendation 

1 Lytle-Five Points between SR 741 and Yankee 

2 SR 73 from Clearcreek-Franklin to SR 741 

3 SR 741 from Austin Road to Lytle-Five Points 

4 SR 741 from SR 73 to Mill St (Downtown) 

5 SR 741 from Mill St to School Campus 

6 SR 741 from Lytle-Five Points to SR 73 

7 SR 73 from Clearcreek-Franklin to I-75 

 

Rank in Order of Priority 
(1 highest) 

Regional Trail Connections 

1 Route B – Along Clearcreek to Great Miami River Trail 

2 Route A – Paralleling Crain’s Run to the Great Miami River Trail 

3 Route C – Utilizing Utility Corridor out to Little Miami Scenic Trail 

4 Route D – Lower Springboro Road to the Little Miami Scenic Trail 

 

Should the City Financially Support the Regional Trail Connections Outside the City Limit? 

Agree Disagree Not Sure 

18 Votes 1 Votes 1 Votes 

 

Additionally, comment sheets were provided at each station where participants were asked to 
provide specific comments regarding that stations recommendations. Participants were then 
asked to “Agree” or “Disagree” with other people comments to help built a consensus.  

In order of priority, the following pages give an overview of the recommendations and 
summarize the input for each station.  
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Lytle-Five Points between SR 741 and Yankee Road 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

1 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Add crossing improvement at Whispering Woods 0 0 

 Great idea to add walk access here 1 0 

 What about mid-block between Tanglewood and 
Innsbrook rather than at Roads? 

1 0 

 Great idea for residents of NE Springboro to get 
connected to shopping center on SR 741 

1 0 

 Really Need Sidewalks finished (Highest Priority) 1 0 

 Crossing at Country Club Lane needed (lack of 
visibility) 

0 0 

 Would like sidewalks finished from Yankee to SR 
741 – our family could bike to DLM and Graeters! 

1 0 

1 

3 

2 
6 
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SR 73 from Clearcreek-Franklin Road to SR 741 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

2 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Add connection to North Park 1 0 

 Great Idea 1 0 

 Buy this and make it a park 1 0 

 Buy this one too 0 0 

 Really needs the sidewalk between Springwood 
and Clearcreek 

0 0 

1 
3 

4 

5 
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SR 741 from Austin Blvd to Lytle-Five Points Road 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

3 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

a. Prioritize development of this segment, it connects 
to employers where residents work 

5 0 

b. Finish marking road up to Austin 1 0 

1 

2 
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SR 741 from SR 73 to Mill Street (Downtown) 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

4 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

a. Like the addition of bike markings 0 0 

b. Raised intersections are an excellent idea, return 
the downtown from cars to pedestrians 

0 0 
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SR 741 from Mill St to School Campus 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

5 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

a. Great idea for crossing at schools 4 0 

b. Already have police during main events 0 0 

c. Get Police to patrol at start/end of school to 
assist/protect peds/cycling students 

0 0 

1 
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SR 741 from SR 73 to Lytle-Five Points 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

6 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Add crossing signal/light to go to McCray and 
then south 

0 0 

 Add bike block to avoid get in high speed lane for a 
long distance 

1 0 

1 

2 
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SR 73 from Clearcreek-Franklin Road to I-75 

 

Overall Priority Rank (1 highest, 7 lowest):  

7 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Pioneer too narrow for a shared lane marking 0 1 

 Pioneer needs a bike lane, only priority area on this 
map 

1 0 

 

  

1 

2 
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Regional Connection – Route A 

 

Route A proposes a signed or mapped bike route transitioning to a sidepath as funds become 
available. This route is identified as the Rivers Corridors Trail (MOT-9) in the MVRPC 2008 
Miami Valley Comprehensive Local-Regional Bikeway Plan. 

 

Priority Rank of Regional Connections (1 highest, 4 lowest): 

1 

 

*Although there were no written comments, representatives of Miami Township provided a 

map with a planned bike route that connects Austin Blvd to the Great Miami River Trail. The 
route is an off-road trail that Parallels Crain’s Run to the north. 

  

1 

2 
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Regional Connection – Route B 

 

Route B proposes an off-road trail along Clear Creek shown as WAR-3 in the MVRPC 2008 
Miami Valley Comprehensive Local-Regional Bikeway Plan. In the near-term, 4th street would 
be used as a temporary mapped or signed bike route until an off-road trail can be built. 

 

Priority Rank of Regional Connections (1 highest, 4 lowest):  

2 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Route B will negotiate the flood plane at Clear 
Creek 

0 0 

 Establishing this connection couth help river 
conservation as a secondary benefit and much of 
the land is already partially owned and contains 
schools and parks 

0 0 

 Join the two parks should be a priority 0 0 

3 2 
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Regional Connection – Route C 

 

Route C proposes an off-road trail that follows the Utility Corridor to Oak Grove Park, and then 
the route becomes a signed or mapped bike route following Social Row Road, Ferry Road, Co. 
Hwy. 49 and North Road, with the potential to add a paved shoulder to the on-road routes. This 
route closely follows the Rivers Corridor Trial (MOT-9) identified in the MVRPC 2008 Miami 
Valley Comprehensive Local-Regional Bikeway Plan. However, the route is moved a half block to 
the south between Yankee Road and Oak Grove Park to follow the Utility Corridor. 

 

Priority Rank of Regional Connections (1 highest, 4 lowest): 

3 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

□ Don’t do utility corridor – Austin Rd path 
continuation to east is in planning 

0 1 

 

Regional Connection – Route D 

1 



   

C16 
 

 

Route D proposes a signed or mapped bike route along Lower Springboro Road as shown in the 
MVRPC 2008 Miami Valley Comprehensive Local-Regional Bikeway Plan. 

 

Priority Rank of Regional Connections (1 highest, 4 lowest): 

4 

 

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

□ Patricia Allyn Park is a better resource than I 
knew until 2 weeks ago – I biked out Lower 
Springboro Road to RT 48 – need a connection 
from Lowers Springboro. 

1 0 

  

1 
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Neighborhood Greenways 

  

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

 Don’t see the purpose – path to nowhere 1 1 

 This is a good way to use the roads! 0 1 

 This spur would open up a lot of access 0 1 

 Locate Active Transportation Hub in Park 0 0 

1 

3 

4 
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Network Map 

  

Participants Comments: 
Number of 
Participants that 
AGREED 

Number of 
Participants that 
DISAGREED 

□ Difficult for cars now to cross Main Street due 
to visibility 

1 0 

□ Like lane from parks to Franklin 1 0 

□ 8’ Existing Path 0 0 

□ Planned Pathway around Lake 0 0 

3 

4 
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COMMENT CARDS 

Participants were given the opportunity to share any additional information regarding the 

project on comment cards.  The comments are posted below. 

□ Cyclist’s education is a priority and must accompany infrastructure.  The advantage of a 

Regional Safe Routes to School, Safe Kids Coalition, and Park Programs.  Tie in with 

encouragement activities. 

□ Add more about enforcement. 

□ A way to trigger lights for bicycles. 
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LIST OF FIGURES  

The following maps provide a general summary of the existing conditions in the City of 
Springboro. 

GENERAL CONDITIONS:  

 Existing Non-motorized Facilities 

 Regional Connections 

 Slope 

 Existing Land Use 

 Population Density 

 Employment Centers 

 Block Size Analysis 

 Existing Road Cross Section 

 Speed Limit 

 Average Daily Traffic Volumes 

 Potential Future Roadways 

PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS:  

 Pedestrian Crash Locations 

 Existing Sidewalk Level of Service 

 Neighborhood Sidewalk Coverage 

 Sidewalk Connectivity 

 Crosswalk Spacing 

 Existing Pedestrian Activity 

 Potential Pedestrian Activity     

BICYCLE CONDITIONS:  

 Bicycle Crash Locations 

 Existing On-Road Bike Facilities 

 Existing Off-Road Trails and Pathways 

 Existing Bicycle Activity 

 Potential Bicycle Activity 

 Existing Regional Bicycle Activity 

 Potential Regional Bicycle Activity 

 Potential Bike Lane Opportunities 
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GENERAL CONDITIONS: 
The City of Springboro, Ohio is located in both Montgomery County and Warren County and is 
among the fastest growing cities in Ohio.  The I-75 expressway runs along the west boundary of 
the city, providing a short drive to the cities of Dayton and Cincinnati.   
 
The City consist of a historic downtown, with numerous commercial developments along SR 741 
and SR 73 and business and industrial areas on the north and west side of the city.  Most of the 
remaining land has been developed into residential neighborhoods with a few areas of 
agriculture still in use. 
 
In general, bicycle and pedestrian travel outside of neighborhood streets generally follows the 
primary road system with limited sidewalks and paved shoulders. Opportunities to cross the 
primary roads are limited with poor bicycle and pedestrian connectivity between neighborhoods 
that are located on opposite sides of the roadway.  Topography, streams and the artificial 
barriers of five-lane arterial roads tend to fragment the community from a non-motorized 
standpoint.  The result is a non-motorized environment that is generally not favorable to 
walking and bicycling for everyday transportation. 
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CITY OF SPRINGBORO OVERVIEW 

 

Located between Dayton and Cincinnati the City of Springboro is a fast growing community 
with 17,409 residents.  The community has consistently been recognized for its excellent school 
system, parks and historic district and in 2009 and 2011 CNN Money Magazine recognized 
Springboro as one of its 100 “Best Places to Live”. 
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EXISTING NON-MOTORIZED FACILITIES 

 

There are approximately 7 miles of on-road bicycle facilities, 2.5 miles of off-road trails and 
pathways and 14 miles of sidewalks along primary roads. 

Although there are some existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities, they are unconnected and do 
not provide a complete network. 
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REGIONAL CONNECTIONS 

 

Two regional trails are located near the City of Springboro.  The Great Miami River Trail is about 
4 miles to the west and the Little Miami Scenic Trail is about 9 miles to the east. 
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SLOPE 

 

Springboro’s elevation ranges from 693’ to 1,010’, a range of 317’.  This may not seem 
substantial, but there are some sections of primary roads such Lower Springboro that have 
slopes that can be challenging for bicyclists and pedestrians to climb.  One study has shown that 
utilitarian cyclists would travel 27% farther to avoid each 1% of additional upslope.   When 
steep slopes are combined with sharp turns such as on Sharts Road, the combination can be 
challenging for cyclists going downhill as well. 
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EXISTING LAND USE 

 

Springboro is a growing community with a unique mix of residential, commercial and 
agricultural land uses.  Different types of non-motorized facilities are appropriate for different 
types of landscapes. 
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POPULATION DENSITY 

 

As of the 2010 census, the City of Springboro population was 17,409.  Around 48% of the 
households have children under the age of 18 and about 34% of households have someone 
between the age of 25 and 44. 
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EMPLOYMENT CENTERS 

 

Most of the employment centers are along West Central Avenue and Main Street with a few 
major exceptions. 
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BLOCK SIZE ANALYSIS 

 

Block size is an excellent measurement of directness of travel and a key indicator in the level of 
pedestrian activity.  A block is defined as an area that a person cannot pass through.  These 
areas usually do not have any sidewalks, roadways or bike paths allowing access between two 
points.  One example is an expressway where you may have to go a mile or more out of your 
way just to get to the other side.  

The majority of the City of Springboro has blocks over 100 acres in size. This presents a 
challenging landscape for non-motorized transportation.  Connections between isolated areas 
will be important to improving the directness of travel throughout the community. 
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EXISTING ROAD CROSS SECTION 

 

The majority of the roads in the area are two lane roads.  The widest roads for the most part 
are bordered by commercial centers. 

Generally, roadways with numerous lanes present challenges when trying to get bicyclists and 
pedestrians across the roadway, especially where demand between commercial centers and 
neighborhoods exists on both sides of the road. 
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SPEED LIMIT 

 

Roadways with high speeds can reduce the comfort level for bicycles and pedestrians traveling 
along a road corridor, any may even discourage bicycle and pedestrian use all together.  Please 
note that on some roads actual running speeds may be higher.  
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AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES 

 

Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) is an estimate of traffic volumes. The volumes are based on 
total two-way traffic over a 24-hour period and may vary by season or day of the week.  The 
volumes are determined from a combination of actual traffic counts and modeling.  Volumes 
for S.R. 741 and S.R. 73 are actual counts from 2010.  Due to a lack of data the remaining roads 
are an estimate. 

 The gradations used generally reflect noticeable changes in the comfort level of bicyclists 
sharing a roadway with motorists, all other factors being equal. 
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POTENTIAL FUTURE ROADWAYS 

 

Identified above in red are the conceptual locations of potential future roadways.  These 
potential connections have been discussed and formally identified in the Cities of Springboro’s 
Mobility Master Plan 2001. 
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PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS: 
The City of Sprinboro has a partially complete sidewalk system along the major roadways, 
especially in areas outside of the downtown neighborhoods.  There are still significant gaps 
along roadways especially in the more rural parts of the city.  The quality of the pedestrian 
experience on these sidewalks varies greatly throughout the City.  Some sidewalks have little if 
any buffer such as a row of trees or parked cars, between the sidewalk and the roadway.  This 
lack of a barrier has been shown to have a significant adverse impact on the quality of the 
walking experience.  
 
Another major issue lies with cross-roadway accommodations.  There are significant stretches of 
the major thoroughfares that provide no means to cross the roadway safely.  There are also 
places where logical crossings are not accommodated.  Even where there are marked 
crosswalks, they are often inadequate. Many times the existing crossings are missing key safety 
features, making them difficult to cross, especially on high speed multi-lane roadways. 
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PEDESTRIAN CRASH LOCATIONS  

 

There were only 3 pedestrian crashes during the 5 year period (2006 – 2011) for the City of 
Springboro.  No fatalities were reported. 
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EXISTING SIDEWALK LEVEL OF SERVICE 

 

There are approximately 14 miles of existing sidewalks in the City of Springboro.  A key factor to 
a pedestrians comfort on a sidewalk is the degree of separation from the roadway.  Buffer 
(lawn extensions) and vertical elements such as trees and light poles increase the pedestrians 
comfort level. 
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NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK COVERAGE 

 

Most of the neighborhoods in the City of Springboro have a complete sidewalk system.  
However a few newer subdivisions have no sidewalks. 
  



   

D23 
 

SIDEWALK CONNECTIVITY 

 

This map gives an overview of the pedestrian mobility around town.  In some cases, there may 
be sidewalks within a subdivision but there are no ways to get to destinations outside of the 
subdivision as a pedestrian.  
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CROSSWALK SPACING 

 

Crosswalk spacing is a key factor in directness of travel.  Most pedestrian trips for personal 
business (like walking to the store) are about ½ mile long.  Where there is demand to cross the 
road and crosswalk spacing is over 1/8 of a mile apart, midblock crossings are likely to occur. 

It is important to note that although there may be an existing pedestrian crossing or signalized 
intersection, they do not always provide an easy and safe way to get across the street.  Many 
times additional improvements are need at those locations to make them accessible to 
everyone. 
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EXISTING PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, The Marketplace at Settlers Walks generates most of the current 
pedestrian activity. The YMCA, Historic Downtown Springboro, Springboro North Park, The 
Village Park Shopping Center and the Library also generate a large amount of pedestrian 
activity. 
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POTENTIAL PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, if a complete and safe non-motorized network was established the 
Austin Center, Gardner Park, Clearcreek Park, and E. Milo Beck Park would see the most growth 
by non-motorized users based on feedback from the online survey.   Many of the current area 
of high pedestrian activity such as The Marketplace at Settlers Walk, Springboro North Park, 
Village Park Shopping Center and YMCA would still be in high demand as well. 
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BICYCLE CONDITIONS: 
The approach to handling bicycles in the City of Springboro is inconsistent and incomplete.  
These are a few short segments of existing bike lanes and paved shoulders in the city but they 
do not connect or create a system.  The on-road facilities are not logical or convenient. 
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BICYCLE CRASH LOCATIONS  

 

There was only 1 bicycle crash during the 5 year period (2006 – 2011) for the City of Springboro.  
No fatalities were reported. 
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EXISTING ON-ROAD BIKE FACILITIES 

 

There are approximately 1.7 miles of bike lanes, 3 miles of paved shoulder (> 4’ wide), and 1/4 
miles of shared lane markings.  The existing network is inconsistent and do not connect to make 
a complete system. 
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EXISTING OFF-ROAD TRAILS AND PATHWAYS 

 

There are approximately 2.5 miles of existing trails and pathways in the City of Springboro.  
Some of the very short spurs of pathways between neighborhoods are important to improving 
the connectivity of the non-motorized network. 
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EXISTING BICYCLE ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, commercial centers along SR 741, Historic Downtown Springboro, 
Springboro North Park, YMCA and the Library generate most of the current bicycle activity.  
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POTENTIAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, if a complete and safe non-motorized network was established 
Austin Center, Springboro Pointe, Clearcreek Park, E. Milo Beck Park, and Gardner Park would 
see the most growth by non-motorized users based on feedback from the online survey.   Many 
of the current area of high pedestrian activity such as The Marketplace at Settlers Walk, 
Springboro North Park , and the Village Park Shopping Center would still be major generators as 
well. 
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EXISTING REGIONAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, the near-by trails and the communities of Franklin, Miamisburg, 
Waynesville and Centerville generate most of the current bicycle activity.  
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POTENTIAL REGIONAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY 

 

According the web survey, if a complete and safe non-motorized network was established there 
Little Miami River Trail, Great Miami Scenic Trail, and Patricia Allyn Park would see the most 
growth by non-motorized users based on feedback from the online survey.   
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POTENTIAL BIKE LANE OPPORTUNITIES 

 

There is potential to add bike lanes to a few of the 
primary roads in the near future just by restriping the 
roadway.   

Due to the existing road width, limited paved shoulder, 
steep elevation changes and turns and existing 
vegetation, many of the two-lane roads in the city will 
be difficult to add bike lanes to in the near-future. 


	CONTENTS
	WEB SURVEY RESULTS
	PUBLIC VISIONING WORKSHOP RESULTS
	LIST OF FIGURES
	GOALS AND OBJECTIVES EXERCISE
	PRIORITY CORRIDOR’S EVALUATION EXERCISE
	NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTORS AND PATHWAYS MAP EXERCISE
	REGIONAL TRAIL CONNECTIONS EXERCISE
	COMMENT CARDS

	PRELIMINARY PLAN OPEN HOUSE RESULTS
	LIST OF FIGURES
	PRIORITIZATION EXERCISE 1
	PRIORITIZATION EXERCISE 2
	COMMENT CARDS

	INVENTORY & ANALYSIS MAPS
	LIST OF FIGURES
	GENERAL CONDITIONS:
	CITY OF SPRINGBORO OVERVIEW
	EXISTING NON-MOTORIZED FACILITIES
	REGIONAL CONNECTIONS
	SLOPE
	EXISTING LAND USE
	POPULATION DENSITY
	EMPLOYMENT CENTERS
	BLOCK SIZE ANALYSIS
	EXISTING ROAD CROSS SECTION
	SPEED LIMIT
	AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC VOLUMES
	POTENTIAL FUTURE ROADWAYS

	PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS:
	PEDESTRIAN CRASH LOCATIONS
	EXISTING SIDEWALK LEVEL OF SERVICE
	NEIGHBORHOOD SIDEWALK COVERAGE
	SIDEWALK CONNECTIVITY
	CROSSWALK SPACING
	EXISTING PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY
	POTENTIAL PEDESTRIAN ACTIVITY

	BICYCLE CONDITIONS:
	BICYCLE CRASH LOCATIONS
	EXISTING ON-ROAD BIKE FACILITIES
	EXISTING OFF-ROAD TRAILS AND PATHWAYS
	EXISTING BICYCLE ACTIVITY
	POTENTIAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY
	EXISTING REGIONAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY
	POTENTIAL REGIONAL BICYCLE ACTIVITY
	POTENTIAL BIKE LANE OPPORTUNITIES





