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PROJECT INTENT

This feasibility study will determine a safe and efficient non-motorized connection between four large
regional parks: Brighton Recreation Area, Huron Meadows Metropark, Island Lake Recreation Area, and
Kensington Metropark.

-
=
=
h
rr
3
ﬁ
——
d
-]
(—
| —
| —
3
| —
(—
—

These four parks sit in relatively close proximity from west to east, yet there is no non-motorized route linking
them. Brighton Recreation Area and Huron Meadows Metropark have no connection despite being less than
two miles apart. Island Lake Recreation Area and Kensington Metropark have an existing pathway connection,
however they are separated from Huron Meadows Metropark and Brighton State Recreation Area by US-23.
This project will identify the most effective and safe route to establish a non-motorized transportation network
between all four parks.

An additional state park (Mike Levine Lakelands Trail) lies to the south, outside of the study area. Connections
to Lakelands Trail were not a focus of this study, however this report does explore the potential for a connection
from the four subject parks to the Lakelands Trail in an effort to see if any specific routes could provide the
additiional benefit of Lakelands Trail access.

The western terminus of the study area is the end of the existing paved pathway along Bauer Road that is a hike/
bike trail within Brighton Recreation Area. This pathway is an established connection to downtown Brighton.

The eastern end point of the study area is the existing trailhead at the southeast edge of the retail parking lot
within the Green Oak Village Place shopping center. This trailhead provides access to an existing non-motorized
pathway route through Island Lake Recreation and connecting to Kensington Park.

| BriGHTON | BPAQT - 1 | ISLAND LAKE
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Each preliminary route was evaluated according to how well it satisfies a set CATEGORIES
of planning criteria that is important to establishing connections between

: : : 1. Residential A ibility (15 point
Brighton Recreation Area, Island Lake Recreation Area and the Metropark esidential Accessibility (1> points)
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system. A 100-point scoring rubric was formulated, based on the categories 2. Safety (10 points)
listed, each category was weighted to account for a maximum of 10, 15 or 20 3. Scenic Quality (10 points)
points. The “Residential Accessibility”, “Property Acquisition” and “Feasibility 4. Viability of Long Term Maintenance (10 points)
.Of Development categorlgs were welghted more heavily due to their critical 5. Feasibility of Development (20 points)
importance to the feasibility of the project.
6. Property Acquisition Feasibility (20 points)
The scores for each category were tabulated to develop a composite score 7. Regional Park Connectivity (15 points)
for each route. The scoring system provides an empirical data rating for each
segment of trail based on the results of site analysis, stakeholder input and
professional judgement.
ROUTE NUMBER
—DESCRIPTION
——ROUTE HIGHLIGHTS ——CATEGORY ——CATEGORY SCORE —T0TAL SCORE
PROPERTY
RESIDENTIAL SAFETY SCENIE QUALITY VIRBILITY OF LONG  FEASIBILITY OF ACOUISITION REGIONAL PARK
ROUTE NYJMBER ROUTE|DESCRIPTION ACCESSIBILITY (10 PTS) (10 PTS) TERM MAINTENANCE ~ DEVELOPMENT FEAIBILITY CONNECTIVITY TOTAL
(15 PTS) (10 PTS) (20 PTS) (13 PTS)
J d (20 PTS)
Route 1 Along Ore Creek J 15 8 8 9 1 20 15 J
Wetlands along Ore Creek would require more boardwalk, a more isolated route, maintenance would be by state park, lots of hills and trees, more expensive to 86

Notes  ild




. Residential Accessibility

A measure of both population density and demographic diversity.
1 = low residential density near the trail

15 = easy access to high residential density areas

. Safety

A comparative measure of route safety in terms of interaction with vehicular
traffic as well as public visibility of the trail section.

1 = significant safety concerns — potentially unsafe

10 = limited safety concerns — very safe

. Scenic Quality

A comparative measure of visual quality along the route as well as diversity
of landscape character. Both attractive scenery and landscape diversity are
desirable.

1 = poor scenic quality

10 = attractive scenery with diversity

. Viability of Long-Term Maintenance

A measure of potential long-term maintenance cost liabilities. Facilities such
as boardwalks have a higher long-term maintenance cost than a paved
pathway. Additional amenities such as fences, railings, retaining walls,
bollards, etc. pose a potential for increasing long-term maintenance costs.

1 = significant maintenance costs

10 = minimal maintenance costs

. Feasibility of Development

A measure of the ease of development in terms of technical challenges
of the land. Obstacles to development may include steep slopes, natural
features such as wetlands, floodplains, streams or rivers, railroads or high
traffic roads.

1 = abundant obstacles

20 = minimal obstacles

. Property Acquisition Feasibility

A measure of the quantity of easements or land acquisition that may be
required for development of the trail. The most significant obstacle to
implementation is property ownership. Easement acquisition for trails on
private property is often difficult and can be an insurmountable obstacle to
development.

1 = abundant obstacles

20 = minimal obstacles

. Regional Park Connectivity

A measure of the amount of time and effort it would take to travel from one
regional park to the next, as well as a measure of the number of connections
to existing amenities within the parks.

1 = long distance traveled between parks

15 = shortest distance between parks
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Bauer Rd

[ Route 1: Heads south down Bauer Road, then turning southwest through the nature
area of the park, crossing Ore Creek and following it southeast until Maltby Road.

I Route 2: An off road path parallel to Bauer Road.

B Existing Route

Zone Key Map

Hamburg Rd

Brighton State
Recreation Area

Maltby Rd

=z

Hamburg Rd

RESIDENTIAL SAFETY SCENIC QUALITY VIABILITY OF LONG TERM ~ FEASIBILITYOF ~ PROPERTY ACQUISITION ~ REGIDNAL PARK
ROUTE NUMBER ROUTE DESCRIPTION ACCESSIBILITY (10 PTS) (10 PTE) MAINTENANCE DEVELOPMENT FEASIBILITY CONNECTIVITY TOTAL
(15 PT8) (10 PTS) (20 PTS) (20 PTS) (15 PT8)
~ Routel Along Ore Creek 15 8 8 9 11 20 15
Notes Wetlands along Ore Creek require additional boardwalk, isolated route, maintenance be by state park, beautiful views but expensive to build.
_ Paved trail along Bauer Road 15 10 8 7 16 20 15
Notes Boardwalk over wetland areas along the road, maintenance by state park system




Maltby Rd

I Route 1: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby
Road, then turning south onto Welle Road until it ends, turning southwest onto Hammel Road. The path would enter
Huron Meadows Metropark off of Hammel Road heading north and meeting up with the Cedar Trace Trail. The path
continues north around the golf course and exits Huron Meadows Metropark on Maltby Road south of the Scranton
Middle School entrance. The pathway continues down Maltby Road until the bridge crossing at US-23.

Huron

Meadows

Metropark

Route 2

B Route 2: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby Road
until the crossing at US-23, with a pathway connection heading south into Huron Meadows Metropark. The pathway
will follow the northern property line, heading south along the east property line, then turning west into the park
behind the exisitng maintenance building, continuing parallel to the existing maintenance drive. The connection would
then follow the existing road south until the terminis at the Sunset Ridge Trailhead.

Hamburg Rd

R
Rickett Rd

B Route 3: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby Road,
then turning south onto Welle Road until it ends, turning southwest onto Hammel Road. The path would enter Huron
Meadows Metropark off of Hammel Road and following the existing entrance road to the Sunset Ridge trailhead.

There would also be a connection from Hammel Road turning north onto Rickett Road and east on Maltby to the US-
23 bridge crossing.

Route 4: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area, turning south onto Hamburg Road and following Hamburg
Road until Winans Lake Road. The pathway will continue southeast on Winans Lake Road, then turn north into Huron
Meadows Metropark. The route exits onto Rickett Road, turning south until Winans Lake Road, then heading east until
turning north on Whitmore Lake Road.

Note: Additional Routes on page 13.
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PROPERTY

RESIDENTIAL VIABILITY OF LONG  FEASIBILITY OF ACOUISITION

ROUTE NUMBER ROUTE DESCRIPTION ACCESSIBILITY g:]\FIETTSY] SEH[‘]IS PI]%I;\]HTY TERM MAINTENANCE  DEVELOPMENT FEASIBILITY CONNECTIVITY TOTAL
(15 PTS) (10 PTS) (20 PTS) (20 PTS) (15PTS)

Hammel Rd to Cedar Trace
- Trail around Golf Course 15 8 9 9 10 3 12

Metropark opposed to impeding golf course, ortion of the trail is isolated, some wetland along Hammel Rd., ROW on Hammel Rd/property acquisition will be
extremely difficult. Would require removing large beautiful trees on Hammel Rd.

Maltby Rd with out and back
- within Metropark property 15 9 5 9 18 17 15

Notes Least attractive route along Maltby, but picks up the most houses, most efficient and direct route,.

REGIONAL PARK

Notes

Rickett Rd to Hammel Rd 8 9 8 8 15 2 12

Property acquisition on Hammel Rd will be extremely difficult, adds additional distance to trail going all the way to main entrance. Would require removing

Notes large beautiful trees on Hammel Rd.
Hamburg Rd to
Route 4 Winans Lake Rd 13 8 8 7 14 3 6
Part of the trail is isolated, longest route will make it the most expensive to build and hardest to maintain, requires a bridge over the river and a wetland 59
Notes crossing, ROW on Hamburg and Winans Lake is not wide enough for 10’ path and on road biking is not safe. Route does not access the main amenities of park

and is not a direct connection.




Hamburg Rd

Hamburg Rd

rde

Rickett Rd

Maltby Rd Route 5

Meadows
Metropark

Rickett Rd

Lee '?0'

[ Route 5: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby Road
until the crossing at US-23, with an additional out and back connection going south on Rickett Road and turning
northwest onto Hammel Rd. The pathway enters the park on the northside of the road and follows the existing park
accessway, terminating at the Sunset Ridge Trailhead.

é\/

I Route 6: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby Road
until the crossing at US-23, with an additional out and back connection into Huron Meadows. The path would head
south across from Scranton Middle School, staying along the west property line, then following the existing road and
terminating at the Sunset Ridge Trailhead.

Fieldcres

[ Route 7: The route leaves Brighton State Recreation Area heading east onto Bauer and continuing onto Maltby Road,
then turing south onto Welle Road until it ends, turning southwest onto Hammel Road. The pathway will turn south
into Huron Meadows Metropark, following the existing Moraine Fen rustic trail, with a bridge crossing over the Huron
River where a new trail would be developed within the park. The route exits onto Rickett Road, turning south until
Winans Lake Road, then heading east until turning north on Whitmore Lake Road.

Us-3 Whitmore Lake Rd
Fieldcrest Rd

Zone Key Map

=z

\

. Lake Rd Route 7 E

Winans Lake Rd

ROUTE NUMBER

Notes

Notes

Notes

WO oo ey WBLTVOFLOG  FESBUTY O AEE?ITSE#HN REGIONAL PARK
WEDERPTON SR o TRMANTEINCE OREIOPMENT O CMEMY O
(5 TS (10 TS 0P (5 TS
0P
Rickett Rd to Hammel Rd 15 9 3 9 17 17 12

out and back
Property acquisition on Hammel Rd will be extremely difficult, adds additional distance to trail going all the way to main entrance. Accesses subdivisions right
next to the park that have no pedestrian access.
Maltby Rd with out and back
across from Scranton

Least attractive route along Maltby, but picks up the most houses, most efficient and direct route, provides an entrance right across from a school. Property
acquisition across from the school would be necessary and difficult to obtain.

15 9 5 9 17 12 12

Hammel Rd through Huron

Meadows to Winans Lake Rd 12 8 10 7 14 3 6

Accesses scenic/rustic side of park which would be beautiful but far from main amenities. Part of the trail is isolated. Longest route will make it the most
expensive to build and hardest to maintain, requires a bridge over the river and a wetland crossing. Not an efficient connection between parks.




I Route 1: The route crosses US-23 with a new pedestrian bridge. The new bridge will end
on the existing Fieldcrest Drive paved pathway, then head north and east to meet with
the existing Island Lake Trail Connector.

Grand River Ave e
Grand Rive' A

Whitmore Lake Rd/Old |

[ Route 2: The route heads east on Winans Lake Road, turning north onto Whitmore
Lake Road. Next, the pathway turns east onto Silver Lake Road with a sidewalk crossing
i under the US-23 overpass, picking up the existing trail heading north on Fieldcrest

(o)
% Lee Rg 0183 Drive. The pathway will continue to head north and east to meet up with the existing
° Island Lake Trail Connector.
S Island Lake State
Route 1 \ Recreation Area Route 3: The route turns north onto Rickett Road, turning east onto Lee Road, through
T r the three roundabouts and meeting up with the existing route at Green Oak Mall.
I I Existing Route
% § Note: Additional Routes on page 15.
]
g § . Zone Key Map
k]
@
(]
K7
2
Sy,
r\ Silver Lake Rd T%_
| PROPERTY
Route 2 RESIDENTIAL SAFETY SCENIC QUALTY VIABILITY OF LONG  FEASIBILITY OF ACOUISITION REGIONAL PARK
Yinens take R ROUTE NUMBER ROUTE DESCRIPTION ACCESSIBILITY (0pTS) (0pTS) TERM MAINTENANCE ~ DEVELOPMENT FEASIBILITY CONNECTIVITY TOTAL
(15 PTS) (10 PTS) (20 PTS) (20 PTS] (15 PTS)
DRSS sridge over us-23 15 10 9 8 14 20 15
Notes Most direct and efficient link between parks. Safest route with least amount of road crossings
I Route2 |  sidewalk under US-23 12 8 8 10 18 20 4
Notes Safe route however not a direct or efficient link between parks.
| Route3 | RickettRd to Lee Rd 9 1 5 9 10 16 11

Notes Crosses three roundabouts, two expressway entrance ramps and mall entrances, which create several safety issues.




B Route 4: The route turns north on Whitmore Lake Road, then heads west down Grand River Drive until
Academy Drive. Follows Academy Drive south through the subdivision until the Neighborhood Trail

Grand River Ave Connector into Island Lake Recreation Area.

Grand Rive¥ PY®

[ Route 5: The route turns north on Whitmore Lake Road, then heads west down Grand River Drive until

Whitmore Lake Rd /|

%¢ Qol,t Superior Drive. Follows Superior Drive, turning west onto Kenrich Drive until it connects with Fonda Lake
’6? 6 Drive. The path continues south down Fonda Lake Road until Island Lake Drive.
Lee Rd B Route 6: The route turns north on Whitmore Lake Road, then heads west down Grand River Drive until Island
¢ Ry Lake State Recreation Area. Passes through the north part of Island Lake until Island Lake Drive.
Maltby Rd : \ r Island Lake State .a/
é § Recreation Area /,
/
< 7’
Wdssg r Zone Key Map {
\\ | | e L -
¢ N \ I : :
\
No east-west | - )
access between \-7
Maltby and
Winans Lake
Road because Mogabe
of wetlands g
and private o 3
subdivisions. K7
S Y PROPERTY
RESIDENTIAL SAFETY SCENIC QUALTY VIABILITY OF LONG  FEASIBILITY OF ACOUISITION REGIONAL PARK
ROUTE NUMBER ROUTE DESCRIPTION ACCESSIBILITY (0PTS) (0pTS) TERM MAINTENANCE  DEVELOPMENT FEASIBILITY CONNECTIVITY TOTAL
(13 PTS) (10 PTS) (20 PTS) (20 TS) (15 PTS)

Whitmore Lake Rd to Grand
Notes Crosses several commercial driveways, which affects safety, requires a double bridge crossing, property acquisition is difficult in subdivisions, route adds
additional mileage, which results in a more expensive route with more infrastructure to maintain.

i k
Winans Lake Rd Whitmore Lake Rd to Grand 14 3 4 7 5 2 5
River to Academy Rd

Notes Crosses several commercial driveways, which affects safety, requires a double bridge crossing, property acquisition is difficult in subdivisions, route adds
additional mileage, which results in a more expensive route with more infrastructure to maintain.

Whitmore Lake Rd to Grand
River to Academy Rd 14 3 8 / > 18 >
Notes Crosses several commercial driveways, which affects safety, requires a double bridge crossing, route adds additional mileage, which results in a more expensive
route with more infrastructure to maintain. Passes through endangered snake habitat within ILRA.




SELECTED ROUTE

Based on the scoring rubric, Zone A Route 2, Zone B Route 2, and Zone

C Route 1 achieved the highest rating. This combination of routes offers
an off-road pathway that runs north/south along Bauer Road and east/
west along Maltby Road where a proposed pedestrian bridge over US-23
will provide a connection to the existing pathway along Fieldcrest Drive. It
includes a spur down the east side of Huron Meadows Metropark, entering
the park behind the maintenance buildings and terminating near the
Sunset Ridge trailhead.

This intuitive route includes only one change in direction and achieves the
goal of providing a safe and efficient non-motorized connection between
Brighton Recreation Area (BRA), Huron Meadows Metropark, Island Lake
Recreation Area (ILRA), and Kensington Metropark.

All 54 possible segment combinations evaluated had strong merit in
multiple scoring categories. The distinguishing factors of the selected
route, however, are the feasibility of development, property acquisition
feasibility, and efficiency of connecting all four parks. It also provides
the most efficient and cost effective access to Lakelands Trail via future
pathways (as seen in Appendix IV). Route options that access the
undeveloped south end of Huron Meadows Metropark added up to 7.7
miles of pathway, making these routes less efficient overall. While distance
was not the singular determining factor, it negatively impacted the other
scoring metrics by increasing impact on natural features and reducing
property acquisition feasibility.

Highlights of the selected route include:
 Two scenic crossings of South Ore Creek
« A connection to Scranton Middle School
* Views of Dibrova Lake
» Direct access from five neighborhoods
« A connection into the north end of Huron Meadows Metropark
« Pedestrian access to Huron Meadows from the City of Brighton
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August 12, 2021
Wetlands

] Estuarine and Marine Deepwater

]

Estuarine and Marine Wetland

BRIGHTON STATE
RECREATION AREA

|:| Freshwater Emergent Wetland
. Freshwater Forested/Shrub Wetland
% Freshwater Pond

"HURON MEADDWS
METROPARK

(m

B Lake
|:| Other

§ Riverine

“[SLAND LAKE
RECREATION AREA

Green Oak Tw;tﬁ

This map is for general reference only. The US Fish and Wildlife
Service is not responsible for the accuracy or currentness of the
base data shown on this map. All wetlands related data should
be used in accordance with the layer metadata found on the
Wetlands Mapper web site.

National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)
This page was produced by the NWI mapper
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Hﬂ“ﬂpﬂﬂﬂmﬁﬂﬁpmn Pﬁ]}mﬁ?ﬂ“”mm The goal of this project is to provide a safe and
efficient non-moterized connection between
. ' four large regional parks. Multiple variations of
three general routes were evaluated. The survey
is seeking input on the Central Route as that
alternative scored significantly higher than the
North and South Routes.

linoLiy e
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3. What do you DISLIKE about Central Route?

1. It is important to provide a trail connection between these four parks.

Strangly Somewhal Neilher Somewhat Strongly
D ,-'kgr.:_\f_: D ,a"x_r__||t--_:_- D Agree al Di&a-.}r:”: D DI‘.’n’JI_.;‘-_‘"&'

5 -
Disagree

2. What do you LIKE about the Central Route?

4. What would you CHANGE about the Central Route?

5. Would you use the Central Route? Select all that apply.

Yes, for Yes, for Yes, for Yes, for.. (please specify below)
D Walking D Riding a D Running D
bicycla '

6. Tell us anything else you feel is important:

7. Provide your email if you would like to be notified of project updates:

Continue on Back...
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APPENDIX Il - PUBLIC INPUT PHOTOS
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METROPARK T0 STATE PARK CONNECTOR WOULD YOU USE THE CENTRAL ROUTE? IT15 IMPORTANT T0 PROVIDE A TRAIL CONNECTION
PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT P BETWEEH THESE FOUR PARKS
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o 1]
4 28 1000+ D Al e U ABOUT % NEARLY 57%
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WHAT DO YOU DISLIKE WHAT WOULD YOU CHANGE TELL US ANYTHING ELSE
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o Route inte Huron Meadows

m Expressway Roundabouts

TOP 12 ANSWERS TOP 12 ANSWERS

(B) More Nenmotorized Routes

a Thank You

©) connect 1o Lakelands Trail

D raved Traits

TOP. 12 ANSWERS
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To provide an additional regional connection, we analyzed a route to
Lakelands Trail shown as the orange line on the map.

|SLAND LAKE STATE

RECREATION AREA LEGEND

3.85 Mile Pathway from Sunset Ridge with 300-350" Span
Bridge over the Huron River & Wetlands

0.65 Mile Pathway with 315" Span Bridge over US-23 with
Center Pier

m = m=m 165 MileFuture Connection to Lakelands Trail

_" R g IR T A B

T

ORE LAKE

| S 408 _ mmm—= Existing Lakelands Trail
HURON MEADOWS | P\t H{E\?(EEN i
METROPARK | &

Distance from Huron Meadows Metropark (Sunset Ridge activity area)
to Lakelands Trail:

» Starting at Sunset Ridge heading north through Huron Meadows
Metropark to Maltby Road, crossing the US-23 bridge to
Fieldcrest = 6.1 miles
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« From Sunset Ridge heading south through Huron Meadows
Metropark to the Silver Lake Road/Whitmore Lake Road
intersection then heading south along Whitmre Lake Road =
6.3 miles

SUMMARY

The connection to Lakelands Trail via the US-23 Bridge Route to
Fieldcrest to Whitmore Lake Road route is slightly shorter than the
route through Huron Meadows Metropark.

LAKEEANDS TRAIL
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ORE LAKE

HURON MEADDWS
METROPARK
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|SLAND LAKE STATE
RECREATION AREA

-
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e

Ll bmdepdiyes

LEGEND

Pathway from Sunset Ridge with 300-350" Span Bridge over
the Huron River & Wetlands ($4,378,000)

Pathway with 315’ Span Bridge over US-23 with Center Pier
($2,067,000)

m = m Fyture Connection to Lakelands Trail ($1,001,880)

mmmmmmms - Existing Lakelands Trail

SUMMARY

The connection to Lakelands Trail via the US-23 Bridge Route to
Fieldcrest to Whitmore Lake Road route is less than half the cost of
the route through Huron Meadows Metropark.

*Estimated costs were derived by using average cost per lineal foot for similar pathway projects in
southeast Michigan.
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