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US 31/M-37 (Division St.) PEL  
Public Input Session 3 

 

 

Comment Form 

Name:______________________________________________________________________________________ 

Address:____________________________________________________________________________________ 

City:____________________ State:____  Zip Code:__________  E-Mail:________________________________ 

 

What do you think about the design alternatives presented at today’s open house? 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
 



Contact Info and Future Public Input Sessions 
US 31/M-37 (Division Street) PEL 

 

 

Contact Info 

Comments can be mailed or e-mailed to: 

Patty O’Donnell, MDOT Project Manager 

  MDOT Traverse City TSC 

2084 US-31 South, Ste. B 

Traverse City, MI  49685   

ODonnellP@michigan.gov 

  (231) 941-1986 office 

  (989) 614-4229 cell 

 

Web 

 

Comments can be submitted thru the project website: 

http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/ 

             select: Projects and Programs-- 

Studies-- 

Planning and Environmental Link (PEL) Studies  

 

or follow this web link: 

http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/0,4616,7-151-9621_11058---,00.html 

 

Social Media   

 

         Find us on Twitter @MDOT_Traverse 

 

Future Public Input Sessions 

 

Preferred Alternative -- Summer 2015 

mailto:ODonnellP@michigan.gov
http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/
http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/0,4616,7-151-9621_11058---,00.html


 

 

 

 

 

 

Completed Comment Forms 
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Media Coverage 
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MDOT to present options on Division Street 
redesign

By AARON SELBIG (/PEOPLE/AARON-SELBIG) 

Division Street in Traverse City has long 

been considered one of the most 

dangerous roadways in the area. State 

transportation planners are working on a 

fix for the street. After collecting input 

from the public last year, the Michigan 

Department of Transportation plans to 

unveil several alternatives next month.

Locals in Traverse City have been calling for a re-design of Division Street for 

years. More than 25,000 vehicles pass along the trunk highway every day, often 

competing with pedestrians and bicyclists trying to cross it. State transportation officials 

say more than 400 accidents have occurred on Division Street over the last five years 

and improving safety is the number one priority.

“We’ve been hearing that for a decade or more," said City Commissioner Gary Howe, 

who sits on a committee that has been getting updates on the project from MDOT.

Howe is an advocate for pedestrians and bicyclists in the city. He says Division Street 

has become a problem for everyone.

“Even if you’re driving, Division Street is the most dangerous street in Traverse City,” 

he said.

Patty O’Donnell is the state planner in charge of the project. She says the consultants 

working on the plans heard loud and clear that locals want Division Street to be 

accommodating for both drivers and pedestrians. O’Donnell says the street is being 

examined intersection by intersection.

“The consultants then will lay out chosen alternatives for the whole roadway, towards 

the preferred alternative,” said O'Donnell.

The preferred alternative will be the state’s final plan for Division Street. It could include 

any combination of new traffic lights, turning lanes, medians or even roundabouts. The 

final plan is still a ways off – it’s expected to be unveiled later this summer, after the 

next round of public comment.

(http://mediad.publicbroadcasting.net/p/wiaa/files/201504/division.street.JPG) 

In December, locals were invited to an open house 
to share their thoughts on a future redesign of 

Division Street.

Credit Aaron Selbig
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Grand Traverse County Road Commission

NOTICE OF DIVISION STREET OPEN HOUSE: Third US-31/M-37 
(Division Street) open house scheduled May 14 

WHAT: Members of the community are invited to participate in the third 
public open house session for the Planning and Environmental Linkages 
(PEL) process for the 1.2 miles of US-31/M-37 (Division Street) from 14th 
Street/Silver Lake Road to Grandview Parkway.

In partnership with the US-31/M-37 Division Street Local Advisory 
Committee, the project team has developed conceptual alternatives and 
potential improvements for the corridor and associated intersections. These 
alternatives and improvements will be available for review and comment. 
Other project data will also be provided for review, including traffic and 
crash data, a constraints map, the alternative comparison data, and the 
Purpose and Need statement. Residents will have the opportunity to 
provide comments on the proposed concepts.

WHO: Interested residents, business owners, commuters

WHEN: Thursday, May 14, 2015, 4-7 p.m.

WHERE: Traverse City Governmental Center, Second Floor Training 
Room, 400 Boardman Ave., Traverse City

Special accommodations: 231-941-1986 

BACKGROUND: The Division Street PEL process is a collaborative and 
integrated approach to select future transportation improvements and 
includes: 

- Engaging the community, stakeholders, and resource agencies.
- Considering environmental, community and economic goals early in the 
process.
- Using the information, analysis and products that already have been and 
will be developed during the process to inform the environmental review 
process.
- Developing a purpose and need.
- Creating alternatives for the corridor that will have the least impact on the 
historic, cultural, environmental, and residential areas.
- Looking at the feasibility of each alternative, working toward the preferred 
alternative, and what fits the road and the community.

Download MDOT's Mi Drive traffic information app: www.michigan.gov/drive

April 30 at 5:56am · Edited · 

MDOT Drive Redirect
MICHIGAN.GOV

Like · Comment · Share

Kim Rappleyea Schropp, Crampton John, Brian Wolf and 2 others like this.

1 share

Email or Phone Password

Log In

Forgot your password?Keep me logged in
Sign Up
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US-31/M-37 (Division Street) PEL  
Public Input Session 4 Summary  
 
Meeting Details 
 

 
Date of Meeting: August 19th, 2015 

 
Location: Kirkbride Hall 

The Village at Grand Traverse Commons 
700 Cottageview Drive, Suite 200 
Traverse City, MI 49684 

 
Time: 4:00 p.m.-7:00 p.m. 
 Presentations at 4:00, 5:00, and 6:00  

 
Total # of Meeting 
Attendees: 161 attended  

 

Communication 
 
 

Postcards 
Approximately 935 postcards with information about the purpose and location of the meeting were 
mailed to all of those on the mailing list.  The mailing list was comprised of addresses located within 
three blocks of Division Street, addresses compiled from project meeting sign-in sheets, and addresses 
from project comment sheets.  The postcard is below.   
 
Press Release 
The Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) issued a press release discussing the project and 
the meeting.  The press release is included in the back of this summary.  
 
Flyer 
There was a flyer provided via email to the local advisory committee (LAC) to distribute to their 
respective groups. The flyer is located at the back of this summary. 
 
Variable Message Sign 
MDOT placed a variable message sign near the 11th street intersection of Division Street to advertise the 
meeting in hopes of attracting commuters.  The sign was a success as a handful of meeting attendees 
indicated they attended do to the variable message sign.  A photo of the variable message sign is below. 

 
 
Email 
Email notices were sent out to all the commenters’ throughout the project that provided email addresses.  
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

Open House Format 
 
 

The Public Input Session was conducted using an open-house format that included three 15 minute 
presentations to introduce the preferred design alternatives at the top of every hour. The team members 
fielded questions and guided visitors through exhibits after each presentation. 

 
Upon arrival, attendees were asked to sign the meeting register (attached) and were given a general 
comment form (attached). Attendees were encouraged to fill out and submit the comment forms and/or 
speak to a Study Team member concerning any questions they had about the project.  All of the comments 
received before, during, and after public input session #4 are attached at the end of this summary. 

 
In addition to the brief presentations and discussion with Study Team members, the public was given the 
opportunity to learn about the project through large exhibit boards.  There were four boards on display 
repeated from the first three public input sessions and the five new boards which displayed the 
recommended design alternatives options.   

 



 

What We Heard 
 

During Public Input Session #4 the public was asked to provide feedback on the preferred design 
alternatives for the Division Street corridor and associated intersections. Generally, the feedback included 
concerns towards the use of roundabouts and the public’s ability to utilize them safely, as well as the 
pedestrians crossing at the roundabout during peak times. Such as “I am VERY strongly in favor of the 
modern roundabouts due to increased traffic flow, less sever accidents, and greatly improved pedestrian 
and biker safety at crossings”, compared to “Definitely no roundabouts – they are too confusing especially 
with heavy traffic.” 
Another concern expressed by many was the expansion of the roadway near the Elks Club at Grandview 
Parkway. Specifically “Elks appear to have lost the drop off. Many elderly people use the drop off, especially 
in winter”.  
The intersection at 11th was also a main concern of many residents. There was a landslide of opinions 
leaning towards the notion of restricting traffic, for example “How about a must turn left or right at light on 
11th with no through traffic allowed.”  
Although many comments received had multiple suggestions, most were in support of the team’s efforts 
and ideas for the preferred alternatives.  

 
Exhibit Boards 
 

      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Exhibit Boards 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Exhibit Boards 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Meeting Photos 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Media Coverage  
Local news organizations covered the meeting both before and after with news articles, and are listed below and 
attached. 

• MDOT – Press Release  

• City Of Traverse City – August 6, 2015 

• The Record Eagle – August 6, 2015 

• The Ticker News – August 7, 2015 

• The Record Eagle – August 19, 2015 

• 9&10 News – August 19, 2015 

• Up North Live - TV 7&4  – August 19, 2015 

 

  
  
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 

Attachments 
 
 

Press Release  
Flyer 

Meeting Register  
Blank Comment Form 

Completed Comment Forms 
Media Coverage 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Press Release 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 

Fourth US-31/M-37 (Division Street) Open House  
Scheduled August 19, 2015 
 
Contact: James Lake, MDOT Office of Communications, 
LakeJ1@michigan.gov 
989-732-3832, ext. 343 
Agency: Transportation 

 

 
WHAT: 
Members of the community are invited to participate in the fourth public input session for the 
Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) process for the 1.2 miles of US-31/M-37 (Division 
Street) in Traverse City, from 14th Street/Silver Lake Road to Grandview Parkway. 
 
In conjunction with the Local Advisory Committee, the project team has developed recommended 
design alternative options and potential improvements throughout the corridor and associated 
intersections. There will be several brief presentations throughout the evening to discuss these 
alternatives. Residents will have the opportunity to speak with members of the project team and 
provide comment during the meeting.  

 
WHO: 
Interested residents, business owners, commuters 

 

 
WHEN: 
Wednesday August 19, 2015 
4 - 7 p.m. 

 

 
WHERE: 
Kirkbride Hall 
The Village at Grand Traverse 
Commons 
700 Cottageview Drive, Suite 200 
Traverse City, MI 49684 

Special accommodations: 231-941-1986 

BACKGROUND: 
The Division Street PEL process is a collaborative and integrated approach to select future 

mailto:LakeJ1@michigan.gov


transportation improvements and includes: 
 
- Engaging the community, stakeholders, and resource agencies. 
- Considering environmental, community and economic goals early in the process. 
- Using the information, analysis and products that already have been and will be developed 

during the process to inform the environmental review process. 
- Developing a purpose and need. 
- Creating alternatives for the corridor that will have the least impact on historic, cultural, 

environmental, and residential areas. 
- Looking at the feasibility of each alternative, working towards a preferred alternative and what 

fits the road and the community. 
 

Roadway Work Zone Safety - We're All in This Together 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Flyer 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 

Wednesday August 19, 2015 
4:00 PM – 7:00 PM 

Kirkbride Hall 
The Village at Grand Traverse Commons 

700 Cottageview Drive, Suite 200 
Traverse City, MI 49684 

Kirkbride Hall is ADA accessible. 
 

 
US-31/ M-37 Division Street 

Planning and Environmental Linkages (PEL) 
Public Input Session 4 

 

 
 
The Local Advisory Committee invites you 
to attend the Fourth public input session. 

 
Recommended design alternative options 

and potential improvements throughout the 
corridor will be presented and on display. 

 
This will be an open house format 

with a brief overview presentation at 
4:00 pm, 5:00 pm, and 6:00 pm 

 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Meeting Register 
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By providing the following contact information you acknowledge your participation in this public meeting and assist MOOT in notifying you of future 
meetings on this project/topic. It will be kept separate from demographic information collected on Form 5400 -Title VI Public Involvement Survey. 
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Comments can be mailed or e-mailed to: 

Patty O’Donnell, MDOT Project Manager 

MDOT Traverse City TSC 

2084 US-31 South, Ste. B 

Traverse City, MI  49685 

ODonnellP@michigan.gov 

(231) 941-1986 office 

(989) 614-4229 cell 

 

Comments can be submitted thru the project website: 

http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/ 

Select: 

Projects and Programs --> Studies--> Planning and Environmental Link (PEL) Studies 

Or follow this web link: 

http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/0,4616,7-151-9621_11058---,00.html 

Find us on Twitter @MDOT_Traverse 
 

 

http://www.michigan.gov/mdot/
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Sub,ject: 

"Jeanine Easterday" <jeasterday@traversecitymi.gov> 
Wednesday, August 19, 2015 2:50 PM 
<plbacbmanl@gmail.com> 
Flyer (l).pdf 
Re: Proposed 'roundabout' at Division & the Parkway 
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Thank you for your comments. They are very timely since I was planning to attend the public meeting being held 
tonight at Kirkbride Hall at the Village at Grand Traverse Commons. I will seek out answers to your questions and 
concerns tonight. I have also attached the flyer should you or others wish to attend. 

--~---~·- . --

r<on Wed, Aug 19, 2015 at 2:39 PM, <plbadunau l \l«gmail.wm> wrote: f / 
Dear Ms. Easterday, ) '---tf 

' - ~ Many of us at the Elks Lodge# 323 were very distressed and shocked when we saw the proposed drawings for the 
proposed 'roundabout' for the intersection of the Parkway & M-31/37 in Traverse City. 
The Elks Lodge and its' members have been very viable & responsible members of the community since the early 
1920's and have maintained this marvelous building & beautifully landscaped property for many, many years. The 
environmental impact of placing a 'roundabout' at this intersection would greatly harm the wonderful entrance 
into the heart of Traverse City! The large, well established Maple trees, the lovely landscaping, and the gorgeous 
Blue Spruce evergreen tree have been an icon which has welcomed visitors to Traverse City for decades. The trees, 
already home to many birds, & small animals provide a buffer to the building and public areas & patio for shade, 
comfort, and beauty. They also provide a process referred to as 'photoremediation,' which was mentioned in late 
June in the TICKER/Business News. Since the BRA is th inking of planting a multitude of trees, why not leave these 
well-established trees where they are? 

This proposed 'roundabout' would also cut off much of the side lot, which was recently installed with a new city 
sidewalk- connecting it to the Bay area. The proposed plan would butt right up next to the already existing patio of 
the Elks Lodge, again taking out any shade or beautiful landscaping- & replace it with cement. What kind of an 
entrance to Traverse City do you want to portray? Beauty or more cement? 

The accessible entrance and circle drive in front of the Elks Lodge# 323 would also be removed, plus all of the 
parking for members in the front of the Lodge. Many times, I have assisted elderly members with their entrance in 
the front of the Lodge, as their drivers could drive up under the portico & easily drop them off for a lunch or 
evening with friends. To loose this accessibility would greatly diminish the lovely atmosphere and accessibility to 
the Lodge. 

Several of us have worthwhile suggestions for an alternative plan. I do not know when the other three meetings of 
MOOT were, but certainly hope they will listen to others who were not able to attend those meetings. 

Our ideas: 
1. If necessary, make M-31 wider by one more lane - going to the WEST, instead of East into the Elks Lodge 
landscaping. The building which is on Bay Street, just south of the Parkway is EMPTY. To what purpose is it sitting 
there? The planners could use this land and the Dog Park land to widen the streets, and make a two lane right turn 
onto Grandview Parkway, going East, & a two lane turn lane onto Grandview Parkway, going West. 
The intersection at the Bay could be moved North a bit to accommodate these lanes. 
2. The Dog Park could be moved to an area near the Botanical Gardens - a great space for dogs to run & play! It 
could also be equipped with objects; such as concrete tubes, blocks, tent structures, & an obstacle course to jump 
through & play on! 

8/19/2015 
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3. Another idea is to move the intersection NORTH & do away with the bathroom at the beach. A lovely bathroom 
could be built on either side of the proposed intersection! 

I certainly hope you and the others on the Planning Commission will listen to the many citizens who are VERY 
concerned about these proposals. 
Thank you for your time, 

Priscilla L. Bachman 
Spousal Member of Elks Lodge# 323 
4824 E. Red Oaks Drive 
Traverse City, Ml 49685 

231.946.4313 Home 
231.633.1890 Mobile 

Jeanine Easterday 
Traverse City Commission 
231-947-0047 

8/19/2015 
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\ 1 ~ . t - -~ rr. ~ 

Address: . , ;,_,' ~ -~ }, \JLrSOr---' 

City: \c_ State:\/Y\ Zip Code: L{ q&'~ ~ E-Mail: _______ _ 

Comments: ( 1 1 t 
±k)._ SJ-AY2-t\f }C\e:Dlf\\) 

1 ftYLC ~ ~I DtcLA LD~ ~ b 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name ~ 1z~ 
Address: -----------------------
City: ·rt, 

Comments: 

C/J<J <l/-k~ J_ 7~ {('{//( Wck·i-~ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: 1;-: Cu ' lie-~ f 
Add 

6 ctc; ~· SZ·o'n J G :fv' c: t( A~ ress: _____________ t _____________ _ 

City:-/-r11ft::::.tY'fX2. ~A; Statef'/Z:Zip Code : if% )JrJ~Mail: _________ _ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name=~~-1~L"--~-r~~~~R__~o~~-~--~F;_a_·~-d~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

City: & r ~'- cu ,......,,_ State:H \ Zip Code: ~!Ji&~ t E-Mail : cl Sr-• ro SS@ d n-.tt'• } • COH · 

Comments: 

J>o ~+•ev ,...-o ~ s (..U"-. I k ... s O r 

'· 

' "' l 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: L.o < J I 5· C-C,lJ 13 dJ/..! 

Address: 1q3 N . 5' , Lo /./,J <f L AK IV 

City: -,: (L State:_ Zip Code: t/11PS 5 E-Mail: l ~ ue CV @. ~L . Co,.,.., 

Comments: 

PA /2J<w A L( 1 N 1 £ R. s & c: T1 o tv . ~ 

ft/\/{) .. L Ii. c r r ii /L)V l--A A) Es 'w T" 5 ,, 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: ~ \ t\ b ~ t F N ~ fl 
Address: ~ 0 s a ·{6 A"( \(\ b K t;t L tJ 
City:\JJ ( LL I AH 5 G I) JLCstate: .!1l Zip Code: Lt q b °to E-Mail: ~ n ei' % Q ¥\ @ yq_~ r.9 () r c (/~

Comments: 

A=: (\ p r {Z..._Ec ( A-7 E: Tf+ c f;r;(~ ,A/ J'/ v r:.;_· f () i5 LI c_ If\) f.J f/ I c 

:L= A M "" C f....._'j ~ rflo N L.. Y lN f:-A V f1 •~ (} C ft f J E f<JJ 

R 0 v l'i c A e tJ l/ /J IJ v r;; 'tO I rJ c ll 06- ~ e tit.A- PF-[ c {::"' f_d\r) 

LES.l° .,SG\Jc;rl.-E' AccrveNyS'. t (JIZ_fC-A-fLY lrtl'f2.J:l'v'GJ 

f'. E 0 6 s '( p._ ( ,<(--/\} t {] lf! __ J~~ & J .4 F G TY @ e 12._o ,f' S' //V c s I 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: -r? C W'=L -t , R&111a-d ~ 
Address: /J__ / & 5p.r CJ Ce Gf: 
City: 7AJv'&Fft!/ CdJ state: J:U_ Zip code: 1}6fJ+ E-Mail _______ _ 

Comments: 

~~ly .~ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: ~/;/////-{_ 
Address: .? 0.. JB(J K 

City: c;;VZ'liu21) 

Comments: 

~th~cCo~i,;;t-

State: ML Zip Code: $1 '} (, :S 7 E-Mail:. __________ _ 

, (/ ~v I 

W/ Jk w4T /'d~~ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: c~( <:~-11 rt£---: N tdi G r ~ 
Address: l/--dl:, 5/}L S f-
City T 'L State ill Zip Code Lf 1bf f E-Mail c[ 11 t chv [<, 1 ::iL e rr)~ I 

( 

Comments: 

.I rft VeY 

I • ' , 

'1 \ c-W ( 1 { \ _L . l u 
Q '...£Al, · 0 t1 © \ C\- \ l . ,0- 4_..,\ t · 
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Contact Information 

Name: I k.,1}1 I' hr..u (J)t~v~ 
, [) -· jf\ ,.I > 

Address: .1 I. J \[°'..> ·~ { 

City:/7l() Jl/]1(~' )171,_ State/0._l_ZipCode:tf1j ... 7 3 E-Mail:_A--?A-1.!>ro: --r>rd '"' ,0'r;r/A; , .~ IYJ. 
'. I r 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: .2 W:"Y) .&o N 

Address: bo 9 \;-v ELEl/~£ 

Cityo ~:>'.'ii m-.; , , StateolY\ J Zip Codeo =t 968 Y E-Mailo±~c»£v oNSll ~/a boo, c om 

Comments: 

No --r-'hv,C\ ~ff;(', E:f\.st e,....~ VVE)s+ ON E.Lf- v €1'4.fh .Si-

At 0 l v I s } 0 /tJ 

No ON~ 
' 

£)\ V1$/QLY. 

R)jh\ /;.,a_," 0N~; Wes± 1ov.~ f:.Lf vBN"i:h A=\ G1 v1s1ofo< 

l.t.£± ~J~ ~\)~=h 'T\.(l1v E&si b04<N~ £LEY£J'Vf!\ Af 
;{)\v'IStON. 

..,.......,...-
) 1?..e E f, c J/'( 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

L) (' , f' (' . • _, 
Name: ~-rv1 c vnJ <.1. · • .'; 0 1 1 

Address: I #-Di 0 .5 , LL- I-<. (2. '~5 e 

City: (ravi:..rs--c: C;~ State:l!L_ZipCode:')'9.G.K"i E-Mail: l<.J.!.(;3p(; a.Grt\4.'L. <Ian>\ 

Comments: 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: 58--' H'\~S .SHn~ NO<:~ 

Address: 4t 0 ':f-~h S\Tutt\-

--:'r1 f\., ,c·C\c.,, 1' ''\lC\\ A.•rcA 1 City:,..t•t.)'"'\.\1...:.-l(,~ cl·\ StateY_1 _ZipCode:~11..u,r;r1 E-Mail: l'\\U..S\.OY'lr--N:SCA~';""~v'ld\fY'\t-)\1.... 
1tt..S':I 

Comments: 

'-/es ON 1'-fC ~~ QoO,flCf.\801.\\-

~-\(. ~t'TI-\- L-\(Dt\ ·\ (\'\ 111!L (~$ Lt.~() f!S /12Jt~Q.'-. HE' 'fl0/t-J6 /;;f1~1' 

f-\A~ '\\J '\D.e.r--! - ~ '\hr..c~~ 'v\ ~~ Fn{.; 1-n J 1L21 ~£Ur~-r:-

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: __ l ___ A'4.........______~ __ T_d_R.J.l_8_~------------
Address: Cf ct5 t{lJBl>~ (4tlLS {)t ~ 
City7l?Jtff;/l5'E: efD'state: 111 t Zip Code: 'f q (, ~ b E-Mail: c.a.+11 ~ clia.rt~ I ttef 

Comments: J 

(j) }JO Rou.JCJABocrr-s · klor C,oo!J f:='Ue 
OU~ 611' Pr~ o DU I< ~ F~ c_ 

{j) LEA4c £LJ~ ~ CLuB It LolJ ~ 

GJ &>J-J.t;H A-R>our- ·• rfDoo'' P£DE:::.TR.JIM) CRD.s $. -

D llER.5 -ro 4 r f3fl:"j /JAJ/J ltLR.oss Pl 1) l .:5,J DV SiT-.. 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: xf&i!:r r j)~k_ HllJ-hAtJ-4 
Address: qogz J-. J ~~ k / I 

City: re. StatM__L_ Zip Codel/-.f6~5 E-Mail: s3'1./)SMM U CY't:Y( r&J,j1114.cj tLtm(._ 

Comments: 

YVL Mg.-+~ ~ 

,) 

7~ ~ id~ '7vl/{(f,,: ~ ~ ~ 
~.d a.. th! F~ /~. 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name ·. --, r--_r ,,..,-._ Ji~\ I ',\ i --l'-.-"'· \ 1 - , • ) .. 

Address:_._
1 
_________ ~·-"°'l_~-'--------------

City:_ ....... _J _, (. ____ State:_ZipCode: ~~t6~.£ E-Mail: _________ _ 

Comments: 

\-!' '-· i ~~ \J . .si_ 1, LCA VI"'-< t1'tQ. i ""vi, lj b ~ L ef T T·Lf~NJ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: '[}!_,__ f 1 ~ U} ttg: /_7 er 
Address: do~ tu. It -q S--C-
City--;{/}:{i!.6"5· e (.; . ty State/1'i7 Zip Code: ~~ail: 

Comments: 

a t= The. I II r-er<; e<- t I Z/f'1 of I I ·-q? c.(lld 

-r- / . h- ~ 11
1
1 I ,{ r. ·+-- 1 .. ~ e .67 _ ·.,. ·- 0 c: ) o ,/1 o « J , ct /"'e.> , _ _ "':) • , , c. c q 1 - 1 \ / / ~ 1c)11 

s h c? cl / cf 6 e I'"' I 4 I) c . t l.( f' f~ tJ I) ( )f 
0 

_J 
/\/ 

t= _..., 

lt/ t:= 
--= i> 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact ln~ation 

Name 1<+ Ce 'l 
Address:;; 111 6 W' = e S f-
City: I _ State:_ZipCode: E-Mail: Y fl./\ Cf?r' Vl,1(£fi111cq'J, {tJu---

Comments: ....._ 

I. ~Ve ~ fttivud.txh~ aJt l'[fe +-]1 v ( 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: /V[ie,YJ ~T' fb:J c b v-J-

Address: tb() 5" w I s~4_,i,v(.e'-

c ~(_,,..,,, )11 ( d I J GJ (.,' ytf I / -< ,,,./~ I c W1e ~ ~_:;f'~ltV'. I ,. rutf 
ity: I - State: _t"''l_ Zip Co e: I ' - L E-Mai :._o_CJ.-"-"'_f'LJ'l_; _______ K._ 

Comments: 

s-~ F CY\~ .pre rYI \,\,) ' ' ;\ho 
,..,,. Ii~ 

' 'v· 's' -J - ~ \, ,on.a\<(-..l ~ • . . 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name' 1$.eUEC >-'.±: CuJLbe,,--l 
Address: /--::S 2 I . (er--r4-. Ref 
City: {(__ State: - Zip Code:V/ ~a lo E-Mail:~ ck_ 1-: \~~\-t-

Comments: 

-I 1 \IV\ CL ~ e_h r~ v- tt_lfld_ ha_u'Q_ °'--lot o ~ E(C~e_\- ;el{c~ 
cl •-1 \) 1 \/\.., [ l'<'ll:! d c..b v J:s CL\ l O Ue_\"' :th. e__ LLS -+ [ tV<u J a__,, 

'± ftv1d Th~m do=11 e_c~_sy fo n~10~ 

71tt2ff2_ SL~a v] lv ( l ( (u ~- ±wo [/ot-{_)\._d ~C) ~ +::-s 0 h 

M -/ .2_ -..So b l,t'1-'LL CcJ1_ ltvtG l-S c:Lu CL1 (CA..LJ l ~ 
fo Y- 't(i._, '5 , f'ILlcJ 'e_ c_:_t I //'v\_a.Ji\ 'i UJ VL L'C.1'71 s "0 k_o k \ d ~ '€-.. 

~ V\__ 0 Vi_ \_ SS l{ '2--· ..1. 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: . teh et.e fi LL'(}M 

City:TC ' State: 

Comments: t _,. /. .. /J 11 Cf lW<u Vl e le) Uq_rl(.U)Jty 

~aple Co \!l" e .f2otn <l.tl over flt@ World fa. U e e ±J, e.-

11 //{t;.£,) o{' The ZJ3fij :/ Dt:>1'~8 !}_ teocuu/ 4~u.f 
"3~ -1-L~ '8.4-~ 1.ui'l/ onlu msUe he Vl.~Y.) 

I/ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: ~fE.~{'; ,Al£M11 
Address: qr.YJ,-J {'J 1 1?Jf7WJ/-tA-tf1. ~ 

.··· . ~· "/ / 7:,/ 
'---'~·--· ···· 

City: f, C,, , State: 11&1 Zip Code: 41vr/' E-Mail: 7£Aktlktt ~-, ~ · {:c;l--h 

Comments: 

~lit ~11 Id (-A-J-0,tl. <Pf ·tut; PASftf>AtO !?tJtf < er{l/J1 fi,<J{f;lpHt;yr~ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact I ~ormation 

Name: G ~M Y \., l CV·\ b.\ ~t,J)c 
Address: &4q kAW\,wc:,,o Q_.\'>, 

City: "\~\JL.,J}...jt ~\'\y State:!Yh_ZipCode: 4q~~5E-Mail: _________ _ 

Comments: 

.Co Q'iiv.~q!)(1u..t1 lYih£1 ·- D~u, D2~'}.a;cJA1-< L"Y'~\f'w<H~N1~. 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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--

Q _ c ~ GL 'fT-c--t 
(> V1e T-

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: M·R rBa )) 
Address: /i;J-.{J,?-.3 .S J;:.,JJ~ ,f_u,r/ 
City: --re. 

Comments: 

!'.:1) j
4

\c) .. '}--. 1 :~, () eede_cJ J.S o.. &-'J.J)U.5- ~ Q.f'L2?1 Q cJ TC* , · 
c;;n fAc_. ((1 ~ Sou-J 6 :s :Je Q ,/ l\estn;~ _)- -~ -eA)~_'R. ---~ 
d<1> 1 v:, n ·gi t b a>OU 5 A M C.1 D; 1/ 1 s1of!l r Op r ' c>26 >'"" 
- -e) d: = i rJcd-e.- (' C2nJ tJ1 e ~ Q.,1 Ci ) veJi J d e $ Q ne:J \ \ 
p nov 1 ci.P-d ea 51 e r -ihn DU9Jh 1 VWf ~ c , 
V1>.-h;!::Je.s ntJf tLJCwi+·n 'tr k1 h?" 1h -.W...,e_. borr1~JeJ 

. -+ }( . " ~ , . c " ' --:--' - . 

. le!__ ~ t\.S lnotAJo o-1=- +b~ F? rcJb /e!YJs· aP Cf/} 'ff,@_ 
~1 · _ e h ~ T' C · - .1- D ~ - .j /) 

+or )j~·a~:S bvt· 'Acts r-e . u~~- 0 plan F'or 
~-- \1-Llv ~ Y' f0 -- - - h 0 W '1 }-· ; . 6 q ) rn O-b--J-- f-t:Jc> . )9j e, 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. ---... ___ -
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Contact Information 

Name: ir)6) f Wu£ ~ /-k•2t1; 
Address: 10!:21.__.?Z (Ok8 f/Ja1--CXJ~ 7£ 
City: ---+f-~_~· ____ State: /IA I Zip Code : 'f fbQ'~-Mail: ________ _ 

Comments: 1. 
~ C!o)77;JJG vtf-J/- ~~~~ , 

I . 
J /i)Lt.-e./ 51)/Jlb/f ~ ~ --~·· -- /64&- /7A£ /( S-$.e-/ d 

k '=Yd 11 &?b ,Jkir_;- I 

ti 11 Ati:r 7tMJ 11 ~e,, tP &hAJ ~ ;&J:~ WJ-44 

J,41/~ M 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: B 1LL PTA {L. 

Address: S' O\~ W · ( ~rh 
City:_~_~ G_' _·· __ State:_Zip Code: __ E-Mail: ______ _ 

Comments: 

-Lhf2.0u<;f "11ii\{( tu ALlcJwfTb"? BoTh Wt¥-(S e;/J 

\ \-JI AG w A. IL ( , 
Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information . k­
Name:~: L~o.-\ ~~ 
Address: /e ( L. CA) l l ( ~ S> f= 
Cit(:"\ t_ State: (Y\~ip Code: 4-'i {::,ff E-Mail: \010: ~ <L \ Y'~j ~ \ _ 

L.oM 

Comments: 

as lL v-es.i:~ 12F- [l-!L. :r ~{ .:t:'" a...... ;.q a.. 11.e..(f-
90.>d ~al t~",.J "'° a b~.Q.y .... "L fro. H..¢_ poife.r,,vJ q.. 
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Contact Information 

Name: ---D~tt~L_..e.--_~b~rl-~'-"~$.~"' ~''~~----------------
Address: -~d~~"'---'-'-f----'E'--- _'°_t:r_r_~_~_T: ______________ _ 

City: 7'l1tt-v1.A->e- b·~tate:i2hZip Code: Y 9bk'YE-Mail: ;µJJ-e,1De~~Jl.i..2~e.R# 9>AA1XJ 
,. C.0'11 

Comments: 

I 
tu { te. f?c:>.JU.::. kJ-JI- Mt.2V-e 'M 'fJ LP JU I 1./--T ))- += 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: DAvc Vt.I!{ 
70.9' 8Ass LAJtf {(_o/(D Address: ------------------------------

City: T01um.st_ CI Tt State: ("'\/ Zip Code: 4 :Jl 'P < 

Comments: 
/ I ;I 

ALL or: Tl'i( paii(&l.f'J~) D--IAN~t5 ltJ{})( l/£1(Y Gr1vl) /;\/MY (Jf'J;V/fJ/\J, 7dt 
(AST 

0.NLY AillA I :5& Ar.J lsrvt. (5 //TN 51/if.:£1 CoM1f'I& f~l(}/V\ Ttlt CufVlf'.'\uN~ To 

D;v1s10AJ 57fffJ.T, t Vlf/\/T fvVdLJ 7rlltFt:.rc (rJV/1175
1 

61.11 f LJOVcu fsr1MAJ£ 751, Of 

J!l.Afftt: 15 /U1_N1rJ&- ((_f&1'1! TtJ &o 5dVTtV ON O;v15rtJA1, Tt1£ (U!Vif.NT '1Pd./Jf;W:J}'1 

f {AAl 15 ft;/{ A LEf-1 TV1lN LAN£ iVi) A 511zA 1{~Nfjrt.1LrNI TIJ1uv f/lli!f. 4fb Tr SffyviS 
' 

TO /VIE._ TN[ u/UA161:. fiJfCDI IS ftJa._ /+ flf&NT 11JfUv O;JtY (/11\f[ ANu A Sf fl4!&NT/U-JT 

11; (UV (Alli t TIJ {U..J)J Uf i"i'IC o/10(.- VP) {AusO 13 '/ '{Nf.._ fl! (,.N VtJ l U/11\E Of ((Jl-+J/' 77.ruiJ<J, 

( vro j)/5( U5) Fr'fl-5 (JI [/J fi/LJArJ r MIT!') DvttltJi fii{ ~ 5(5 s f011) AND W"1) 

C.1v&v /NE 1Mt/1.Es5 rOJ1J T N1s MA 7TE!l H11s 8u-.,,,v 7J1s-c vJ~0J AND ts s 1/LL !Jtw TV 

l/JAJJ(r( 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Name:,ToM-=t Sne 
Address: lJJ, . 

___,._,_.......,_,_.....__--=--'--~-------------------~-

City: I c_, __ 

Comments: 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Name: [/Ls;( i·v ~ ()L(;:C,VVVJt{ VJ 
{' /J -' ·~ I\ c_",,,...--

Address: a 1---"1 01){~ 7 j 

City: ·iIJ . State:_ Zip Code: __ E-Mailo !?71df./()v-1MVj /Ill--~ ; { CtJfh 

Comments: 

l vl f pVLUlti f-.(1 lrJa l"Sl!'t Q deti I ca: ftp{ C1 l1 -ftiv 1Jlv VI 
\ Ul.lfl.0 to k</e>~ .l 11 htd-L ww1 ·vu ac&iltv1-lc, awl 
fU>flU tqe:ed cud /Lt -j6 dV6-d_ f>A·f?- t):p:. 
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Contact Information 

Name ~Jo IA 1~(M~ ~ 
Address: (t?U LU . §: 
City: -{C__ State:_ Zip Code: ___ E-Mail: _______ _ 

o - - c tu~V\ CLv\l UQ.llt · ··a-t,j5 

. -+ L < ~1 e-r\ Vt aJ\e.i , 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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Contact Information 

Name: f.\-1\&~\o- b:) · 
Address: \)l.(b'r '] ~ 

..,,,,,,.---.. 
City: \ ~ State: t'f\\ Zip Code: E-Mail: _______ _ 

Comments: 

{fO.l\l\\J;elrJ - \h_\e( \V\e fl(') -erafion(),f r Mcn{s 1-' 

,r~o fCu-rcl c:twil\~ - ~ 
\-roe\+ - koob? . ffeo.-+I. 1 ·p~.terreJ Al+ 1

' . . 

,r-'SeveX\\-\t\- ()\] '\ P(e urecA !4ltl• "DLL ~1:._ 
~ ¥, ~ ~ \ \ 6 ~~l+~ z ' 

~ OJ (\~ ~ - · ~ w e 't ~f c(crrcJ \c BtJr i~ 
~~l clo<l\ w ().V\ t .\-\ /). ~' i (_ ; \'\ I \ ~ I (\'\Cl ~c " ll *' ere 

_. \dQA\
1
'° \Ne *et\ 6-_ \6'-"T ·,rr\o ~- <J)<Ylm'1M6! 

\-;=llU..,~eCn±h - \\Jt> Qou..V'\~ ~b~oJ·I. I' \i\Se_ ·~ 

Please place this form in a comment box or see the second page for other options. 
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0) <;) 

Name:~~V~.·~~v~'v--~1--~~·~~&~-c.__;~~~~~<2_J_y~~~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~ ·d I 
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Fourth US-31 M-37 Division Street Public Input Session

Wednesday, August 19  4:00 pm to 7:00 pm

Kirkbride Hall, The Village at Grand Traverse Commons

The US-31/M-37/Division Street Local Advisory Committee has scheduled the 

fourth public input session for the US-31/M-37/Division Street Planning and 

Environmental Linkages (PEL) project for Division Street in Traverse City, from 

14th Street/Silver Lake Road to Grandview Parkway. This event is being held at 

Kirkbride Hall at The Village at Grand Traverse Commons, 700 Cottageview 

Drive in Traverse City. All interested residents, motorists, pedestrians, 

bicyclists, business owners and others are invited to attend.

The purpose of this public input session is to present the recommended design 

alternative options and potential improvements for the corridor and 

associated intersections. This session will be an open house format that will 

include a brief presentation on the design alternatives that are being 

recommended. Attendees will have the opportunity to address members of the 

project team following the presentation. The presentation will be given 

at 4:00 pm, 5:00 pm, and 6:00 p.m.

Kirkbride Hall is ADA-accessible. Please see attached map for parking and 

hall entrance.

Link to this Article (news.asp?aid=270)

th

News Search

Search Search

News Archive
May, 2014 (news.asp?m=2014-5)
June, 2014 (news.asp?m=2014-6)
July, 2014 (news.asp?m=2014-7)

Page 2 of 3Division Street Public Input Session: August 19 4-7 p.m. | City of Traverse City

8/25/2015http://www.traversecitymi.gov/news.asp?aid=270



8/25/2015 Division Street public input meeting planned - Traverse City Record-Eagle: Local News

http://www.record-eagle.com/news/local_news/division-street-public-input-meeting-planned/article_bd504639-c19a-57e6-b65d-671276be8239.html?mode=print 1/1

Division Street public input meeting planned
From staff repor ts | Posted: Thursday, August 6, 2015 10:08 am

TRAVERSE CITY — Transportation officials will hold a public input session to present designed
alternative options and potential improvements to Division Street between 14th Street and Grandview
Parkway.

The meeting is scheduled for Aug. 19, and project officials will offer presentations on the different
design options and improvements at 4, 5 and 6 p.m.

The meeting will take place at Kirkbridge Hall at the Grand Traverse commons.
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Today's News 

Division Street Input Wanted
August 7, 2015

Residents are invited to review design options and 
potential improvements for Division Street at a 
Michigan Department of Transportation (MDOT) 
open house on Wednesday, August 19 at Kirkbride 
Hall at The Village at Grand Traverse Commons. 
Officials will give a brief presentation on design 
alternatives for the corridor stretching from 
Fourteenth Street to Grandview Parkway. 

Attendees will also have an opportunity to ask questions of project team members. 
The presentation will be given at 4pm, 5pm and 6pm. 

The public input session is part of a MDOT planning process to examine the 
feasibility of design alternatives in the thoroughfare, with the goal of narrowing it 
down to a preferred alternative that could eventually be implemented on Division 
Street.
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Drivers divided on Division foundabouts 
Final design 
options to be 
presented today 
BY BRIAN McGILLIVARY 
bmcgillivary@record-eagle.com 

TRAVERSE CITY - State 
officials have received 
mixed - sometimes col­
orful - input about the 
options they presented to 
taxpayers for a proposed 

reconstruction of Division 
Street. 

And area residents will 
have one more opportunity 
to voice opinions about the 
most controversial alter­
native for the project - a 
modern traffic roundabout. 

The Michigan Depart­
ment of Transportation will 
present the final design 
alternatives for the stretch 
of state highway between 
Fourteenth Street and 
Grandview Parkway today 

from 4-7 p.m. at Kirkbride 
Hall, 700 Cottageview Drive 
at the Village at Grand Tra­
verse Commons. The state 
agency's pref erred alterna­
tive calls for roundabouts 
where Division Street meets 
both Fourteenth Street and 
Grandview Parkway. 

Patty O'Donnell, MDOT 
transportation planner, 
said comments to date show 
people are evenly split 
on roundabouts. Officials 
posted the comments with-

out names and opponents 
tended to have the more 
colorful opinions. 

"Are you guys crazy?" 
wrote a Rapid City resident. 
"We aren't in Europe! No 
one knows how to drive on 
roundabouts. I don't care 
what the studies say, they 
are an accident waiting to 
happen and we have all 
tourists here who are lost to 
start with." 

SEE DRIVERS PAGE 2A 

DRIVERS 
two city commissioners who 
sit on the study's advisory 
committee also want them 
on Division Street. 

destrian issues out there." or if it proves too difficult 
or impractical to accom­
plish. 

Drivers divided 
on Division 
roundabouts 
FROM PAGE 1A 

A Traverse City resident 
wrote local drivers lack 
the necessary attributes to 
navigate roundabouts. 

"Roundabouts require 
driver courtesy and coop­
eration," the resident wrote. 
"Unfortunately Traverse 
City has little of either." 

But an equal number of 
people supported the traffic 
circles, citing studies or 
their own experiences. The 

"Modern roundabouts de­
signed well are a no-brainer 
to consider," said Commis­
sioner Gary Howe. "But 
they don't always flt." 

Howe said he's concerned 
the design might not work 
at Grandview Parkway -
which has drawn the most 
objections. 

Mayor Michael Estes had 
a similar opinion. 

"I like a lot of what 
they are proposing and 
am 100 percent behind a 
roundabout at Fourteenth 
Street," Estes said. "As far 
as the parkway, ... I would 
like to see a roundabout 
but I don't see how that will 
address the traffic and pe-

Consultants will make 
short presentations of 
their findings at 4 p.m., 5 
p.m., and 6 p.m. with time 
after each presentation for 
questions and comments. 
O'Donnell said the pre­
sentation includes other 
options for some items such 
as the Grandview Parkway 
roundabout should the city 
reject the recommendation 

A final report will fol­
low the input session and 
city and MDOT officials 
later decide which designs 
should move forward. 

"I would encourage 
people to still go and voice 
what their concerns are," 
Howe said. "It can still im­
pact the final design." 



By Caroline Powers, Reporter

MDOT One Step Closer To Fixing Division Street 
Problems
Posted: Aug 19, 2015 10:40 PM EDT 
Updated: Aug 19, 2015 10:43 PM EDT 

Division Street has been a hot topic lately in Traverse City, and change may be on the way.

MDOT has been working for the past 11 months on developing changes to Division Street from 
Grandview Parkway to 14th Street. 

Many say it’s a dangerous corridor and changes need to happen.

Today, a public input and presentation was held to discuss these issues and possible fixes. 

“Make Division Street better, to handle the congestion that has occurred,” says Patty O’Donnell, 
MDOT North Region Planner. 

Four public input sessions later, MDOT crews are one step closer to providing changes along 
Division Street that people feel are necessary. 

“I think Division Street today is a broken street in that it's not very compatible with the 
neighborhoods it travels through. So we would like to do things to slow cars down and create more 
opportunities for pedestrians and bicyclists to travel along it and cross it,” says Raymond Minervini. 

Plans include adding improves crosswalks, left-hand turn lanes and traffic signals, but one 
intersection has been receiving a lot of attention.

Officials say this intersection at 14th and Division is one of the leading intersections in Traverse 
City for accidents and injuries. MDOT says putting in a roundabout would help make the area safer 
for everyone. 

“Roundabouts have a lot of long term benefits; in terms of pollution, they maintain traffic volumes 
while slowing cars and making it safer, as well as provide access for pedestrians and people on 
bikes,” says City Commissioner Gary Howe.

While people see the roundabout at 14th Street as a positive along Division, there are some 
changes they still want to see. 

“I'm hoping we'd have a signal at 11th street. There's some debate if the numbers warrant it, but I 
don't think it's a very safe place for pedestrians and bicyclists to cross,” Minervini says. 

MDOT plans on taking the public’s suggestions to the local advisory committee before drafting up 
final plans to present to the city. 
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TRAVERSE CITY -- Wednesday night 
was the last chance for residents in 
Traverse City to voice their opinions 
about the future of Division Street.

The Michigan Department of 
Transportation held the last of four public 
input sessions for the project.

MDOT will go through the feedback they 
got today before coming up with their 
final report for the Division Street corridor.

The most recent design for Division Street includes roundabouts at both 14th Street 
and Grand View Parkway, added turn lanes on side streets and changing 7th Street 
into two way traffic.

But MDOT planners are welcoming feedback from people who know the corridor 
the best.

“I've gotten over 250 comments that we've reviewed and gone through and looked 
at what they were commenting on,” said MDOT north region transportation planner, 
Patty O’Donnell.  “We’re tweaking certain things and so we've done that along the 
way.”

Some residents are pleased with the changes they see, such as the roundabouts.

“I don't see the road rage, the traffic keeps flowing, if you miss your turn off you just 
go around again,” said Chuck Bethea of Traverse City. “I am just all in favor of them 
and I think it would help with the congestion and the frustration a great deal here.”

MDOT says their design will help move traffic along and increase safety, but it may 
take some getting used to.

“I think it could work but it would take a while for people to learn that's what we’re 
going to do,” said Tom Mair of Traverse City. “I don't think you're going to know 
what to do the first time you go through there.”

Planners say the final design of the corridor should be complete by the end of 
September.
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After they get the final plan in place, they must do environmental reviews and 
secure funding, so construction could still be years away.
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PIS #2

 



US 31/M-37 Division Street PEL Public Comments Week Ending 10.31.14 
 
1. Email 

I appreciated attending the first public input meeting. I enjoyed speaking with the MDOT staff person in 
charge of historical resources (sorry I can't remember her name), and with Todd Davis, from CDM. 

 I would like the new design to accomplish the following: 

1. Reduce the speed of motorized traffic. Thereby increasing safety and reducing noise. 
2. Increase the safety and convenience of crossing Division Street on foot and by bicycle. 
3. Increase the safety and convenience of access along Division Street for pedestrians and cyclists. 

I would like the new design to not accomplish the following: 

1. Increase the carrying capacity of the street to move motorized traffic. 
2. Encroach on the park land west of Division. 

My hope is that a Road Diet will be seriously considered as one alternative design. A Road Diet could 
accomplish the above criteria, if sufficient attention to detail is provided at multiple pedestrian 
crossings, and sidewalks are built. I know the volume of traffic on Division is near the limit of what a 
Road Diet has successfully handled in other cities, but if designed properly, it could work. We have a 
wonderful opportunity to observe a Road Diet trial now underway on 8th Street as we think about the 
future. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input, 

2. Email 
I was unable to attend the last meeting regarding the Division St. redesign, due to work commitments, 
but I want to give some input and, hopefully, get on your mailing list.  By way of introduction, I am the 
Traverse City attorney who filed suit to challenge the City referendum results on the Division St. 
parkland give-away.  My purpose in that suit was to question the certified results giving approval based 
on less than the 60% majority requirement. I felt the process was flawed.  I understand we will have 
another chance to argue the parkland issue before the City Commission when the redesign is finally 
brought to the Commission. 

 
My purpose in writing to you today is simply to urge you to do the best you can to facilitate a 
meaningful discussion process about this vital street.  I emphasize the word “street”.  if you can urge 
your staff to keep that word foremost in their minds, I believe your efforts will have the best chance of 
success.  Division is a street, not a connector, not a highway.  As your staff envisions this project, 
perhaps it can periodically close its eyes, broaden its view from engineering to culture, and ask the 
question, “Does our design look like a street?”  Is the pavement a canyon with wide lanes and few trees, 
or is it a street-scape?  Are there viable bike lanes?  Is there sidewalk on both sides; if not, are there 
multiple crossings for the residents of Central Neighborhood and Slabtown to cross?  Do you see safe 
ways for grade school children on bikes to cross?  Are there speed dampeners?  Do you see bicyclists?  
How fast are the cars going, and what can you do to assure this street, which bisects quiet, high quality 
neighborhoods, will not degrade those neighborhoods with traffic-leak, high speed travel, increase in 
ambient noise, or canyoning?  



Clearly, a majority of Traverse voters want that street redesigned.  They voted to give you a chance.  
Equally clearly, the Commission members promised they would give your design careful consideration — 
and take public input — before voting on the plan.  You have a green light to do the right thing.  But 
there is some remaining political opposition that will carry their disappointment over the vote total into 
the City Commission, if the design is not fully vetted and thoughtfully designed with the City 
neighborhood residents foremost in mind. 

Traverse City is a micropolitan  — one of the extremely high quality, small urban centers that are coming 
re-defining the American Dream.  Our vision is scaled urban life that blends smoothly into surrounding 
nature.  We seek daily access from work to play, from City to woods, from downtown to rural life. 
Streets are an important part of our lifestyle. We in Traverse have fought very diligently and reached 
consensus very diligently over land use issues.  So far, the City has thrived as it has re-invented itself into 
a food-wine-downtown-walkable-bikeable-waterfront-farmers market-festival-coffee-beer-books-beach 
mecca.  Our population is growing younger, our career opportunities are more technological, our self-
image is one of excellence, and our predisposition is to organize opposition to any civic degradation. 

You and you staff are going to redesign the entry-way to Traverse City, the micropolitan center of 
Northern Michigan. What you do with Division will set the expectations for how drivers, bikers and 
walkers access and co-exist with the City neighborhoods.  It’s not a way to move cars; it’s a way to enter 
and enjoy the City.   

This project is a chance to work with vision and a strong community aesthetic — to produce a plan that 
would cap any designer’s career and serve as a model for other small cities.  It’s your chance to 
introduce Traverse, as a partner of yours, to many others.  I hope you seize the opportunity, enjoy it, 
and learn with us how to envision Division Street as it would be at its very best — trees, bike lanes, 
sidewalks, pedestrians, acceptable noise levels, minimal risks in crossing, negligible side-street 
incursions, an aesthetic sense harmonized  with the bordering neighborhood life, a sense of arrival and 
not a sense of by-pass. 

Thank you for your consideration.  I would appreciate being included in your public email notices. 

3. Website
 

  
 
 

 
 

 
Comment: Do roundabouts where the lights are currently located. this will decrease the speed, and 
allow for constant movement . This will create safer intersections, for pedestrians and cars. Less 
pollution with cars not idling. Great fuel economy, improved aesthetics, no lights to maintain so reduced 
costs, and less accidents 
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Comments: 
 
Name:                    

              
 

 
Issues: 
#1 volume of traffic – Division Street is a major Michigan and United States highway that bi‐sects Traverse 
City.  Everyone traveling north/south or east/west must travel on Division Street.  Given the regional growth, the volume 
of traffic that must pass through a residential district of the City is huge.  It is time to provide those who do not wish to 
visit Traverse City the opportunity to by‐pass Traverse City.    
 
#2 speed of traffic – If we had a by‐pass (see Comments below), Division Street should be reduced to three lanes with 
one for travel in each direction and a left turn lane, as well as bike lanes.  A treed median for safe pedestrian crossing 
would also be a plus.  Without a by‐pass, roundabouts at 14th, 7 1/2 or 8th , Front Street and the Parkway may improve 
traffic flow while reducing speed.     
 
#3 lack of connectivity between the east and west sides of Division Street – It is extremely dangerous to cross Division 
Street even at the marked intersections.  Reducing the number of lanes and clearly marking “pedestrian priority” 
intersections would help.    Roundabouts would help.  A reduced speed limit will only help if drivers are forced to drive 
more slowly. 
 
Other comments: 
M‐37 should be rerouted east on South Airport Road to Garfield and then north on Garfield.  US 31 should be rerouted 
east on Keystone Road/Hammond around the City to 4 or 5 Mile Road and then back to its current location through 
Acme.     
 
 
Thank you for engaging in this process and help us to improve this roadway to make it safer and better for all users. 
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Comment: At the onset of this process there are two suggestions that I'd raise for consideration ‐ (1) providing a right 
turn lane on to Silver Lake Rd for southbound traffic, (2) Enhance the entrance into the Grand Traverse Commons.  I look 
forward to learning more and will offer other comments/suggestions as the process progresses.  Thank you.  
 



US 31/M‐37 (Division St.) PEL 
Public Information Session 1 

 

 

 

 

What issues or concerns do you have with the Division Street corridor, and what would you like to see addressed in the 

future along this stretch of roadway (please prioritize)? 

#1________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

#2________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

#3________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Other comments relating to the US 31/M‐37 (Division Street) PEL area: 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Please place this form in a comment box, or see reverse side for other options. 
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Comment: The project scope should introduce alternative transit. 
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I was informed, via the Village at Grand Traverse Commons newsletter, that I could email you comments responding to 
the below question: 

"What issues or concerns do you have with the Division Street corridor, and what would you like to see 
addressed in the future along this stretch of roadway?"  

As someone who owns a condo in the Commons and works downtown, I experience every day what a division Division 
Street creates.  I think the issues with the street are rather obvious – two few crossing places with stop lights, traffic 
going 20 + mph too fast, and what I would consider (even after having lived in Manhattan for 8 years and Chicago for 2) 
the most dangerous pedestrian crossing ever at Grandview Parkway and Division. 
 
Please, please do not ignore the intersection at Grandview Parkway and Division.  I honestly fear for my own life and 
that of my children every time I cross there (which is often).  It isn’t the drivers fault, I don’t blame speed or people not 
paying attention.  The curves of the road in the turns make it natural that drivers don’t notice the pedestrians.  For 
solutions, I’ll go from most ideal to least: 

(1) Allow pedestrians and bikers to go under, instead of over, the road, like the tunnel at Cass.  Especially given that 
this is a TART trail connection, that would make the most sense, despite I’m sure the high cost; 

(2) Square off the roadway so that the intersection includes only right angles; 
(3) Do not allow right turns on red. 

 
I think a light at 11th St. would be a natural fit.  It would automatically slow down traffic flow and divert traffic that could 
be using alternative routes.  It would likely ease some of the congestion that occurs at another terrible intersection, that 
of Medical Campus Drive and Cottageview, which sees almost all of the hospital traffic. 
 
There is no good reason the speed limit shouldn’t be 25 miles per hour, which I think would be a good change for 
Grandview Parkway as well. 
 
I’m all for sidewalks, so if the road is redone, those should be included, but, to be honest, I don’t think people want to 
walk up and down Division, at least not anymore, they just want to safely get across it. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.  I will be excited to see this process progress. 
 
Best Regards, 

 
 



 

 
 

 

 

  
   

 

 
What issues or concerns do you have with the Division Street corridor, and what would you like 
to see addressed in the 
future along this stretch of roadway (please prioritize)? 
 
#1 Slow down Excess speed causes more injuries and death than nearly any other thing. Please 
lower the speed limit at EVERY city limit to 25mph citywide (city limit to city limit).. This is 
seen in other places, and it would be beneficial if we implemented it here as well (and enforce it).  

#2 More pedestrian crossings need to be placed at each block with a pedestrian right of way, 
zebra stripping and flashing lights when pedestrians are crossing (and just prior to crossing) to 
get motor vehicle drivers attention. 

#3 Longer Crossing Times As one of the many people suffering from death or (lifelong) injury 
due to this corridor, I must state emphatically, that the crossing times for pedestrians are way too 
short. We need crossing times that will enable even grandma with her walker, or somebody on 
crutches, to have enough time to safely cross with time to spare. Our number one concern ought 
to be public safety and accessibility, not volume of traffic. 

Other comments relating to the US 31/M‐37 (Division Street) PEL area: 
I suppose to a hammer, everything looks like a nail, but the fact is, we are a community of 
people. We range in age and skill from just learning to walk, to slowing down with age, or from 
injury. No bicyclist, or pedestrian, should ever be considered as any less valid as a user, or access 
that is more restricted or less safe. 
 
It is an unfortunate reality that a highway is built through our town, but that doesn’t mean that 
we can’t slow traffic down for an extra few minutes, in order to assure that all modes of use are 
being respected and accommodated. 
 
Please place this form in a comment box, or see reverse side for other options. 











EMAILS 
 
November 13, 2014 
I see a request to comment on Division Street. Can we do anything to make traffic flow around when people 
want to turn left. Can we add an extra lane for left turners like we have at Division and Front? Can we do that at 
7th and 11th streets too?  
 
Just an idea that seems the last intrusive. I like the park and greenery on the west side of Division and I know 
there are houses on the east side. So if we could ease traffic at those places, maybe traffic could keep going 
more easily and steadily.  
 
Actually the best solution would be to ban cars, and we all bike and walk and use public busses. 
 
November 13, 2014 
I heard you might want some feedback on this stretch of road regarding improvements. 
 
Here's a couple ideas! 
 
The speed limit should be reduced after crossing over Silver Lk. Rd. while heading North. This area becomes a 
little more crowded and you're into the TC neighborhood area. With people turning left to go into The Village at 
Grand Traverse Commons, there's a lot of dodging in and out to get around left turners. 
 
It would also be quite welcome to have a couple additional  crosswalks with lights along the stretch between 
Silver Lk. Rd. and the bay. It is especially difficult to cross at The Dairy Lodge. There is also a party store in that 
area and both of these are frequented heavily (esp. in summer) with people darting in and out of traffic to cross 
Division. Dangerous! 
 
I know it's fairly narrow through that area, but a bike lane would be great! 
 
That's all I can think of. Thanks for asking! 

November 14, 2014 
Several comments: 1. please add a turn lane, 2. make this safer for pedestrians, and 3. slow traffic.  Thank you 
for taking my comments. 
 
November 14, 2014 
SLOW DOWN TRAFFIC AND ADD ROUNDABOUTS. 
 
November 17, 2014 
Create an entrance to TC at the city limit south of 14th St - this will set the tone for the corridor and calm people 
down into a different mode.  Set speed limit to 25mph throughout the corridor, 30mph max.  Create 
roundabouts at 14th, 11th, and Grandview Parkway to allow for smooth, flowing traffic, not a race to the next 
light. 
Thanks for doing this - I hope we get some action and not just talk like we have for the last 15 years. 
 
 



US�31/MǦ37�(Division�St.)�PEL�
Public�Information�Session�1�

Comment�Form�

Name:______________________________________________________________________________________�

Address:____________________________________________________________________________________�

City:_______________________�State:______��Zip�Code:_____________��Phone�#:_______________________�

What�issues�or�concerns�do�you�have�with�the�Division�Street�corridor,�and�what�would�you�like�to�see�addressed�in�the�

future�along�this�stretch�of�roadway�(please�prioritize)?�

#1________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

#2________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

#3________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

Other�comments�relating�to�the�US�31/MͲ37�(Division�Street)�PEL�area:�

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________________________�

Please�place�this�form�in�a�comment�box,�or�see�reverse�side�for�other�options.�

Rachel Johnson
This is a major thoroughfare for North/South truck traffic. Improvements should be made to move trucks through	

Rachel Johnson
more efficiently, avoiding congestion that results in long wait periods. This would have a positive environmental impact

Rachel Johnson
and a positive economic impact.

Rachel Johnson
Please take into consideration emergency services and the need to move vital personnel through this corridor.

Rachel Johnson
We would support widening the road or creating a bypass.



US 31/M-37 Division Street PEL Public Comments Week Ending 11.24.14 
 
1. Email 

I can see how future growth in our area will necessitate a change to this corridor.  From a resident’s 
perspective, I would like to see both a widening of the street and a potential heavy truck by-
pass.  Moving goods across and out of town is important to business, and to separate it from tourism 
traffic would be convenient, although I’m sure costly.   
 
I’ve heard others talk about the need to make the corridor a welcoming sight to tourists as they enter 
town.  I think the focus should be on function without over spending on aesthetics.   
 
It is clear that there needs to be better egress at 11th street with the Commons development only 
continuing to grow.  That traffic bottleneck should be first addressed with a light.  I’m not sure round-
abouts are a good answer for those inexperienced with their operation.    
 
I’m sure there’s much to this debate and I unfortunately don’t offer a very well educated stance on the 
subject.  Good luck on the team, I’m sure you’ll do well in protecting the interests of TC businesses, 
tourists, and residents.   
 
 
Website 
1. Comment: I urge you to develop roundabouts along Division St at 14th St, at Grandview Parkway, 

and possibly at Front St.  This will greatly alleviate congestion and provide other benefits as well. 
 

2. Comment: Whatever the design, it should encourage slow and STEADY traffic flow. Fewer stops for 
turning cars and stop lights. When traffic back up the side neighborhood streets get the overflow. By 
creating difficult pass-throughs would discourage that from happening. Example Monroe and 
Elmwood streets should not go all the way across from Bay St to Front. Make it more of a maze. 
Crossing by 11th street by bicycle or foot is almost impossible to do at times. The East side of 
Division north of 11th doesn't have a sidewalk that goes thru to get to a better crossing area. 
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Project Comments Received Between PIS #2 and 
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US 31 M-37 Division Street PEL Process Public Comments 
 
Week of December 1, 2014 
Emails: 
1. Comment: Thanks for your work on this and for taking our comments.  Please consider (1) sidewalks 
on both side of Division (2) a center turn lane along Division 
(3) eliminate turning restrictions from Division 
(4) Ban use of airbreaks within the city limits 
(5) enforce noise ordinance in re:loud music in passing cars -- this is worse than the trucks in the 
summertime 
(6) allow and encourage cut-through into the neighborhoods - that's what a grid system is for!  As long 
as people don't speed through the neighborhoods. They are public roads maintained at great expense 
and should be used as roads.  Don't put all the traffic burden on a few roads. 
Thanks! 
 
2. Comment: I have been a resident of Traverse City for most of my life. Division is one of the three main 
"arteries" that cross town and out of town traffic flow through. The city and county have used the idea 
of "traffic calming" on the other main cross roads as a way of getting people of slow down, and keep 
things "like they used to be." As a result, using roads like Grand-view Parkway, South Airport Road, and 
Munson Ave. (and recently 8th Street) have put work hour traffic to a standstill. Sadly this has not been 
a overall approach but done with public opinion one road at a time. The result seems to be that the 
locals who live on the road want that corridor as slow as possible, as opposed to as effective as possible. 
I simply ask that MDOT consider the flow of traffic and safety as their primary concern.   
 
3. Comment: I think we need the Hammond Rd bypass to alleviate the traffic issues on Division St.  
downtown. As you know this will also mitigate traffic problems on Airport Road. 
 
 
Week of December 8, 2014 
Emails: 
1. I'd LOOOVE to see visual information for non-motorized persons that expresses that the safest 
southern crossing is at 10th street. Just in case you aren't aware, Tenth is the street that the timing of 
the street lights actually creates a regular gap in vehicular traffic. It took me several years to find this out 
after I moved here. It is non-intuitive and I risked my life countless times at 11th and 14th streets. I think 
the situation got worse when the crosswalk paint was added to 11th. That is the exact WRONG place to 
cross that division of our small town. 
 
2. Comment: Obviously, the limitations are severe. I would support an added center lane between 14th 
and 8th and a traffic signal at 11th.  Also, improve/repave and widen the sidewalk on the west side to 
accommodate bikes and walkers.  Also, install set one speed limit at 14th st northbound (35 is 
reasonable) and install a speed camera to catch violators.  Also, install signage to prohibit "engine 
braking" between 14th and the Parkway (except in emergencies) to cut down on truck noise). You 
should also consider blocking (or prohibiting right turns from Division on to certain streets to prevent 
"cut throughs" into the neighborhood (e.g., 5th, 6th, maybe others).  At Front and Division, given the 
disastrous decision to locate the CVS hard by the corner, I would still consider a right turn lane on the 
southeast corner extending the length of the bank to at least take some of that traffic, and one on the 
northeast corner in front of CVS to help a bit with the overload that will only get worse as Munson 
expands.  With regards to 8 and a half street idea, that seems to make some sense if the EPA will agree. I 



would not support encouraging the use of 6th street westbound from Division since that is not (yet) a 
heavily travelled street in that direction (it is eastbound in the evenings), and it is the site of many 
accidents already with no hope if having a left turn lane. 
 
 



US 31 M-37 Division Street PEL Public Comments Week of December 15, 2014 
 
Phone 

1. Place all traffic lights on the sides of the intersections – like Chicago – on both sides of the road. 
This helps the motorist be aware of what is going on at the street level instead of overhead/sky 
regarding bicycles and pedestrians. The road crossings would be more friendly. Also, less clutter. 

 
Email 

1. Comment: I have been involved with the Division St issue for 10+ years, as President of Central 
Neighborhood and co-chair of the Division St Steering Committee.   
First, set the speed limit from 14th St to Grandview Parkway at the same speed -- it should not 
be 40mph and then 30mph.  In fact, it should be 25mph for the entire stretch of road, or 30mph 
at the most.  Why is it necessary to have this be the fastest speed limit in the city?  Division St 
borders a well-established neighborhood and currently the speed of the vehicles make crossing 
to the medical campus and much parkland is next to impossible.  Charlevoix's US31 goes 
through its downtown at 25mph - why can't Traverse City have the same deal?  Charlevoix's 
main drag is pleasant and sedate, with the traffic usually going much slower - how nice would 
that be?!?  Changing the speed on this 1.25 mile section would not greatly diminish the travel 
time for those people going through the city and certainly make it much more enjoyable for all 
who live here.  
I would also consider a modern roundabout at 14th and Division to provide a definite change to 
the southern entrance to the city.  The roundabout would slow traffic down while providing for 
smooth flow and be much better. Consider a roundabout at 11th St for a better entrance to the 
Bldg 50/medical campus - better flow and calmer drivers.  The NW corner of the intersection is 
not in the parkland and could ease the issue of parkland use issues.   
Keep the lanes on Division St at 11ft - wider lanes only make the vehicles want to go faster and 
that is not what we want or need. 
For all those who complain about rush hour traffic, it's called rush hour for a reason and the 
road shouldn't be built up to handle those situations.  Just go to a moderate or large city to learn 
about traffic backups. 
Thanks for considering these ideas. 
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Subject: Additional LAC Member Comments 
 
Traverse City Area Chamber of Commerce: 

 Seems to be a great desire to incorporate roundabouts into the corridor, and 14th street seems the best initial 
place for a roundabout. 

 Would desire any plan with improved ingress and egress to the Commons and to Munson. 
 Plans need to ensure that traffic flow would improve, and could accommodate large and small truck traffic. 

Most of the plans would seem to do this.    
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



US 31 M-37 Division Street PEL Public Comments Received in May 2015: 
 
1. (11th St) This is a letter regarding the concern over the 11thSt/Division Street intersection. 

As a resident of west 11th Street and a frequent visitor of the Village Commons, I am strongly opposed to 
both a traffic light and roundabout, but understand and have experienced first hand the dangers of traffic 
on this road.  First of all, I will state that traffic drives exceedingly TOO FAST, and not all drivers are focused 
only on the road.  Out of respect and for the children and families of this residential district, the speed limit 
needs to be decreased tremendously.  The speed limit for other residential areas is 25mph. Cars travel at 
speeds of 45mph and higher in this area.  Please slow the speed limit down. Omitting all left turns in and out 
of 11th and Division Street would minimize traffic backup and accidents tenfold. Living on the corner of 11th 
Street and Division,  I have witnessed multiple car crashes due to the confusion and lack of visibility on left 
hands turns.  In addition, permitting 11th Street traffic to cross through Division is another possibility to 
consider. Also, the main entrance and exit of the Village Commons for car traffic does not have to be 
through 11th St.  The main access to The Commons could be off of Silver Lake road through “The Barns” 
entrance.  Here, there is more space, and less traffic congestion and confusion.  Any traffic leaving of the 
Commons heading north could exit out of Elmwood street to 7th St, (where there is already a light) or 
beyond, or exit back out the south “Barn” entrance. The addition of a traffic light at 11th Street would add 
immense noise pollution as well as air pollution to the neighborhood.  It would add to the congestion of 
traffic and backups, reducing the smooth and efficient maneuverability of the town.  A traffic light at this 
intersection only encourages more traffic to this residential area, taking away from the quaint, safe feeling 
of our historical, family orientated neighborhood.  It is not welcome. 

 
2. (6th St) The most beneficial and efficient options are the round-a-bouts. They work extremely well in other 

cities where used (Grand Rapids, throughout Europe). 
 
3. (Washington St.) We appreciate all of the information that MDOT is providing regarding Division Street, but 

are extremely disappointed in the alternatives presented. The overriding theme is to add road surface, add 
turn lanes, and improve the capacity to move cars. We are concerned that all of these alternatives increase 
the speed of automobiles and trucks with the resulting increase in noise. A free flowing design with a goal to 
minimize congestion invites higher speeds. This is not how we want people to come into our town. There 
appears to be a complete sidewalk network added, but can't we expect more than that? The added turn 
lanes at every intersection increase the distance that pedestrians have to cross, which increases exposure 
and decreases comfort no matter what sort of fancy bells and whistles are added at the intersections. 
Shouldn't there also be additional pedestrian crossings between signals, especially where a median is 
added? There are no improvements planned for cyclists along the corridor. The only improvement for 
cyclists is an easier crossing at 11th Street. Other communities are implementing creative solutions that 
encourage cycling. We would like to see a four to three conversion (Road Diet) considered as an 
alternative.  A Road Diet meets two of the three needs in the "Division Street PEL, Project Purpose and 
Need." The only need it does not meet is the stated need to "improve traffic mobility" (and even then, only 
for automotive traffic, because bike and pedestrian traffic mobility would be improved and enhanced in 
many ways). As a community, do we really want to improve our capacity to move more cars, faster on this 
stretch of city street? A Road Diet on this street is near the upper margin of what other communities have 
successfully implemented. However, a Road Diet should be able to maintain existing auto traffic capacity, 
especially with proper operation of the traffic lights.  In our opinion, a Road Diet meets all of the six bullet 
points in the Purpose Statement better than no-build or any of the alternatives presented. Our final 
comment has to do with process. The open house format is great to provide information, but serves to 
diffuse and water-down public opinion and input. We have a passionate community that cares about our 
city streets and neighborhoods, and that seems to be missing at this point. 
 

4. (McNab Ct) I went to the 5/14/15 meeting. The blvd option was by far the best option. Being able to have 
left turn lane areas is vital, ie. west on 11th Street, east on 8th street and lengthen the left turn lanes at the 
intersections of Front Street. The double left turn lanes at the Pkwy intersection and 14th Street are prefect. 



Finally, a signal will be needed at 11th Street, A) as the Commons area grows exponentially, vehicles will be 
using 11th Street more. B) allows residential traffic, both vehicular and pedestrian, to cross 11th Street to 
enter the Commons. 
 

5. (Juniper St) No Round-a-bouts. the majority of the City has voted them down in past. To save much needed 
road dollars, install left turn lane at 11th with a light and call it good. Sidewalks are fine but cross with the 
light at Front, 7th and 11th would be best fix. 

 
6. (542 W. 11th) Re: 11th Street intersection  

1. Light is needed at 11th. ASAP. 
2. To prevent excessive traffic and speed on 11th in Central Neighborhood, should limit turns at intersection 
as follows: 
a. No left SB Division at 11th. 
b. Turn left or right only (no straight through) EB 11th at Division. 
c. Same WB 11th at Division -Turn left or right only (no straight through) . 
d. NB Division allow right at 11th, left with light. 
This plan works especially well if there is a roundabout at 14th, as drivers on SB Division who need to get 
into the Central Neighborhood will be able to go through the roundabout, and return NB on Division to the 
appropriate street, where they may turn right, distributing neighborhood traffic more evenly, and diverting 
through traffic to the more commercial 14th Street. This will also encourage pedestrian and bicycle crossings 
at 11th, which is currently an unsafe crossing with no light and no attention paid by drivers to the crosswalk. 

 
7. (12th St) How are the roundabouts user friendly for pedestrians to cross the streets?  I would be in favor of 

traffic lights for that reason. 
 
8. (6th St.) I don't have a strong opinion on the options for car traffic, but I did want to comment on my 

concerns regarding pedestrian and bike traffic.  I am concerned with the possibility that a roundabout will go 
in at division and Grandview, thus eliminating the crosswalk that my family has to cross Grandview to get to 
the beach and Clinch park.  Cars rarely stop for pedestrians.  I have to stick my bike halfway into the road at 
the Front Street intersections in order to get cars to stop to allow my little kids cross the street.  We need 
more push button activated crosswalks that will STOP traffic for bikers and pedestrians.   We need this for 
crossing Division Street, for crossing Front Street, and especially for crossing Grandview Parkway....please 
please add them and don't take any lighted and safe pedestrian crosswalks away!  We need the lights...if 
nothing else, a flashing yellow light just to warn cars that they need to slow and watch for pedestrians.  
Without the light the cars just don't stop for pedestrians. Sidewalks along division street all the way to 
Grandview would also be so nice for residents who like to walk. Thank you for taking comments and please 
send me information on future meetings and progress. 

 
9. (Division St) I strongly favor roundabouts and the creation of sidewalks and bike lanes at all proposed 

locations, and certainly between 14th and 7th streets.  The softscape in the middle of the streets is also 
really important for pedestrian safety and improving the ambiance of the 31 corridor to be more consistent 
with its location in residential neighborhoods.  I support any design that maximizes softscape in the middle 
of the road and increased pedestrian/bicycle access along 31.  There is a very strong need for an 
improvement at 11th street, as the intersection is clearly unsafe and difficult for traffic leaving the state 
hospital grounds. Thanks for your work. 

 
10. (Webster St) Very thoughtful study - thank you. Thank you also for considering the restrictions on use of GT 

Commons Parkland - that requires a 3/5 vote of TC which has not occurred. In the alternatives for 14th, 11th 
and 7th I prefer the roundabouts.  Three roundabouts will control traffic flow very well.   I also prefer the 
roundabout for Grandview Parkway intersection. 

 



11. (10th St) I attended the May 2015 public meeting for the US-31/37 redesign and do not see my comments 
posted online along with the others.  I would like to give my input a second time.  As a TC Central 
Neighborhood resident and homeowner, my greatest concern with "Division" is safety.  It is well understood 
by residents that it is a 'highway", however it is also a road intersecting a residential neighborhood in a city 
with heavy pedestrian traffic and out-of-town visitors.  I like the boulevard design.  I am also in favor of 
roundabouts at both 14th and Grandview Parkway.  I am most in favor of a reduced and consistent speed 
limit from 14th-Grandview Parkway with traffic calming measures.  I was disheartened by my conversations 
with the MDOT reps at the meeting who I felt deflected any discussion of reducing speeds to the State Police 
and to driver responsibility.  I left with the impression that moving cars through town was more important 
than safety and quality of life. Please consider the PEOPLE as well as the CARS when considering the options.  
Thank you. 

 
12. (PO Box) Roundabouts at Grandview & 14th...PLEASE!! 
 
13. (Rolling Meadows Dr) Remove the highways (31/37) from our residential streets to re-direct 

north/east/westbound traffic AROUND Traverse City. There is no way to put in a proper roundabout that a 
semi-truck can navigate safely (let alone one that can be properly cleaned with a City snowplow), without 
infringing on State park land and impacting taxpayer's properties. As a Travers City resident and former 
Central Neighborhood resident, I feel that the citizens directly impacted by these decisions are not being 
considered, and the powers-that-be have already decided "what's best" for those citizens and our City. 
Diverting the commercial and through traffic will thin out and slow down traffic through these corridors 
without the required massive restructuring of the existing corridor to install roundabouts, boulevards, or 
extra lights. Traverse City has a bad reputation among visitors, we are seen as a joke of a town and a 
nightmare to navigate, even without all the extra features described in these plans. PLEASE listen to the 
citizens over "special guest" designers who have their own, different vision of what Traverse City "should 
be". Thank you. 

 
14. (Eastview) Keep traffic MOVING on Division/31 at any cost.  Forget that idiotic 'traffic calming' idea.  Gridlock 

and slowing traffic to a crawl does not "calm" anything.  It has the opposite effect. Get that bypass going so 
the big long-haul trucks don't take up an entire green light, leaving residents & vacationers sitting behind 
wasting gas & time.  Time that could be spent in the CAFES & SHOPS, not sitting at red lights! Put in more 
right-turn only lanes.   Keep traffic flowing!! Forget the 'historic neighborhood' idea.  Division is not a 
'neighborhood' byway any longer.  Who's kidding whom here?   It's a major thoroughfare and needs to be 
improved as such. 

 
15. (SE Division and Front Street corner landowner) If any improvements infringe on their property or affects 

the customers or hints of any inconvenience they will start litigation and it will last a long time. 
 

16. (Fife Lake) Suggestions: move the light from 7th Street to 11th Street with a left turn lane for people traveling 
north to turn on Division to 11th. Need a right turn lane going south at 14th to turn on Silver Lake Road. 

 
17. (Spruce St) I support reduced vehicle speeds and controls and lanes for turning vehicles, and if possible a 

pedestrian island to allow the road to be crossed in two stages. 
 

18. (Acme) I would vote in favor of the roundabouts even though it will take time for drivers to learn to 
negotiate them.  A smooth flowing traffic pattern would be better than the stop and go of traffic lights. 

 
19. (Goldenrod Drive) I would prefer to see the options with the boulevard down Division St.  No roundabouts.  

Roundabouts take up too much land.  Traverse City is not large enough to warrant roundabouts.  A 
boulevard is more inline with the boulevard on the Parkway - and would provide consistancy through town.  

 



20. (Lindhurst Drive) I ask that you make accommodation for the large trucks that must use this roadway.  The 
road is so narrow at the corners that the trucks often have to run over the curbs/sidewalks, breaking them 
down.  They need to get through Traverse City some how.  I don't recommend roundabouts.  I don't believe 
they're practical for a state highway.  Perhaps a divided road with an island between north and south lanes, 
with trees, etc.?  Sidewalks on both sides of the road would be great! 

 
21. (Williamsburg) Three roundabout option has many problems with it.  Not enough land to make it large 

enough.  There is too much traffic flowing through in a short space to safely navigate.  Semi trucks and 
campers being pulled through would have great difficulty as they do at the Mesick roundabout.  You also 
have tourists throughout the year who are unfamiliar with the area which adds to the danger.  Medians and 
green spaces and roundabouts are nightmares for snow removal.  Timing our traffic signals would be a great 
help.  Finally, do not put bike lanes on major streets unless bicyclists are going to be ticketed for moving 
violations.  It is too dangerous. 

 
22. (Locust St) i have witnessed the overwhelming confusion and congestion associated with roundabouts and 

do not concur that they calm traffic and/or ease congestion.  I firmly believe they do the exact 
opposite...they create more congestion and confusion.  We are a city of vacationers who will be completely 
confused by such roundabouts, hence causing accidents and hazards for both pedestrians and bicyclists.  My 
preferences are the "boulevard with signal? for the 14th and Division, the Front and Division as well as the 
Parkway and Division intersections.  I prefer the "Safety & Operational" options for both the 7th and Division 
intersection as well as the 11th and Division intersection.  I have lived in Traverse City all my life, travel on 
Division Street on a daily basis (by car, by bike and walking) and am certain these are by far the best 
alternatives.  My experience with roundabouts (Boston, MSU, Mesick) prove they are neither pedestrian 
friendly nor bike friendly as traffic n  ever sto  ps and automobile drivers have to be totally focused on 
maneuvering through the roundabout...leaving pedestrians and bicyclists to fend for themselves. 
 

23. (Peninsula Dr) No commercial stores.  Save the trees.  Make it safe to cross somewhere between 14th and 
7th.  Regulate the speed limit.  Very few people obey the speed limit in the 40mph and the 30mph zones.  
Heading north, there is no place to turn left except at 11th and that's nearly impossible.  Fix that messed up 
corner heading west off of 7th.  Most people don't seem to understand that you go straight from what 
appears to be a left hand turn lane. 

 
24. (Tibbets Dr) While driving a car, I do not mind round abouts, but as soon as I get in a vehicle with a trailer, 

they are worse then driving into a curvy driveway. My idea is to take the north bound traffic of division and 
make it run onto maple at 14th street. Then just make it all one way for each street and so it will function 
such as M46 in Saginaw where it splits onto 2 roads. Then on curwnt division, make one of the would be 
lanes a full bike trail/linear park from bay street to 14th where then it can bridge over and connect to the 
current path that runs on the east side of division south of 14th. To keep residents happy, install sound 
barriers and try to restrict traffic traveling between the nb and sb lanes by having front street be both 
directions, 7th and 8th be how they are now, and 12th and 13th function like 7th and 8th. Then the only 
land acquisition needed would be a small amount along 14th where the division would happen and at the 
north end of maple where you coul  d put a  large (big enough that a semi doesn't have to struggle to get 
through) round about. Then on the north end of the sb lane (division) place another round about. It would 
also be nice if these round about were controlled by some kind of traffic light system rather than yeild signs. 
I have this whole plan drawn up but I was not able to attend the meeting earlier this month. Thank you for 
your consideration. If you would like to see my idea, please contact me. Thank you. 
 

25. (Slabtown, Wayne St) Eastbound on Grandview Pkwy at Division should not be able to turn right on red 
(south on Division).  Reverting this to how it used to be makes the pedestrian crossing at that corner much 
safer, and creates gaps in traffic between Grandview and Front Street.  Pedestrians and cars from the 
Slabtown neighborhood can then more easily cross Division.  Stop lights and left turn lights elsewhere 
between Division & 14th would also help pedestrians cross that area. 



 
26. (Wayne St) I like the boulevards designs with the left turn signals at 7th & 11th streets.  I think this should 

also be installed at Randolph Street. 
 

27. (Empire) Please reject all of the roundabout alternatives.  A roundabout will work if there is only one lane 
entering the circle. A good example is at M-37 and M-115 outside Mesick. But, when you have two lanes 
entering the circle there will be mass confusion.  If you need an example look at the roundabout near the 
Costco in Brighton where Whitmore Lake Road meets Lee Road. The body shops will thrive if you build a 
roundabout on a four lane highway. 

 
28. (Ninth St) I was out of town for the public meeting but have looked at the alternatives.  it is obvious that 

Roundabouts are not very feasible at Front or 7th street. I am very much in favor of having a Roundabout at 
14th St first, as this is the southern entrance to our town and would make a statement that you are entering 
a different zone and drivers would slow down more effectively. Second,I think the Roundabout at Grandview 
Parkway would be wonderful and would vastly improve safety for all users of the intersection. Third, the 
Roundabout at 11th St. could be pushed to the northwest of the current intersection and not affect the 
homes on the east side of the road.  The city owns two lots in that area that are not part of the original park 
of the Commons.  By shifting the Roundabout over, there could be a separate single lane into 11th St from 
south to east that wouldn't be a part of the Roundabout - that would help the neighborhood fears of too 
much traffic as Building 50 and the Commons continues to be redeveloped.  The offset nature of the 
Roundabout would also slow traffic down since vegetation could be used to buffer the approaches to the 
Roundabout and not get drivers in too much of a hurry. Last, CHANGE the speed limit on Division to 30mph.  
It is 30 from Grandview Parkway to 8th St, then 40 mph to 14th St.  This change is unnecessary and induces 
more speed from the south, where the Township has a 45mph speed near the strip malls and development 
outside the city.  14th St is 25mph and appropriate for a neighborhood setting.  Let's get it changed on 
Division St. to something that is reflective of our community, not just a speedy way through town. Thank 
you. 
 

29. (Twin Oaks Dr) Left turn lane from 14th to 11th. No left turns except 11th or Front. ALL hospital traffic to 
enter off of Silver Lake. 

 
30. (Woodland Dr) Looks like a roundabout at Grandview is a no-brainer and 14th also looks like a great 

solution. Let's do it!! I propose that all intersection prioritize safety first, pedestrian access second and bike 
access third - all of which support decreasing car congestion. If we can affect a conservation trade for any 
parklands affected, I think the people will support the efforts. I would personally work on garnering support 
for this. 

 
31. (Tenth St) I strongly support the roundabouts as a way to improve flow, safety, aesthetics, function. The 

resistance to roundabouts is almost always because people aren't familiar enough with them. The 
roundabout at M37 and M115 is a huge improvement to the traffic flow. 

 
32. This is a state highway for cars and trucks, not bicycles.  Forget dropping traffic lanes and adding bike lanes.  

Its important for those on foot to have a sidewalk and better places to cross the road, safely.  If you want to 
see the result of cutting driving lanes and adding bike lanes, go watch the traffic on 8th street for 1 hour! 

 
33. (Seventh St) 1. Keep Seventh St one way from  Union to  Division- 2.  I support adding a turn signal to make a 

left when going N on Division to get onto 7th to get to the Hospital 3. Keep the no left turn from 7th onto   
Division. 

 
34. PLEASE NO ROUNDABOUTS!!  They are so confusing, and with the large population of seniors in this 

community, it would be harmful. We recently moved from AA and Brighton area so I know from 
experience!! 



 
35. (Beulah) I love the alternate plans that include roundabouts at 14th, 11th, 7th, Front, and Grandview 

Parkway.  Roundabouts have been proven to be much more efficient movers of traffic and much safer than 
stop lights or stop signs.  I have driven roundabouts in Sweden and in the UK (on the left side of the road) as 
well as growing up with a roundabout in Ohio.  They are supremely easy to use.  People are afraid of change, 
but they will easily get to love roundabouts once they are in. 

 
36. (Keystone Rd) Roundabouts work with bicycles and very compact cars. Semis and SUV s are usually wrecked. 

 
37. (Willow St) As a slabtown resident I am very frustrated with the current configuration.  It is almost 

impossible most of the time to get onto the parkway to go in either direction from Slabtown.  I try to use Bay 
street to enter and exit the neighborhood and I think the perfect solution would be a roundabout at 
Division, Bay and the Parkway.  It will also make pedestrian and bike crossing safer and easier.  I would 
support roundabouts at all of the major intersections on Division. 

 
38. Dear Mayor and City Commissioners - Copy to Planning Commission Chair and Central, Kids Creek, and 

Slabtown Neighborhood Presidents - I am writing to express my family's opposition to the MDOT-posted 
alternative intersection proposals for Division Street.  I understand these are only proposals, and that you 
and the State are gathering feedback, and I offer these comments in that spirit. These proposals appear 
uniformly designed to increase the traffic capacity of the street, through the addition of new pavement, 
wider intersections, and more turning lanes at multiple locations.  This is exactly the wrong direction in 
which to head.  As the historic Central, Kids Creek, and Slabtown neighborhoods continue to improve and 
prosper, it becomes more and more obvious that the highest and best use of these areas is traditionally 
residential.  As a place for people to live, families to grow, and property values (and corresponding city tax 
base) to increase - all of which is happening in excess of anyone's expectations just a decade ago.  The same 
could be said of all of the city neighborhoods, but these three are the ones that will be impacted by this 
project. Increasing the traffic capacity of a state highway running through this area is directly in conflict with 
the highest and best use of this area.  We have a finite supply of 100-year-old neighborhoods.  If we degrade 
them we will not be able to build new ones.  This proposal puts the interests of people who do not live in the 
city and want to drive through more quickly over the interests of people who have chosen to invest 
everything they have in the city.  Living five lots from Division and crossing it on foot on a regular basis I am 
aware that the present situation is far from optimal, but it is workable.  The proposal MDOT is presenting 
would make it much worse.  A couple additional specifics:  I personally do not oppose a two-way, traffic 
calmed 7th Street.  However, that is not what is being proposed.  Instead, the Maple Block of 7th Street is 
proposed to expand to three lanes, converting it from a residential block to what would effectively be an 
on/off-ramp for US-31.  This is consistent with MDOT's objectives to increase capacity and level of service, 
but contrary to every planning objective the City has expressed in the last decade.  Why would we, as a city, 
possibly want to encourage more traffic to turn off a state highway and into a neighborhood? I personally 
support regional planning efforts to route traffic around the city, via bypass or otherwise. Let those who 
want to live in the suburban areas and drive four lane roads around the city have that option, instead of 
channeling them and the long-distance traffic through our neighborhoods. I understand that sometimes 
proposals gain momentum simply by being on the table for discussion for a long time.  I also know from 
hours of meetings on Division/Grandview that MDOT's approach is to try and negotiate pedestrian safety for 
increased capacity and level of service, and this proposal appears consistent with that. I ask you to take a 
firm stand against increasing traffic capacity and expanding pavement in the Division Street corridor.  I ask 
you to put the interests and property values of the residents of these neighborhoods over the interests of 
non-resident drivers in having a faster and more convenient route through town.  This is not a close call. 
Thank you for your time and consideration. 

 
39. (Elk Rapids) Thank you for the opportunity comment on the traffic problems in Traverse City.  I am a native 

of Traverse City and do take an interest in what is transpiring here. Division Street is like 28th street in Grand 
Rapids.  Personally I don’t see round-a-bouts solving any problems.  I do see the need for turning lanes, 



properly timed lights and more traffic lights in that area to keep the bikers and walkers safe.  They still need 
lights to cross the highway safely. I’ve noted new construction in Traverse City building as close to the 
roadways as possible, thereby precluding any room for turning lanes.  I was under the impression that city 
planners should have at least a 20 year vision of what is happing in their communities.  I don’t see this as 
fact in Traverse City.  No thought to roadway expansion is even being considered.  With the influx of 
summer tourists and a cherry festival that lasts way too long, it’s impossible for the “locals” to move through 
the city without traveling the neighborhood streets.  The locals should not have to add an extra 30 minutes 
to their travel time just to get through the city.  We need a bypass and we need it desperately.  In truth, we 
need a freeway up here. Traverse City is no longer a small town.  In years past, we could always tell when 
summer was over because of the decrease in traffic.  This no longer happens as traffic is heavy all year 
round. No more studies as they are too expensive and result is wanting more studies.  For many years these 
problems have been “under study,” and nothing has been accomplished.  Now, please do something that 
benefits the automobile drivers. 

 
40. Hey there, Currently standing at the TC public library looking at proposed city improvements. I live and work 

downtown. My family has lived in TC for 25 years. I've worked in cities all over the country the passed 5. 
Recently returned from living in Los Angeles. I'm one of few Millennials who call TC a home. Year round. 
Huge fan of the roundabout on 7th street! Much needed w the hospital. An 11th street cut-through seems 
unnecessary but I can see how it would help alleviate 8th street. I just don't think this is addressing the root 
problem and only creates another 8th street style road. Improvements to14th should really have a focus on 
connecting it to Cass and therefore South Airport as a major cut-through diagonally across the city. That 
would help alleviate 8th too. Just a resident's 2 cents. 

 
41. I attended all 3 public viewings of your posters and Google Earth photos of Division Street.  Here are my 

reactions: 
1. Process — You need to engage in a public discussion, where your personnel present the plan and the 

public can react to the plan.  I have attended each public viewing but I have yet to see a plan.  I have yet 
to hear an engineer state a concept. 

2. Vision — Your posters have depicted various design options, but there is no statement of vision for 
Division Street.  What do you think — is it a transit highway or is it a neighborhood street? 

3. Details — I cannot understand what you are planning: 
a. one poster has a boulevard; is that your plan? 
b. I advised you I did not think the turn-lane diagram for the entrance to 8th St. left enough room for 

the left-turning cars; is that your plan?  
c. you indicated you might have eastbound 7th St. traffic continue across Division St. into Central 

Neighborhood and loop around to 8th St.  If that is your plan, it is not good.  Your plan should not 
allow any automobile traffic to enter Central Neighborhood. 

 d. there is no bike lane on Division St. 
 e. there is no pedestrian crossing o Division St. 
 f.  what is the speed limit? 
4.    I cannot tell whether you are seriously planning an 8 ½ St.  If so, don’t.  Additional traffic avenues 

through the commons will destroy the natural Commons. 
5.    Planting in the boulevard — you need to do that to moderate noise and exhaust and slow traffic. 
6.    Vision — You are creating the entrance to Traverse City, and you should do something creative.  This 

City deserves it.  
7.    Traffic calming — what feature of your posters calms traffic?  Please tell me. 

 
(Second one) Thanks for taking the time to speak with me at the last two MDOT public events concerning 
the Division Street re-design.  As you know, I started looking at the posters and diagrams with a lot of 
concern.  At this point, I’m more or less unpersuaded that MDOT has come up with a plan that improves 
Division Street.  Here are some specifics: There is no traffic calming.  Saying a grassy median will cause traffic 



to slow is wishful, or we’re talking about different levels of speed.  You indicated there can be no substantial 
trees or bushes.  That means, at best, it will look like Grandview Parkway where drivers routinely go 45 mph. 
Widened turn lanes make it harder for pedestrians to cross streets.  It will be like the corner at Division and 
Grandview Pkwy. 
The lack of a pedestrian bridge or tunnel means the only place people can cross is at the lights. 
There is a total lack of protection from cars dumping off Division and trusting through Central 
Neighborhood.  Someone mentioned the idea of letting Eastbound 7th Street traffic cross into the Central 
Neighborhood (in other words change the one-way direction of 7th) to allow easier access to 8th St.  That 
would be a calamity for Central Neighborhood.  Please make sure Central does not become a transit 
neighborhood, because the noise and lack of safety will degrade the neighborhood. 
The proposed left turn onto 8th St. is too short to allow all the cars that currently want to go East, and will 
back up cars into the main lane of travel. 
You should make Division one lane each direction with a middle turn lane and median system, like 
Woodmere. 
The speed limit should be lowered to 30 and enforced. 
Significant trees should be planted in the median.  They can be trimmed as they start to canopy. 
There must be either a tunnel or a bridge. 
An 8 ½ St. addition would be defeated by a City vote. 
It may sound insincere to make all these criticisms and then thank you for your hard work, but I mean both 
sincerely.  But keep trying.  This is the entry to the City, and it is a key to two neighborhoods' lifestyle, and it 
is worth your time and effort and expense.  I hope to review the next iteration and find some idealistic 
changes in the plan. 

 
42. (Eleventh St) Please do not place a round-about in this intersection.  Use a traffic light and crosswalk. I live 

on Eleventh Street and try to use it often as a driver and as a pedestrian. This location is the main entrance 
to the Grand Traverse Commons, a major and growing development, that merits a traffic light. There have 
been roundabouts in the Boardman neighborhood of Traverse City for many years and they do not 
work!  People do not know how to use them. Boardman neighborhood intersections are slow and infrequent 
traffic.  The traffic at Eleventh Street and Division is heavy and fast! The roundabout drawing on MDOT 
shows a crosswalk north and south of the roundabout.  Still, there is no way for pedestrians to get the traffic 
to see them and stop!  It also requires more hardscape and sidewalks to be added than if a light with 
crosswalk were used. This intersection has heavy traffic of many non-local cars that are not going to be used 
to dealing with a roundabout.  This is dangerous. 

 
43. I have lived on Traverse City's west side in slab town for the past 26 years. Every time I leave my home to go 

into town, whether by foot, bicycle or car, I have to figure out how I'm going to cross Division because of the 
congestion. What I've learned is that the best way to deal with Division Street is to not deal with Division 
Street, at all. By foot or bicycle, that is achieved easily; not so by car.  The problem has been with us for so 
long without relief that it's difficult not to become cynical, sarcastic and negative about a solution. The 
problem seems to be one of traffic volume, too many cars for Division Street to handle. I can't see a redesign 
of the street handling the volume any better. At best, that would be a short term measure...I hesitate to say 
"solution." Motorists need an east-west alternative, a bypass. The problem with Division Street is just a 
glaring example infrastructure not accommodating growth. 

 
44. As a citizen of Traverse City, I am concerned with the potential changes to Division Street. I have traveled on 

that street many, many times. Yes, it does become very congested at times. However, I think that the 
proposed changes will not directly solve the problem. I think it will make them worse. Some people in this 
town aren't the best of drivers to begin with. People go through a yellow light or red light faster than they 
do a green one. It doesn't matter what street it is, it is always a problem. By adding a roundabout to the 
intersection of Division and 14th Street/Silver Lake Rd., it will only make things worse. One of the biggest 
issues with that is the amount of traffic that goes through that intersection.  By channeling it into one lane, 
that will back traffic up. There will be too much confusion as to who has the right of way. There will always 



be one person who is in such a hurry trying to get through the intersection that someone will get seriously 
hurt or even killed if a roundabout is put in place, especially if the roundabout resembles the ones on 
Webster Street. The raised concrete will only serve as a launch pad should someone fly through there, not 
paying attention. If the addition of left turn lanes in certain areas is the way to go then so be it. Roundabouts 
are NOT the answer. Last year, 8th Street was transformed from a pretty busy four lane street (with no left 
turn lane) to a really super busy street with two lanes, a left turn lane, and two bike lanes that I have seen 
nobody using. Where are the bicyclists? They are on the sidewalk. The powers that be in this town said that 
there would be congestion at first (which there was) and that over time, once people got used to it, would 
subside. It hasn't. There are times during the day where cars are backed up for as far as the eye can see. 
That was a huge mistake on their part. Division is one of probably five of the busiest roads in Traverse City. 
Making drastic changes such as roundabouts or raised meridians are only going to make things worse. 
Certainly adding bike lanes is adding to the recipe for disaster. I understand that people need to get places 
and a bike may be their only mode of transportation. If they want something, give them a bike path that 
runs parallel to Division. As far as pedestrian crossings go, take a good hard look at where people cross the 
most and give them the opportunity to cross the street whether it's a system of lights or whatever. Traverse 
City is a growing community. Traffic will only get worse. The use of roundabouts and raised meridians is not 
the answer. Please take this letter into consideration when it comes time to make a decision. 
 

45. Attached are photos we took when Division was built in 52. Prior to that it was a gravel city street. 
remember them pumping sand from the Bay to build up the parkway roadbed. That’s why you have dark 
blue spots off shore. I lived on the corner of 2nd and Division from the time I was born (1946) until the 
house was sold in 2000. I am quite familiar with what it is like to  have three 42 wheel gravel trains go by 
every morning at 6:30, thirty feet away from my bedroom. Hitting every expansion joint and man hole cover 
from Front to the Parkway. There is one thing the street has needed since the current volume of traffic 
started in the 70’s. and that is a turn lane. At present you have a one lane highway in each direction with its 
own turn lane. It has been a problem for the past 40 years with nothing being done. The primary reason for 
this highway is for commerce, emergency vehicles, and in the event the military needed it to protect this 
country. It was not built for bicycles. Traverse City has one of the highest proportion of retirees of any city in 
the state. To install a round about would be a serious mistake. I am not talking about sunny Sunday 
afternoon traffic flow but what about rush hour in Dec when it is dark and you have a snow storm. You want 
to mix retirees just trying to get home with gravel trains, asphalt trucks, petroleum haulers and every other 
type of commercial vehicle that you obviously can’t see through or around. Like them or not the stop light 
intersections are very maneuverable  even in a storm. And they provide gaps for cars to enter the highway 
from side streets. The problem you have with Division is the same as what you have on East front all the way 
to 8th street. No turn lane. In the summer I do anything to avoid that stretch. By the time anything is done 
with Division, I will be at least 70 and I can assure you if a round about is built I will use any alley or side 
street avoid it. 
 

46. (Elk Rapids) Increased population and tourism has made Traverse City one of the worst areas in Michigan to 
get around.  With the resulting increase of traffic and having only three cross-town East West arteries being 
one of the primary causes. To solve part of the traffic problem what we need are additional left and right 
turn lanes at intersections, not roundabouts that slows traffic down.  Timed traffic lights to promote a 
constant speed would be a big help too. In addition there are large areas of the US31 corridor that have no 
center-lane for turns in heavily used commercial areas.  Not having a "turn lane" causes a whole main traffic 
lane to be stopped when someone is entering these businesses. The ultimate traffic problem solver, of 
course, is a Traverse City by-pass and a cross-town Hammond road extension. It seems like we spend a ton 
of money on "studies", have for years, with nothing being accomplished.  It's time for the bureaucrats to 
make some common-sense decisions and start solving the problem. More traffic project studies are simply a 
waste of money to pro-long the inevitably needed by-pass and Hammond road extension. I have lived in the 
Traverse City area since 1960 and have watched the traffic problem grow exponentially with no serious 
action to solve increased traffic with foresight for growth.  We have to think twenty to thirty or more years 
ahead in order develop solutions so we don't have a traffic mess like we currently have.  But then "do 



something" instead of having one more study and no action. Further, it borders on insanity to mix 
automobiles that weigh two tons with bicycles and pedestrian traffic on the same corridor for obvious 
reasons. 

 
47. I am disgusted by continued attempts to foist roundabouts on our area.  I have several objections to 

roundabouts, as follows: Problems removing snow:  I am retired from the City of Traverse City Street 
Department.  My main job for over 20 years was to remove the snow from the city's streets.  Anyone who 
has lived here for decades knows the amount of snow we get is cyclical.  If we get the amount of snow we 
got in the '70s, clearing snow from roundabouts would be problematic. Ability of drivers to deal with 
roundabouts:  From what I have observed, driving for a living for decades, most drivers have trouble with 
proper lane usage and right of way, even without the complications of dealing with roundabouts.  Especially 
given how many people who use our streets are from other cities and states, there will be confusion, and 
unnecessary accidents caused by roundabouts. Neighborhood traffic:  Drivers will take alternate routes 
through residential areas to avoid the roundabouts.  People who live in those areas, whose children walk 
and ride bikes on their streets, will NOT be happy with the results. Roundabouts are BAD for pedestrians and 
bike riders, not good.  If the traffic does not come to a complete stop, there will be NO safe time for 
pedestrians and bikes to cross.  They definitely won't be able to cross anywhere close to the 
roundabout.  Plus, for people who walk with difficulty or are disabled, and have to use a wheelchair, a 
roundabout would prove an insurmountable obstacle. If anyone wanted to truly help pedestrians, and not 
just serve some hidden agenda, they would build a pedestrian bridge across busy streets such as Division 
and US-31 North, similar to the one on US-31 North at the State Park.  A local radio personality is suggesting 
a tunnel under US-31 North for the same purpose.  The tunnel between downtown Traverse City and the old 
zoo demonstrates why tunnels are not good, they are the lowest point, so they flood, they attract homeless 
people and muggers, and thus are not used by non-homeless people and people who do not wish to be 
mugged (or raped), and they stink because people urinate in them.  At the very least, a tunnel would 
require regular cleaning, lighting, and monitoring via security cameras, which would not promise 
safety.  Bridges do not cause the same problems. I strongly suspect that the people in Michigan government 
who are pushing roundabouts have some interest in the construction of roundabouts other than serving the 
public interest.  Members of the public who think they want them, do not understand their negative impact. 
 

48. (Hazelnut Ct) Respectfully, my opinions on any future changes to Division Street are as follows: 
(1) Boulevarding at the 14th Street entry to the city would alert drivers to the fact that a city is being 
entered and driving should be done accordingly.  Possibly a 1-block boulevard to 13th street, then use the 
entire roadway for traffic. Treed landscaping would help too. 
(2) Don't utilize "roundabouts".  It is my impression this is a recent fad imported from southern states, that 
is much disliked in Michigan by citizens.  See Brighton and Mesick in that regard. I have had road commission 
employees tell me there is great difficulty in plowing these in winter.  In addition to being expensive (approx 
$1M each) they are difficult and unfamiliar to local drivers and will be marked by frequent accidents. 
Advocates for the handicapped acknowledge great difficulty in finding a place to cross a roundabout 
thoroughfare safely. 
(3) Be realistic with speed limits.  Our City Planner, some Commissioners, and activists will push for the 
slowest possible speed limits as a matter of near-theology.  They really won't be satisfied until traffic crawls 
at 20 mph everywhere in the city. Your role should be to remind them this is a state highway, that moves 
thousands of vehicles through Traverse City, many of which would prefer to even avoid the town.  But until 
we have a bypass (Beitner to Hammond to 5-Mile to Acme) this is a HIGHWAY. 
(4) At the risk of offending our aggressive biking lobby, you might consider bike routes on parallel streets to 
Division, using all the surface for vehicles.  The "equal right to the streets" mantra will seem irrelevant the 
first time a cyclist is struck on what is, in fact, a busy route moving traffic, including hundreds of heavy 
trucks. 
Unfortunately, you may not hear similar comments in public sessions, which are most often attended by 
members of the Church of Slower Traffic, not the average citizens who simply want to get to work and play 
at reasonable speeds and safely. 



 
49. (Omena) I am a strong supporter of roundabouts, especially one at Grandview Parkway and Division. Good 

luck. 
 
50. (Bellaire) Roundabouts work well if there is only one lane of traffic in each direction, traffic is normally light 

in nature, and usually used by folks travelling the roundabout often. Roundabouts get confusing if two lanes 
of traffic on at least one of the roads exist,  if traffic is heavy, and is  travelled by folks not using it very 
often. I think Division Street in Traverse City qualifies as the latter, not the former. 

 
51. I DO NOT want any roundabouts on Division Street in Traverse City. I DO NOT want them anywhere. People 

and groups who want to shove them down our throats do not have safety in mind. Add a light at Eleventh 
Street. At all the lights on Division add a no moving time and let pedestrians/bikers have 15-20 seconds 
every every 3-4 rounds of traffic flows. Having bikers on a roundabout with vehicles is far too dangerous for 
them. Sorry, but many, many bikers do not follow the laws as it is and I do not want them in a roundabout 
with me, if God forbid we have to have them. We, also, not need to take anymore land away from the 
nearby land owners. 

 
52. (E. Grandview Ct) I have lived in Traverse City all my life, my family has over 100 years here, my comment on 

roundabouts is this-- the bottom line is Traverse City badly needs a bypass around the city, like Grand Rapids 
and Indianapolis, this is the common sense way to relieve traffic and congestion. Most people don't like the 
way roundabouts work!! Your plan needs more study.  I bet half the traffic would be relieved with a bypass 
instead of all these other ideas.  I can't imagine the big trucks that use division, fire trucks, emergency 
vehicles, going through roundabouts. A bypass is the most sensible way!! 

 
53. I live at the corner of Tenth and Division Sts.  Following are my thoughts/comments: Either a light or 

roundabout at 11th St would be a positive.  Otherwise, consider no left turns from 11th onto Division. Ideally, 
there should be means of pedestrian crossing every 3 to 4 blocks. I like the plan for the 12’ green median 
strips (and the 6’ strips further north).  These can facilitate pedestrian crossing of Division in stages (crossing 
2 lanes/1 direction vs. 4 lanes/2 directions).   I think, the green strips also are way more welcoming for 
guests coming into Traverse City than what we currently have.  We need to be sure that whatever is planted 
in the green strips can be appropriately maintained so that it doesn’t become shabby. I believe the plans 
with the median strips include hardscaping the dirt space currently between sidewalk and street.  This is 
good as it is next to impossible for a homeowner to maintain those spaces along Division Street.  It is not 
comfortable to be next to the highway pulling weeds or even mowing them down and a ton of sand/salt is 
deposited in the winter.  It’s just hard to get things planted that will grow there unless one is willing to go 
out at night when the traffic flow is calmer. I believe there should not be crosswalks without a timed light or 
pedestrian button for light to stop traffic.  An exception may be when there is a sufficient median strip so 
that pedestrian needs be noticed by only 2 lanes of 1 direction traffic for safe crossing. The speed limit in 
front of our houses is 40mph.  A few blocks north, the allowed speed is reduced to 35mph which continues 
along the bay front.  Seems the reduced speed limit should be applied north of 14th St/Silver Lake through 
the city limits.   



US 31 M‐37 Division Street PEL Public Comments Received in June and July 2015: 
 
1. (10th and Division) Would not like a median in front of their house blocking a left turn into their driveway 

which is their only access – do not have an alley access. Snow builds and melts in their driveway creating a 
big bump and they have to slow way down to stop and turn, so they feel that it is safer to turn left from the 
north instead of turning right from the south because of rear end collisions and the speed people are driving 
at their section of road.  
Suggests a left turn lane from 14th to 9th Street – when they go to pick up their children at Central Grade 
School, they turn left from 9th instead of 8th Street.  
Totally appreciate giving them the opportunity to have input. 
 

2. (16th St) We want to go on record as supporting a boulevard type of street with limited cut through access 
into neighborhoods.  A double turn lane from 14th street onto Division going South would help.  We are 
absolutely opposed to roundabouts!!!!!  This is a town that has thousands of visitors and a retirement 
population.  Traffic lights are understood by all and do work.  I have had to use a wheelchair for mobility for 
63 years, and find that traffic lights do work well if streets are constructed correctly. A bypass around 
Traverse City, at least as far out as Chums corner should be done prior to major work on Division St. 
 

3. (Leelanau County) I am against any roundabouts on Division street in Traverse City. I have lived here for 70 
years. I live in Leelanau County (and I am on the Road Commission) and traffic backups affect our county. 
The scoring/ratings for all options did not include: 1) ferocious wind and snow on Grandview (that alone is a 
deal breaker for keeping a cumbersome roundabout cleared) 2) our seasons only permit walking and bikes 
for a few good months  but the roundabout would be there all the time 3) the roundabouts would be 
barriers for the movement of heavy loads for our infrastructure. 

 
Traffic lights are needed to space/break traffic. I sat for 30 minutes on Grandview and Division and 
witnessed no pedestrian or bike backups....what is the problem with lights??? Pedestrians and bikers cannot 
cross a roundabout....constant traffic, with no traffic light breaks for them. The evaluations for boulevards 
and traffic lights is the best....go with those 

 
4. Reference four proposed roundabouts on US 31 in Traverse City I offer the following comments.   

1. The obvious solution to US 31 traffic flow problems in TC is to route through traffic AROUND TC via a by‐
pass [ Like, Chum's Corners, Beitner Rd., Keystone Rd., Hammond Rd., Four or Five‐ mile Rd. etc.].  This route 
has been discussed frequently ‐ but turned down by local downtown merchants. The proposed rework of US 
31 via Division Street and Grandview Parkway in TC has some merit [added turn‐out lanes vs. 
roundabouts].that should ease traffic flow.    But I am concerned about the roundabout options being a 
benefit to pedestrian and bicycle traffic.  
2.  In the roundabout options new sidewalks are proposed from existing paths to the edge of roadways that 
approach the roundabouts.  Pedestrian or bicycle traffic would then be exposed to vehicle traffic [or are the 
pedestrian paths to be raised above the vehicle traffic? (steps vs. ramps?)].  Pedestrian traffic signals near 
the roundabouts would totally defeat the whole roundabout traffic flow plan.  MDOT requires vehicle traffic 
to yield to pedestrians at roundabouts. 
3. I foresee huge traffic back‐ups at these roundabouts as left‐turn vehicles slow to merge with other traffic 
in navigating the "compact" circles [that are constrained by existing buildings].  
4. Further, I am concerned about the frequency of roundabout collisions between vehicles while the public 
learns to merge and change lanes in those circles and that confusion may extend into the far future, until 
the US population is educated to roundabout use. I appreciate that your road design decisions will not be 
easy and I am prepared to live with the consensus decisions. 

 
5. (Suttons Bay) For the sake of sanity, safety and sense, please spare Traverse City from a plague of 

roundabouts, beginning with the one proposed for W. Grandview Parkway and Division Street.  There are 
others proposed but the volume of traffic at this location is the highest in the city.  For casual traffic 



volumes, in relatively and naturally sedate locations, roundabouts may, may, may work.  But given the 
numbers of vehicles passing through this intersection, this concept fails a reality test.  I have witnessed 
backups at entrances to these budding nightmares elsewhere…even under moderate traffic conditions.  And 
it is amazing what inclement weather will do to offset the best of ill‐conceived intentions.  Think 
winter……….. 

 
Roundabouts are an excuse rather than a solution, stressful rather than calming and not at the least, a 
sideswiping, car damaging danger in heavily trafficked intersections.    Having had the experience of passage 
through these disasters waiting to happen in New Hampshire (two years), Ireland (one month), Michigan, 
and a few other states, negotiating through them is always stressful and risky.  They are costly expedients 
rather than permanent solutions to traffic management.  A solution to the “traffic city” problem is the 
implementation of a long standing construction proposal for a much needed (Hammond Road) bypass of the 
city.  This desperately needed bypass would eliminate ‐by conservative estimates made more than a few 
years ago by qualified engineers ‐ about 18‐20 per cent of through traffic along Division Street now….and 
forever.   
 
Please do not let the momentum of what to some is a new and desirable concept, trample thoughtful, 
forward‐looking and permanent solutions to the serious traffic issue in Traverse City.  The Hammond Road 
bypass is a winner…forever. 

 
6. The Grand Traverse Commons Joint Planning Commission passed a motion supporting elements of the 

Division Street concepts plans along with a comment as noted below: 
The GTC Joint Planning Commission supports the concept of roundabouts at 14th and 11th Streets and 
recommends that a flashing light be incorporated in the design elements to help identify when pedestrians 
are crossing these intersections. 
The GTC Joint Planning Commission also supports the street being designed to include a landscaped 
boulevard. 
This action was taken at the June 3 Joint Planning Commission meeting and passed unanimously. 

 
7. (11th St) We DO NOT want roundabouts anywhere in T.C.  We much prefer lights at intersections.  It is safer 

and you really don't have to wait that long for a light. re: roundabouts: 
1.  How can pedestrians cross the street safely in a roundabout? 
2.  It's hard to maneuver in a roundabout.  And you still have to yield to oncoming traffic.  So you still have to 
wait. 
3.  There is too much traffic in T.C. for a roundabout. The roundabout would have to be huge to maybe 
work. When an exit lane backs‐up, traffic will stop as it does now and there will be no control as cars change 
lanes to avoid the back‐up. 
4.  Afraid there will be many more accidents due to people trying to change lanes or trying to drive in a 
roundabout.  It'll be a free‐for‐all.  Scary. 
We experienced roundabouts in Boston and it was a nightmare.  We are against them. 
11th st. needs a light, as planned, for access to the Commons/Village. and a safe crossway for pedestrians to 
go to the Commons/Village. 

 
8. Please add my name to the list of those opposed to the possible roundabout in the area of the Elk's lodge 

here in Traverse City, Mi.  
 
9. I wish to express my concerns with constructing the roundabout at Division St and Bay Shore Dr in Traverse 

City. Not only will it make it very difficult for pedestrians and bikers on the TART Trail to cross Division it will 
make it difficult for patrons of the local businesses on Division to enter or leave the their respective parking 
lots due to the continuous traffic. Also the impact to the Elks Lodge on the corner's properly is substantial.  

 



10. To continue my email, sorry for the two parter! I would hope you would consider the other proposal. Thank 
you for your time and consideration. 

 
11. I am a resident of Slabtown (the west side of TC), born and raised here.  I have watched this community 

grow and change, but with very little change in traffic control. The growth is making this city burst at the 
seams, I, recently, saw the proposed roundabout at Division and the bay.  It is a good idea, however, I 
believe it is not sized quite right.  Why would the Elks loose property, while the west side is bare and butts 
up to a dog park.  I am sure the Elks pays huge property tax, while the other land sits vacant. Please 
reconsider the parameters of this project. 

 
12. (Traverse City) We would like to express our enthusiastic support for the installation of roundabouts on 

Division Street or anywhere else in the city and county. We lived in the West Bloomfield, MI area for years 
and endured prolonged stops at major intersections on M5 and Pontiac Trail. After roundabouts were 
installed in these high‐speed extremely high volume intersections our commuting time was significantly 
reduced, accidents decreased exponentially and cost savings to motorists and the community decreased 
substantially. We both have travelled extensively in Europe as well where roundabouts are commonplace. 
They are a very safe and efficient method of traffic control. We feel they have multiple benefits: 

 
1) Safety‐  

Automobiles‐Traffic slows to moderate speed and moves safely and evenly through intersections. The 
absence of traffic lights eliminates potentially dangerous high speed collisions as drivers run red lights or 
pull out in front of oncoming traffic. According to the Federal Highway Administration, roundabouts 
improve safety with more than 90% reductions in fatalities, 76% in reduction of injuries, 35% reductions 
in all crashes and slower speeds are generally safer for pedestrians and cyclists.* 
Pedestrians/Cyclists‐ Roundabouts allow for highly visible, safe crossings at normally dangerous 
intersections.  
Senior drivers‐ According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety: "Older drivers are more likely 
than other drivers to be wary of roundabouts but are particularly likely to benefit from them in terms of 
improved safety. Relative to other age groups, senior drivers are over‐involved in crashes occurring at 
intersections. In 2013, 38% of fatal passenger vehicle crashes involving drivers 70 and older were 
intersection crashes, compared with 25 % of fatal crashes younger than 70". The elimination of right‐of‐
way issues at roundabouts will significantly reduce failure to yield issues commonly found at traffic 
lights. 

2) Infrastructure ‐ The elimination of traffic lights reduces perpetual maintenance of a system exposed to 
the elements. No electrical costs are required to operate system. Roundabout service life is approximately 
25 years and a standard high‐maintenance intersection typically 10 years. (Insurance Institute for Highway 
Safety) 
3) Fuel savings ‐ The absence of traffic lights eliminates costly stop‐and‐go tie‐ups at intersections and 
passes fuel savings directly to drivers with commensurate benefit of reduction of exhaust pollution while 
idling. 
4) Time savings ‐ No traffic lights lower waiting time at lights providing a significant time savings to 
motorists. 
5) Community values ‐ Quieter and more aesthetically pleasing than standard traffic light intersections. 
6) Attitudes ‐ According to the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety attitudes before installation were 
around 30% in favor of roundabouts but after 1 year in service public support increased to 70% on average. 
We would highly recommend a review of the Insurance Institute for Highway Safety and Federal Highway 
Administration for summary of the benefits of roundabouts. 

 
13. (Business Randolph St) I just saw the proposed plan for a roundabout at this intersection. ARE YOU KIDDING 

ME? people in this town have trouble driving straight much less a roundabout. this will be dangerous at 
best! If pedestrian traffic is the reason it is wrong thinking. accidents will happen. there is a reason that we 
were all taught not to play in traffic! Now, on to taking private land to do this is absurd! Why was the useless 



disease infested dog park not effected? the Elks do so much good for the community and under your 
proposal the road would be within feet of the patio(can’t wait for that lawsuit). I have never agreed that 
ANYONE can take land that is not theirs. My profession is to protect individual property rights! and intend to 
do just that with this issue. it is appalling that anyone would think that a roundabout  is a good idea for 
Traverse City MI. 

 
14. Mam I am writing to voice my concerns regarding the roundabout being considered at the corner of Division 

and Bayshore dr. My main concern is the impact on the Elks lodge property. Not only will it reduce the 
parking and the loss of a gorgeous pine tree but also the egress and ingress of the parking lots out to 
Division. In addition what will be the impact on the TART trail for both pedestrians and bicyclists. If the 
roundabout has to be implemented would it be possible to swing it more to the west thereby having less of 
an impact on the Elks property . 

 
15. (Traverse City) I have viewed the plan for a proposed roundabout for the intersection of Grandview Parkway 

and Division Street in Traverse City and do not believe that to be a good solution for that location. I have 
driven roundabouts and believe that, at that particular intersection, one would be dangerous and confusing. 
I question the sensibility of any roundabouts for Division Street. A possible exception might be one at the 
intersection of Eleventh Street where there is no traffic light. I have lived in and around Traverse City all of 
my life and have watched its growth from a small town to a regional hub, with the amount of traffic growing 
exponentially, far beyond the capability of the infrastructure. It is a certainty that the city will continue to 
grow and continue to attract a greater influx of visitors, drawn to the area through more and more national 
media attention. I believe that a partial, and necessary, solution to lessening traffic in the city is a bypass 
route proposed several years ago, connecting Hartman and Hammond Roads. Although it would not solve all 
of the traffic problems in Traverse City, I hope that the proposal will be revisited soon and action taken to 
accomplish the project. 

 
16. (Williamsburg) Was at the Traverse City Library and saw the information boards about the proposals for 

putting roundabouts at 5 busy intersections in Traverse City. I researched this with my friends. Some of us 
know of roundabouts from Europe and other areas. Mostly areas with more room for these types of road 
constructions, and with weather that does not turn to blizzards and snow storms for a considerable amount 
of time, causing dangerous driving where it is difficult to see road lanes (or impossible!),and other 
cares,  and very slippery. People that I have talked with in the U.S. who have lived in areas where these have 
been put in have reported an increase in accidents as people get used to them for at least a year, and then 
with people who come into the area and are not used to driving them. We are a tourist area in Northern 
Michigan. So in our short time of good weather, we are over‐crowded with visitors. To have them thrown 
into a situation where they would have to try to navigate FIVE of these roundabouts while trying to figure 
out where they are going and where they should turn is a disaster waiting......And I do not want my loved 
ones to be the ones injured or killed in this disaster. Personally, I would do anything I could to avoid going 
through those areas with roundabouts, and therefore use the streets in the inner neighborhoods, as many 
people that I have spoken with have also said they would do. And, I have driven in roundabouts. That is why 
I would do this! They do NOT seem safer than lights. 

 
17. (Sixth St) I wanted to take a moment to submit my comments on the various options presented for this 

project. I'd like to start with the Boulevard Alternatives.  I think the proposed boulevard is an excellent idea 
through the entire plan area.  It would eliminate left hand turns across Division, both from Division and the 
Central Neighborhood alleys.  At the particularly bad 6th Street intersection it would completely eliminate 
left hand turns and cross traffic. Moving this turning traffic into the more controlled 7th Street intersection 
area will make for a far safer roadway and should end the constant fender benders. 
Also, the addition of a median will greatly enhance the aesthetics of this entire stretch.  It should create a 
much more attractive primary entrance into Traverse City than what exists today and hopefully soften the 
roadway so that it blends better with the surrounding neighborhoods.  The addition of neighborhood scale 
lighting and sidewalks to a boulevard would also help. 



Regarding the various intersection alternatives. I think the roundabout alternative would be effective at 
14th.  This high traffic intersection would benefit greatly from this type of design, particularly to move traffic 
from westbound 14th Street during peak periods.  Also, this intersection sees little pedestrian traffic. 
Regarding the Parkway intersection, I think the "Boulevard with Signal" option is the best option.  I think 
that a roundabout would move traffic better, but given the heavy pedestrian traffic and the significant driver 
distractions at that location (the bay, pedestrians, TART trail, airshows, etc.)I don't believe it would be a safe 
alternative. 
For the 7th Street and 11th Street intersections my preference would be the "Boulevard with Signal" 
option.  Although these intersections would also benefit from the "Safety and Operational Improvements" 
option presented.   Adding a signal at 11th Street would allow turning traffic a chance to make their turns 
(both from Division and onto Division) during peak traffic times which should reduce accidents.  A signal 
would also allow for another pedestrian crossing option from the Central Neighborhood into the Commons 
area, which is needed. 

Planning should include a left hand turn lane from northbound Division onto Randolph Street to provide access 
to Slabtown neighborhood, schools, businesses, parks and Hickory Hills all of which are accessed from that 
street. 
I'd like to thank you and the project team for your work on this project.  I have attended most of the 
sessions and I feel that the process has been a positive one to this point. 

18. (Arrowhead Dr) Round‐a‐bouts require driver courtesy and cooperation.  Unfortunately Traverse City has 
little of either.  Division Street is a major artery and we cannot change that no matter how much we would 
like traffic calming, bump outs, round‐a‐bouts, etc. what we really need is traffic speed enforcement which 
is sorely lacking and always has been for decades. If speeders could be assured of tickets we would see a 
dramatic slow down of speeding vehicles. Division Street re‐do will probably be the most challenging project 
for TC and MDOT.  I wish your design team the best. 

 
 
19. (8th St) Hi  I've reviewed all the plans... ‐I hate the roundabouts...totally disagree they would help 

anything...being alongside a semi on a roundabout is scary. the one at 37/115 is indeed "slowing", but much 
less used than this stretch of Division. absolutely horrible idea in light of the amount of traffic this stretch 
gets... As you can see from my address. I live in the 2nd block east of Division. been here 30+ years(lived in 
the 500 block of 7th prior to 8th)...just wanted you to note my experience with this area… 
‐a light at 11th would be major improvement and "calming" 
‐sidewalks on both sides of Division would be wonderful. IF cleared during winter.... 
‐the median..? what's really needed is a turn lane the whole stretch gets congested/backed up by south 
traffic trying to turn onto the east numbered streets, and the north bound turning onto Sixth and 
Randolph...huge amount of lane changing to avoid "turners" and lastly... 
I totally disagree with the one block 2way of 7th...didn't see a note about why this is being considered. 
(school buses?) but whatever...it's nuts. on 8th I see a steady stream of ?tourists/elders? going the wrong 
way, on my one way street. having 7th go thru to Maple is going to increase this mistake. I'd personally be 
greatly benefitted by being allowed to turn left onto Division from 7th. 

 
20. (Holland Circle) We all know the constraints and concerns and I appreciate the study and thought that is 

gone into this project.  I highly encourage the use of the median/boulevard design to limit the turns to and 
from US31/Division to signaled intersections only.  Pedestrians should be directed to use those same 
signaled intersections.  I drive this route every day and see the accidents that occur are usually from vehicles 
turning in/out; because of limited breaks in traffic, this causes very risky maneuvering by vehicles turning 
onto and off from secondary streets (City streets, alleys, residences and commercial entrances).  Left turn 
lanes at said signals will significantly reduce the back up of traffic.   
Roundabouts are generally dismissed by the community and I agree, they don't fit the need along this road.  
In most views, the layout encroaches onto buildings and/or property and will hardly handle many 
commercial trucking turning paths.   



The intersection of US31 & Grandview could be handled by using the right only on Bay Street.  Pedestrian 
traffic can be routed to new crossing on Grandview (signaled, if needed). 

 
21.  (12th St) Leaving just a few houses down from Division on W 12th Street, we are directly effected by 

whatever decision is made, so I'd like to comment that our family would like to have a light installed at the 
intersection of W 11th and Division St and left turns eliminated. We would also like to see (however 
unrealistic it may be) the heavy traffic (semis, large trucks) provided a different route option and restricted 
from the Division corridor.       We have reviewed several concepts of improving the Division St displayed at 
the TC public library, and like Options 2 of each display. 

 
22. (Rapid City) Are you guys crazy?  We aren't in Europe! No one knows how to drive on roundabouts. I don't 

care what the studies say, they are an accident waiting to happen and we have all tourists here who are lost 
to start with. This is a terrrrrrrible decision. Put a left hand turn lane and call it a day. It is riculous and a 
waste of taxpayer money. 

 
23. (Traverse City) Roundabouts on Division? Nooooooooooooo  Way , anyone here or tourists? They don't 

know how to use them. They have them in Sedona Az and it is a total mess. Everyone is going to take the 
side streets to avoid them. boy will that tick off the residents on those streets. 

 
24. (Fern St) Please do not install roundabouts in any major intersection or on a major roadway in Traverse City. 

Traffic is horrendous already and many people do not have consideration or patience.  Installing a 
roundabout would increase confusion, frustration, and a lot more complaining about the city streets.  

 
25. (Spruce St) I like the roundabout at 14th. Roundabouts at 11th and 7th cut into people's property, which I 

don't like. However, something needs to be done at both streets to make them safe for pedestrians and 
bikers and to make entry into the commons/hospital easier for northbound traffic. I'm not sure how the 
roundabout works at front.  In the image, it looks like it cuts through buildings. It doesn't appear there is 
space there for a roundabout. I like the roundabout at Grandview Parkway except it isn't clear what happens 
to Bay Street in that plan.  

 
26. (Thorncreek Dr) Question, if round abouts are put in on division St......how will the semi's that go through 

these road maneuver through these?  won't that be asking for more problems?  Won't the concept of round 
abouts create more gridlock in these areas than what is already there?  It needs to be looked into before 
deciding. It's like having a 4 way stop at these intersections and think it will work.  it won't.  

 
27. In summary, anything that would bring more traffic onto Seventh Street would reduce the quality of life for 

the residents of not only that street but several streets within the neighborhood.  Therefore, I strongly 
object to making the 600 block of Seventh Street two‐way.  I also strongly urge MDOT or the City of Traverse 
City to fix the traffic flow at the intersection by having parking on both sides of the street and one lane of 
traffic going straight (west) or turning right at the light.  It would cost nothing.  

 
28. Regarding the Division Street Boulevard: A left turn lane at Eighth Street would allow westbound traffic from 

Seventh Street to turn right (south) on to Division then left (east) on to Eighth Street as it does now.  Cars 
also have the option of turning left (north) on to Division and then east on to Sixth Street as they do now.   

 
29. (Team Elmers) Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the Division Street corridor and how it 

will impact our truck drivers. We appreciate the MDOT’s feedback process and understand they will take all 
aspects into consideration to allow the construction of a road system with the greatest movement and the 
least amount of delays, in the safest manner possible for all users. MDOT design engineers are aware of 
some of these needs, as represented by the design options. Our thoughts are as follows; Separation of 
Bicycle/Pedestrian traffic from vehicular traffic, designated turn lane, clearly marked pedestrian crossings, 
wide lanes to allow truck maneuverability, traffic signals, and should a round‐about be installed, proper radii 



to accommodate truck traffic’s ability to stay in their lane without requiring the truck to travel up onto a 
curb/concrete relief section.  
Our major focus is Safety and Efficient Use.  
Separation of all bicycle and pedestrian traffic from vehicle traffic is preferred, allowing all to travel in a safe 
manner.  Pedestrian tunnel or bridge crossings at Grandview Parkway, 11th and 14th is preferred. We 
appreciate the designated turn lane. Our drivers are frequently cut‐off by drivers changing lanes to avoid 
stopped traffic that is turning left.  Reviewing the options put forth by MDOT, and taking examples from 
other round‐about structures constructed in the area, most recently Mesick at M‐115, we strongly advise a 
large enough corridor to safely maneuver truck traffic around any round about.  The Mesick construction is 
small for truck traffic to maneuver in a single lane, leaving scuff marks along the curb and back concrete 
section from the truck tires traveling up and onto the concrete section. We understand this is designed as 
such. In the Division Street corridor a similar design will lead to spillage from farm trucks taking fruit to 
processors. In the event of a double lane round about, if not designed properly, drifting of truck trailers into 
other lanes will occur during turn radius. In addition, blind spots of commercial trucks while navigating a 
round‐about in the pedestrian crossing area is a concern.  Please ensure the corridor can accommodate 
commercial traffic, including double truck (train) traffic a minimum of 80 ft long, special permitted loads 
range up to 100 ft or more long. Also, our fleet has some pieces at 9 ft 10 inches wide and 14 ft wide that 
travel that corridor with special permitted loads.    
We appreciate the opportunity to voice our concerns. 
And to clarify, the special permitted load for 9 ft 10 inches wide (our 110 ton crane) is permitted every week 
and travels the corridor frequently. It is not a once in a while occurrence. 

 
 

30. Traverse City Elks Lodge #323; 625 Bay Street; Traverse City, MI  
Elks Lodge #323 was established in Traverse City, MI in 1895 making the Lodge the oldest and largest 
fraternal organization in Northwest Lower Michigan.  It is currently the largest membership Lodge in 
Michigan, boasting a membership of over 1300 local Members.  The Lodge was originally located in 
downtown Traverse City in the 200 Block of East Front Street.  From humble beginnings it grew to a 
membership of nearly 2,000 gentlemen in the 1950’s and early 1960’s.  The membership list of the Lodge 
has always read like a Who’s Who of Traverse City and the gentlemen and families that shaped our 
community.  Even today, prominent business owners and civic leaders continue to be Members of the Lodge 
and either have or do hold leadership positions within the organization. In 1962 the original three and a half 
story Lodge downtown burned leaving only the ground floor retail space intact.  The membership shared 
space with several other organizations until the original Osteopathic Hospital was purchased and renovated 
to accommodate the Lodge.  The Lodge moved into its current facility in 1965 with the first complete Lodge 
year being 1966‐1967 with Gerald Oleson as the Lodge Exalted Ruler (President). In the 1970’s a modest 
addition was added to the building to give it the current footprint of roughly 11,000 square feet.  When 
originally purchased the Lodge owned the entire block it sits on including where the Law Offices of Smith & 
Johnson and the now empty credit union building sit.  From the time of the fire in 1962 to the move to the 
current location membership fell to around 1,000 Members.  The membership levels hovered around the 
1,000 mark until the mid to late 2000’s.  Since 2008 the Lodge membership has grown to over 1,300 men 
and women.  The membership roll continues to read like a Who’s Who of regional business, industry and 
government icons. 
Following are a few facts about Traverse City Elks Lodge #323: 
 Established in 1895, over 10,000 local individuals have become Members of the Lodge.  The current 

membership is 1344. 
 Since relocating to 625 Bay Street in 1965, the Lodge has paid in excess of $1,000,000 to the City of 

Traverse City in Property Taxes, not including Personal Property Taxes. 
 For the last 25 years the Club Facility of the Lodge, including a full‐service restaurant and lounge, has 

averaged over $900,000 in annual revenue resulting in sales tax paid to the State of Michigan in excess 
of $1,350,000 during that time.  From 1895 to date it would be safe to say the Lodge has paid well over 



$5,000,000 to the State in sales taxes.  By law the Lodge cannot serve the general public in our Lounge 
and must rely on its members for all of its revenue. 

 The Club Facility operates with a fully paid staff providing meaningful employment for 32 people year 
around with payroll and benefits of approximately $400,000 per year for a 25 year total of $10,000,000. 

 The Lodges annual payments to TCL&P and to the City for water and sewer are in excess of $45,000. 
 The Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks is dedicated to serving the youth and veterans of the 

communities in which we operate.   In the 120 years since the organization of Lodge #323, the Members 
have contributed in excess of $2,000,000 to the community in support of youth and veterans in the 
Traverse City area.  We are one of only two Lodges in the country to have an endowment fund 
dedicated to assisting the youth in the area we serve. 

 Nationally, the Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks provides more scholarships to graduating high 
school seniors than any other organization other than the Federal Government.  This year scholarships 
from the Grand Lodge totaled nearly $4,000,000.  Several students living in our service area won 
scholarship, including one for a four‐year total of $20,000. 

 As recently as five years ago the Lodge agreed to contribute $18,000 to the City of Traverse City to aid in 
the rebuilding of Bay Street which eliminated flooding and standing water on Bay Street each time there 
was rainfall of any significance.  The parking in front of the Lodge is a result of that rebuilding of Bay 
Street. 

 This year the Lodge also allowed the City, without complaint, to extend the sidewalk and Right of Way 
along Division Street to Bay Street taking a significant amount of green space away from the Lodge 
adjacent to Division Street. 

 Because of the generosity of our Members and the due diligence of our Officers, each year the Lodge 
provides a dinner for all of the Eagle Scouts and Gold Award Scouts in the area, has a dinner and 
ceremony in support of our area Law Enforcement Officers and other First Responders, holds a public 
Flag Day Ceremony on the lawn of the Lodge with participation by most Veterans and Law Enforcement 
organizations as well as Air Station Traverse City, US Coast Guard, hosts a Veteran’s Day ceremony and 
dinner for all veterans in the area and hosts a Halloween Party each year for challenged children of the 
area to Trick or Treat in the safety of the Lodge.   

 Each Thanksgiving the Lodge gives away 100 meal baskets and recently received a $10,000 grant from 
the Elks National Foundation to extend that giving to three times a year.  Additionally, the Lodge has a 
‘Care Packs for Kids’ program that provides weekend meals for 30 disadvantaged elementary school 
children who may otherwise not have sufficient food to eat over the weekend. 

 
In addition to the events the Lodge hosts and participates in we also support our local economy in other 
ways.  About seven years ago Springfield Roofing installed a new roof on the entire building at a cost of 
$72,000, which the Lodge paid for with cash.  Two years ago new windows were installed in the entire 
facility by a local vendor at a cost of $20,000.  Currently we are wrapping up a complete redecorating of the 
interior of the facility which cost $150,000 and utilized the services and expertise of six local contractors.  
The Lodge also hires out lawn service, snowplowing and daily interior cleaning of the facility resulting in 
annualized expenses for contract services of approximately $40,000.  Five years ago the Lodge installed a 
patio at a cost of about $10,000 including the fence and furnishings. It is the belief of the Lodge and its 
Members that should a ‘roundabout’ as described in the above captioned alternative be built as currently 
designed, that our membership would fall off, our restaurant and lounge business would be negatively 
affected and our ability to provide the benevolence to the community at a level currently seen would cease 
to exist.  The Lodge utilizes our green space for member and community gatherings including the public Flag 
Day Ceremony as well as viewings for air shows and other events held over and on Grand Traverse Bay.  We 
also allow other non‐profit organizations to use our facilities and grounds for weekly meetings and 



fundraisers. Without the revenue generated by our club facility and benefit golf outing the Lodge would not 
be able to continue supporting holiday baskets for the needy or the ‘Care Pack’ weekend food program for 
disadvantaged elementary students.  It is our belief that this would have a marked negative impact on the 
community as a whole and those who are served specifically. Of particular interest to our membership is the 
fact that it appears that very little land for the proposed roundabout is being taken from the ‘Dog Park’ that 
serves such a small minority of the local population with little or no benefit to the citizenry as a whole. With 
1344 Members, the Lodge is dependent on all the parking we can have.  Eliminating the parking along Bay 
Street would put an undue strain on the remaining parking both in our lot and on the streets around the 
Lodge, adding further confusion to those who travel Bay Street.  Parking has been and continues to be an 
issue with the city for new projects and eliminating street parking at any point in the city is likely to cause 
problems someplace close by. The parking along Bay Street is also used extensively during the National 
Cherry Festival, the Traverse City Film Festival and other regional events.  Eliminating even the nominal 
number of parking spaces currently located on Bay Street would cause further congestion in other parts of 
the city. There have been discussions off and on for years concerning the closure of Bay Street due to its 
proximity to both Division Street and Grandview Parkway.  It is both dangerous and difficult to exit Bay 
Street onto Division at any time of the year but particularly so during the high traffic months.  Visitors to the 
area often turn onto Bay Street thinking it is the Parkway only to find they must make yet another turn to re‐
enter Grandview Parkway.  
Several years ago new crosswalks and crossing lights were installed on both Division and Grandview 
Parkway.  Since the new crosswalks were installed it seems there have been far fewer incidents of 
pedestrian vehicle mishaps and people, both pedestrians and drivers, have become accustomed to the 
crossing procedure.  We fail to see how three crossing areas without lights are going to make it safer and 
easier for pedestrian traffic to cross either Division Street or Grandview Parkway as well as keeping traffic 
moving into and through a roundabout.  At some point traffic is going to have to stop to allow for pedestrian 
traffic to cross. 
It is the opinion of many of our Members that any redesign of Division Street would be unnecessary if Grand 
Traverse County and the State of Michigan had moved forward with a by‐pass around the city beginning as 
far south as Chum’s Corner or as far north as Hartman Road.  Much of the traffic seen on Division Street 
could have been rerouted to less congested areas and all of the time, money and energy put into developing 
models for ‘traffic calming’ would not have been necessary. 
From the standpoint of local economic impact, Traverse City Elks Lodge #323 contributes in excess of 
$1,000,000 annually to the local economy.  It is estimated that if the proposed roundabout were to truly 
happen as proposed, our membership would drop off considerably resulting in a reduced need for personnel 
in the restaurant/lounge, reduced usage of the facilities by other non‐profits because we would not have 
the means of providing for them and our local benevolence would drop off considerably. 
The Membership of Traverse City Elks Lodge #323 urges MDOT and the State of Michigan to seriously 
consider the local economic impact of the current roundabout proposal and find an alternative that is much 
better suited to our region and the area in particular. 

 
31. (Seventh Street) While I understand that traffic needs to move along on Division Street, I also believe that 

any plan should have the least negative effect on the residents of the bordering neighborhoods.   
I am a resident of Seventh Street and am most concerned as to how the proposed changes on Division 
Street, impact the historic Central Neighborhood, its residents, and in particular Seventh Street residents, 
therefore I will limit my comments to traffic flow and pedestrian movement in are around Seventh Street. 
The light at Seventh and Division has always negatively impacted the quality of life on Seventh Street.  The 
light has proved to be a magnet for traffic with traffic counts showing that cars traveling along Seventh 
Street far out number the counts of any other east west street in the neighborhood.   If the neighborhood is 
to function as a grid as many have often said, then each of the other streets needs to carry some of the 
traffic.  Therefor a traffic light at 11th Street would accomplish that.  Seventh Street has functioned as a one 
way street with a no left (southbound turn) on to Division Street.  It is a confusing and therefore dangerous 
intersection.  If the light remains, then there should be one lane of traffic that either goes straight or turns 



right.  The current configuration often sees cars in the right lane go straight instead of turning, while cars in 
the left lane are angling toward the right to go straight.  Confusing enough?  It's even worse for cyclists.  
Changing the 600 block to two way traffic would jeopardize the quality of life on Seventh, Maple, 6th and 
8th Streets even more because it would bring remarkably increased traffic into that block and cars would be 
forced to turn onto Maple, then either 6th or 8th Streets. or any other east west street for that matter.   
The no left at Seventh and Division was put in as a traffic calming safeguard for the residents of Seventh 
Street.  Otherwise even more traffic would use the only neighborhood light to go straight west, south or 
north.  That's too much for a residential street with more and more children in the neighborhood. 
 

32. (Cedar Run) I live in Traverse City and am wondering‐‐‐who came up with such a hair‐brained idea of putting 
a round‐about at the end of Division and the Parkway. I guess if you don't live here and are never at that 
intersection at any time of the day‐‐that person should see what the traffic is like. And, how would people 
trying to cross to the water ever get across?? That is not a very much thought of problem, is it?  
And, then there is the problem of people trying to make a left turn to go back into everything is in the G.T 
Common area.  What is so hard about extending the left turn lane farther north from  Fourteenth 
Street?  Gee, the west side of Division‐‐‐  the land is vacant??? 
And then, the traffic on Division is busy all the time. Big trucks, motorhomes pulling cars, boats or small 
trailers sure would have an interesting time making turns‐‐especially on roundabouts! 
I hope who makes these decisions really thinks about the people who live here. 

 
33. (Former Exulted Ruler of Elks) I am writing to express my concern regarding the proposed roundabout for 

the intersection at Division and the Parkway. This is a heavily used bicycle and pedestrian/recreational 
area.  Currently, traffic signals effectively control crossings and allow shared use by all concerns. Changing 
this to a roundabout would eliminate signals and interfere with recreational traffic. This intersection is next 
to Grand Traverse Bay and often has white‐out conditions in the winter.  Traffic lights are at best barely 
visible at times, but effectively control the flow of traffic.  Doing away with lights would cause a great deal of 
confusion when visibility is significantly impaired by blowing snow. Our City has been committed to 
developing bay side public parks, which are heavily used.  This roundabout would destroy the character of 
our community. Roundabouts will force traffic into nearby neighborhood streets as drivers seek routes to 
avoid roundabouts. I drive this section everyday, and have never witnessed an accident at this intersection.  
Please use our tax dollars to fix roads that are in need of repair.  Do not destroy the character of our 
community by pursuing this project. 

 
34. (Traverse City) Noticeably missing from your pictorials at the Traverse Area District Library – Woodmere 

Branch—is any graphic representation of a couple of semis with 105’ trailers going through the roundabout 
outer lane at the same time that either a tiny car or a tourist with a 5th wheel camper is in the inner lane. 
Just exactly how many feet are lost in the inner lane when that semi with the 105’ trailer goes though the 
outer lane, hugging the inner lane?   Why don’t you ever show it graphically?  Why don’t you ask people 
what they will feel like with that semi and trailer next to them?  How does their panic reaction increase the 
accident risk in your model? Why don’t you include this the information in these pictorials? 

 
35. My Comments on Redesign of Traffic Management: Basic Assumptions 

1. Division Street is a Major Hwy in a largely residential setting in 2015. 
2. Its Highway designation dates to a time before the kind of traffic pressure that exists now. 
3. Repurposing (which continues) at Grand Traverse Commons has already resulted in high westerly use of 

the Division and 11th   intersection. 
4. Significant expansion of the Munson campus is ongoing. 
5. Problems to be addressed exist because use has and will continue to outgrow capacity limits. 
6. Alternative road(s) access to Grand Traverse Commons and Munson’s campus are in place.   
Comments on Presented Design Alternatives 
1. Boulevard Alternative: 



a. The idea of a boulevard is a very good idea for several reasons.  Providing improved pedestrian 
safety and visual esthetics is overdue.  

b. Limiting left turns is a good idea to enhance efficient traffic flow. 
c. Adding traffic signals and turn lanes to service them uses up space that is not available. It also 

intensifies traffic noise and vibration for neighborhoods and their residents. 
2. Roundabout VS Traffic Signal: 

a.    Except for the roundabout proposal at 14th there is no space without significant, additional cost. 
b.    I can’t conceive of a roundabout I would drive through with semi tractor‐trailer rigs. 
c.    Roundabouts seem to facilitate smooth traffic flow when all the streets at the intersection carry 
similar traffic load. 
d.    Addition of turning lanes at 7th Street will improve traffic flow at the existing traffic light.  

Suggestions 
1. Address the regional demands of funneling large amounts of traffic that is traveling through the area 

with little local purpose. 
a. Install signs to direct heavy trucks and others passing through to use alternative, existing routes 

such as Beitner‐Keystone‐Hammond to Four Mile and Airport to Three Mile.  Improvements to 
these roads for increased traffic load are significantly less intrusive than attempting to upgrade 
Division to accommodate everyone’s needs‐which is folly at best.  

b. Eliminate left turns from all directions on 13th through 8th streets and 3rd through Bay 
streets.  Reduce speed limit from 14th Street north to the Parkway.  Traffic flow will improve as will 
pedestrian safety.  

c. Build a regional By‐Pass around the greater Traverse City area to make a long term solution. 
I am a resident of Grand Traverse County and travel Division Street on a regular basis and have for most of 
my life. My hope is the governmental agencies of this region can come together to coordinate effective 
planning and ultimately revision to the transient traffic patterns which have largely evolved by default for 
this growing area. 

 
36. The Village Condominium Association (VCA) is a Site Condominium Association formed by the owners of the 

residences, commercial and retail units that make up Building 50 and its environs at the Grand Traverse 
Commons. We live, work and play at the Commons, and the flow of traffic around our campus impacts our 
businesses and quality of life. Our association members have participated in the Open Houses you have 
hosted and have carefully considered the potential improvements and conceptual design alternatives. The 
following are our comments on the May 2015 conceptual corridor designs as presented by MDOT. 
Eleventh Street Intersection 
MDOT Planners have proposed untangling traffic in the study area of U.S. 31/M‐37 by easing the ability to 
turn left at major intersections from either the Northbound or Southbound lanes of Division Street. All of the 
alternatives would free up traffic flow on Division. The VCA’s focus, however, is on congestion in and out of 
the Commons, in particular on the west side of Eleventh Street. Unlike our Central Neighborhood neighbors 
to the East who hope to limit access to their residential streets, we at the Commons appreciate the necessity 
of low‐speed traffic around our campus. As reflected in MDOT’s traffic analysis, the Eleventh Street 
intersection is the most congested of those studied in the 1.2‐mile corridor. The Eleventh Street/Division 
intersection is a major conduit for some of the 3700 Munson Medical Center employees and those visiting 
Munson’s 391 patients; the 400 employees of the Grand Traverse Pavilions and those visiting their 300 
residents; the 450 workers at the Commons, approximately 350 residents and thousands of visitors to our 
festivals, shops and restaurants. Additionally, employees of the State of Michigan building at the corner of 
Elmwood and Eleventh and school traffic accessing the TBAISD and Greenspire buildings use the route. It is 
important to the Commons that our community members and visitors be able safely both to enter and exit 
the Commons at Division Street. Of the four alternatives presented for the Eleventh Street intersection, 
ONLY the roundabout allows for eastbound vehicles exiting the Commons to safely turn north on Division. 
There is no provision under the other alternatives for even a left turn lane, much less a signal, from 
eastbound Eleventh Street into the intersection. At certain times of the day, the eastbound lane on Eleventh 
Street backs up significantly – at Munson shift changes, when employees from the State Office Building 



finish their work day and when the Greenspire and TBAISD school traffic exits at the end of the school day. 
The VCA strongly supports the Roundabout Alternative at the intersection of Eleventh and Division, with the 
addition of an activated pedestrian crossing signal for pedestrian and bicycle safety. The roundabout must 
be sized to accommodate busses, double bottom gravel trucks, motorhomes and trailers that would need to 
maneuver through the intersection. In community discussions of the Division Street corridor prior to the PEL 
Process, a plan for a roundabout at this intersection was located further to the west than the conceptual 
design presented at the May 14, 2015 Open House. Siting the roundabout further west into parkland would 
avoid the need to intrude into the historic structures on the east side of Division and remove the “red flag” 
against this alternative. We recommend that the MDOT and its consultants consider this revision to their 
alternatives for Eleventh Street. If the “red flag” cannot be remedied to implement a roundabout at 
Eleventh Street, the VCA supports a signal with the addition of a left turn lane and left turn signal from 
Eleventh Street into Division. The VCA does not support limiting turns at the intersection. A left turn signal 
from Eleventh should relieve some concerns of the Central Neighborhood that traffic from the Commons 
will use their streets as a cut through. The “boulevard” barriers shown on this proposed alternative would 
promote traffic flow on Division by limiting the ability of vehicles to turn off this major thoroughfare; 
however, these barriers would funnel traffic turns to Eleventh and Seventh Street. While this may be a 
desired effect from a highway planners’ point of view, it would negatively impact the neighborhoods. Why 
not dilute traffic headed into the Central Neighborhood by allowing more turning points off of Division, 
thereby spreading the cars through the grid, rather than channeling them into a few overloaded streets? If 
this suggestion slows traffic on Division, creating more of a small town street character rather than a 
highway buzz, so much the better. 
Seventh Street 
Although the Seventh Street intersection is not in the Commons, it greatly affects vehicular flow through 
and around our property. While a roundabout would be preferable at the intersection, there is no option to 
avoid historic properties, as there would be at Eleventh Street. The VCA therefore supports the Alternative 
Proposal to change the first block of 8th and 7th Streets east of Division to 2‐way traffic with northbound 
and southbound left turns, in order to provide easier ingress and egress to and from the Munson campus, 
and consequently, the Commons. 
Fourteenth Street 
The VCA strongly supports the Roundabout Alternative at Fourteenth Street. There appear to be no “red 
flags” for this alternative. The intersection is a major pedestrian and bicycle crossing, with individuals and 
groups headed through the intersection toward the Village trails, the Mall Trail and the Buffalo Ridge Trail. 
The alternative should be amended to provide for an activated pedestrian crossing signal for pedestrian and 
bicycle safety. 
Grandview Parkway 
The VCA supports the Roundabout Alternative at Grandview Parkway, again with the addition of activated 
crossing signals for pedestrians and bicyclists. During the summer months this intersection can see large 
crowds attempting to cross to reach festival sites. Planners may want to do a traffic count at this 
intersection during the Cherry Festival and TCFF film festivals in 2015 before reaching a final determination. 
Front Street 
The VCA supports the Safety and Operational Improvements Alternative for the Front Street intersection. 
Conclusion 
The VCA appreciates the willingness of MDOT and its consultants to receive input on the proposed 
alternatives for renewing Division Street from Grandview Parkway to Fourteenth Street. We hope our 
comments are useful to the process and wish you success in a complicated endeavor. 

 
37. I just wanted to drop you a note in regard to the proposed work at the intersection of US‐31/M‐37/M‐72 in 

Traverse City. Either of the first to proposals would be a more proper fit for the corner.  The proposed 
round‐about would not. The round‐about would en‐crouch to heavily on the Elks property who I am a 
member of.  We just spent in access of $30,000 for the assessment to the improvements on Bay Street in 
front of the building which would all be removed from the round‐about and block the view of a very valued 
property.   There is also the walking trail on the bay side of the road that would be disrupted from this 



round‐about.  This just doesn't seem the place to try and squeeze in a round‐about. Thank you for reading 
my rambling. NO on the round‐about! 

 
38. (Northport) We have been made aware that the State is considering making a round‐about at this 

intersection. All I could think is there would be many accidents until people became use to such a situation. 
My memory goes back to the round‐about in Brighton, MI at Lee Road and what an issue that was for people 
to adjust to that kind of situation.  Lots of accidents happened, I was told. If there are traffic accidents at this 
intersection due to a new traffic flow, it would cause many problems with diverting traffic until the accident 
was cleared. I would agree that the current traffic light and traffic flow isn't the greatest but the round‐
about seems even worse than what we already have going. 

 
39. (11th St)  

1. 40 mph is TOO FAST for a road/street that is in the city limits and is in a large residential neighborhood. I 
would argue that it should be no more than 25 mph with crosswalks with signs for motorists to acknowledge 
that they are not the only ones using the street. You people do not live here and have no idea how unsafe 
and how fast it is. Your studies are unrealistic and need to listen to the majority of people who live and work 
around division. SLOW IT DOWN PLEASE! 
2. There is no POLICE patrolling the division. I once had a CITY cop tell me that it "polices" itself when there 
are accidents they come. The cop said it is too busy and fast therefore making it dangerous to set speed 
traps. To me that is ridiculous.    
3. I would love to see bike lanes. I work and live in town so I do not have to drive. I work at Munson and the 
Pavillions and it is dangerous crossing 11th street at certain times of the day. There is enough room at 11th 
that a roundabout would be feasible, slow down traffic and make it safer for pedestrians to cross. I love 
being able to walk and ride a bike all year long. I just wish it were safer. you could always build a tunnel 
under the road for pedestrians.   
4.I do not like the idea of a light unless 11th street was made one way going west like 7th street. there 
needs to be less traffic coming and going. No left turns would be nice as well unless an additional lane was 
placed. 
5. It is the entrance to one of the best places in Michigan and it is the ugliest roadways. It is an uninviting, 
loud, fast, and an ugly road. Something needs to happen and hopefully for the better sooner than later. 

 
40. (19th Street) I have worked as an orientation and mobility specialist for 30 years and have concerns about 

the Division Street proposed changes.  The proposal has been presented as a means of improving pedestrian 
traffic across Division Street.  The roundabout option is rated as "acceptable" for pedestrians and bikes.  
There is no way that with the volume of traffic, especially during summer months, that there would be safe 
options for crossing without a traffic control.  While my work has been with visually impaired persons, the 
concern for safety would certainly extend to children and seniors who are not able to quickly judge and act 
on pauses in traffic, even if any existed. The improved traffic flow should in no way be done at the cost of 
safe pedestrian use.  I recognize that there has been much comment on people not liking roundabouts 
because they're "not used to them".  As a user and instructor of roundabouts in the Grand Rapids area, I can 
assure you that familiarity does not impact safe pedestrian use.  I encourage you to pursue the other 
options presented that would involve a traffic control.  Thank you. 

 
41. As a resident of Central Neighborhood and specifically 11th Street, my biggest concern with the various 

proposed alterations to Division is the intended or unintended affect it will have on making 11th Street a 
funnel for all traffic coming into the neighborhood and for drivers wanting an "easier" way to get across 
town.  11th Street is a thriving part of Central Neighborhood with many, many young children who play 
along its sidewalks and cross it daily to walk to school.  In addition, many homes along this street in recent 
years have been brought back from rentals to once again be single family homes.  Making 11th Street a 
defacto through street (which several of the proposals would eventually do), would not only endanger the 
many children who live along this street but would also lower property values in an area of steady 
growth...which in turn would lower revenue to the city.  The street already has a safety issue with drivers 



speeding down the hill from the Commons during the evening hours when traffic on Division is minimal.  
Please don't make it a 24 hour occurance by putting a through light at the intersection of 11th and Division.  
The better solution on the neighborhood side would be a light that would allow right in only from Division 
onto 11th and a right out only from 11th to Division.  On the Commons side, the light would only allow right 
and left turns out but no through traffic.  Those who needed to get into the neighborhood at 11th could turn 
around at the proposed 14th Street roundabout.  I would also propose having a pedestrian activated signal 
at this 11th street light to make crossing to all the Commons has to offer an easier process.  In the end, this 
type of configuration allows easier crossing of Division for pedestrians, better left turning capacity for traffic 
coming out of the Commons and a safer street and neighborhood for those of us on 11th Street. Thank you. 

 
42. (Kitchen Choreography – Division) After reviewing the various proposals to rework US 31 along the Division 

St. Corridor I have a few items that I think should be taken note of.  First I do not agree with widening the 
road at the expense of the bordering properties.  Our buildings are already very close to the traffic and take 
quite a beating from the snow plows.  Note how many of the homes have built concrete walls in their front 
yard to alleviate this.  Also I don't believe that the danger to pedestrians crossing the street has been 
addressed.  There is a growing community at the Grand Traverse Commons and it is getting very difficult to 
cross the street.  Two schools are located on the Commons and 11th st. is in need of a light with a cross 
walk.  It seems that this option is not being considered but I would like you to reconsider it.  Another 
potential downside of these current proposals would be the effect it has on the Central neighborhood in 
that it would increase the amount of traffic cutting through off of Division St.  I would be in favor of a "no 
left turn" from Division into the neighborhood to protect these areas.  I am a concerned business/property 
owner (Historic Grand Traverse Commons Structure) directly on this proposed reconstruction and I am also 
a city resident and property owner at 703 S Union St.  Hopefully the State and City can strike an acceptable 
balance between foot/bike traffic and our increased traffic flow. Thank you very much for your 
consideration.  

 
43. (Traverse City) Definitely Yes on Blvd along Division Street*** ‐Yes on Roundabout at Front & Division ‐Yes 

on Roundabout at 14th & Division ‐Yes on Roundabout at 11th & Division. Would love if the Roundabout 
could work on Grandview & Division, but at the very minimum, the Blvd with Signals would be a great 
improvement. ***For those reluctant to embrace the Blvd along Division, promote a "Think Ahead, Plan 
Your Path" philosophy. 

 
44. (Williamsburg) I fully support the five roundabouts which are proposed for Division St. in Traverse City, 

between the Parkway and 14th Street.  The design for each roundabout is well planned and elegant.  The 
roundabouts simultaneously address the longstanding issues concerning speeding, noise, pedestrian safety, 
and flow.  I firmly believe the roundabouts will help to integrate the neighborhoods currently bisected by 
the current arrangement. 

 
45. (Williamsburg) Having roundabouts at the intersections as proposed is the only proven solution to the 

significant and truly life‐threatening scenarios pedestrians, bicyclists and yes, motorists face as they traverse 
Traverse City. Roundabouts work like nothing else will to improve traffic flow while at the same time 
protecting motorists from collisions and affording pedestrians and bicyclists with  opportunities to utilize 
streets to travel without being continually threatened by cars, trucks, etc. that are speeding through 
intersections, sometimes failing to stop intentionally or simply due to human error inherent in driving.  I 
have lived in several cities in the U.S. that extensively utilized roundabouts starting in the early 1980's, not 
to mention, many trips to France where roundabouts are the norm. Whereas here it seems like a foregone 
conclusion that the roundabouts will not be installed. . . why? because, after having lived in T.C. for nearly 
25 years I can see that the cultural norm that prevails is to resist change. This societal norm is quite 
damaging in the long term. In conclusion, it is without question the roundabouts should be installed. In fact 
many more than just the five intersections you have identified should be treated with them.  Why do I feel 
confident saying this. . .  because they have a proven track record of working as intended. Thank‐you for 
affording us the opportunity to comment. Thank‐you for all of the hard work that has been done in planning 



. . . it is amazing the number of hours spent trying to convince people of something that is so elegant in its 
design when all they really want is a good old fashioned stop sign/light. 

 
46. (19th St)Three goals in mind with my comments: 1. Improve flow of traffic; 2. Maintain integrity of historic 

neighborhoods; 3. Reduce traffic volume. 
Roundabouts at Grandview, 11th, and 14th are FANTASTIC ideas! They will improve flow, reduce speeds, 
and provide improved safety at these intersections.  It's tremendously important to eliminate stopped 
vehicles as much as possible. It's unrealistic to place roundabouts at 7th or Front Streets.  Existing residential 
and commercial structures, especially at Front St. which are new builds will most likely make this unfeasible. 
To reduce speeds, utilizing the boulevard concept, roundabouts, and a new, reduced speed limit will do the 
trick.  This will reduce noise and increase pedestrian safety for crossing Division St.   
Speaking of pedestrian safety, one thing missing from these design plans is dedicated pedestrian crossings 
between the major intersections of 11th, 7th, Front, or Grandview Pkwy.  Is this a realistic goal? Or are the 
pedestrian crossings at those major intersections enough to provide adequate access between the Central 
Neighborhood and the Commons area? 
In the bigger picture, reducing traffic volume on Division between 14th and Grandview Pkwy would be great.  
The only way I see this happening is to provide improved access to existing alternative routes, and to 
establish new ones.   
As a local resident, I notice that much of the snarls in traffic occur at 14th because of the long timing of the 
traffic signal, and at 11th St. due to left‐turning vehicles. 
Much of the traffic sitting at 14th is trying to turn right onto eastbound 14th St.  This feeds to Union and 
Cass Sts. that run downtown.  Improving access to, and improving flow on 14th St. will reduce some volume 
on Division. 
But in my opinion, establishing a re‐designated US‐31 around the perimeter of Traverse City will reduce 
traffic volume.  And it wouldn't take much.  Rather than have US‐31 turn northbound at Chums Corners/M‐
37 junction, have it proceed straight through on Beitner Rd. to Keystone Rd. to Hammond Rd.  From there, it 
would proceed eastbound on Hammond Rd. to either 3 Mile or 4 Mile Rds.  Then it would re‐connect with 
existing US‐31 North in East Bay Twp.   
This combination of roads is already used by locals who know the area.  However, for commercial and 
tourist traffic it is not well known.  Providing a signed, improved alternate route around Traverse City will 
help reduce traffic volume in the Division St. area. 
And forget the notion of a bypass at Hartman Rd. that would connect to Hammond.  In my view there is too 
much cost and not enough public support for this option. 
Thanks for consideration. 

 
47. (Randolph) We are owners of Sleder's Tavern which is one block off of Division, next to Immaculate 

Conception. Our back parking lot empties on to Division. With the proposed round‐about at the bay, with 
continuous flow from the bay going south, can you tell me how our guests, employees and neighbors will be 
able to make a right hand turn on to Division, (not even considering a left hand turn ) from Randolph in July 
and August? That intersection is a six week problem that is doable for the rest of the year considering it is a 
major highway. 

 
48. (11th) You may or may not be aware that 11th street is part of the expanded historic Central Neighborhood 

district in Traverse City.  Residents of Central Neighborhood are very protective of quality of life issues in the 
neighborhood in general, and obviously I’m particularly interested as my family resides on 11th street. 
Reviewing the options proposed, it appears the best way to make improvements without harming the 
integrity of our neighborhood would be the Safety Improvements option. Also, I’m wondering if you can 
share more about the process that remains to reach a decision on any of the proposed options.  We would 
welcome the opportunity to participate further in this discussion and help shape positive improvements 
while preserving quality of life.  Thank you. 

 



49. I am contacting you about the idea of a round‐about on intersection of division and parkway. Hoping you 
can explain a few questions. 1. with lights within blocks of purposed round‐about what will stop traffic 
backups from the other lights. I work at Sleders and see backups every work day year round. 2. What is the 
plan for cars to get back on Division from any side street? 3. How do bikers, or walkers cross Division? There 
have been a number of accidents on Division between Parkway and front already from people trying to get 
on Division this summer. I would like to give you my idea. left turn lanes, with left turn signals. You won't 
have people jumping lanes, won't have to take chance of beating the car coming at them. At Sleders we 
have probably 50 cars cut through our parking lot to get on to Division and that is not when school is 
happening. There is no way to make a left unless off hours and you are very lucky. 

 
50.  I WISH TO ASK THAT THE PROPERTY BELONGING TO THE ELKS CLUB OF TRAVERSE CITY NOT BE INCLUDED IN 

ANY PLANS TO BUILD A "ROUND ABOUT" NOW OR IN THE FUTURE. THANK YOU 
 

51. I think putting a roundabout on division and us 31/72/37/parkway is going to make more problems than 
helping!!! There is already backups from front street light, not going to be better when having continuous 
flow of traffic. Not to mention trying to make a left in that couple of blocks. 

 
52. I am strongly opposed to roundabouts period.  But this one especially would affect the Traverse City Elks 

Lodge by removing a major portion of our parking lot.  That corner works just fine the way it is. 
 

53. I would like to know whom we may address displeasure concerning a 'proposed' roundabout at Division St. 
& M‐31‐37 in Traverse City, MI? We are very distressed that the  Elks Lodge # 323 will lose its' Handicapped 
drive‐up with entrance to the front door, 20‐30 parking spaces, walkway areas, very large established maple 
& pine trees‐which assist us all in the process of phytoremediation & ingesting carbon dioxide. Please let us 
know whom we may speak with.  

 
54. As a member of the Traverse City Elks Lodge I wish to oppose the installation of a roundabout at the 

intersection of US‐31 Division St. and the Parkway in Traverse City. The addition of two turning lanes going 
West along the parkway and one lane East is preferable. 

 
55. Would love to see roundabouts at Division and 14th and Division and the Parkway.  Not sure if this can be 

done without a roundabout at Front and/or 11th?  Seems as though there isn't enough room at Front for a 
roundabout without some major changes to abutting properties‐‐‐at least not until they are proven 
successful elsewhere? 

 
56. Reading some of the comments made regarding this amusing. I would just like to say first, I believe your 

responsibility is to move vehicles efficiently and effectively. I do not support any round‐a‐bouts in this 
corridor. This town suffers from not enough capacity on the current road system and a minority of people 
trying to exclude vehicles from the city. If a more global look at the traffic was done, you would find they are 
creating more problems than solving. Local planners keep talking about keeping traffic out of 
neighborhoods. That is exactly where they drove cars after reconstruction of Elmwood Ave, Eighth St. 
restriping, State St. redesign and it will happen some more with the completion of W. Front St. redesign. 
They are looking for you to do the same thing along Division St. They even believe the name creates conflict 
between the two sides of town. A minority of our population is west of Division St. Evening and night traffic 
flows smoothly down Division St. every day of the week. It is daytime summer traffic that cause the 
congestion because the town is over capacity. Is MDOT going to repay the city all of our plowing expenses 
each winter for the round‐a‐bouts? How are emergency service supposed to handle traffic when a collision 
occurs at the round‐about? Will it be large enough to reduce to one lane or will they have to redirect? Your 
other round‐a‐bouts are littered with skid marks and car parts. So someone has experience answering this. 
After living in Japan for 2 years with every size and shape of round‐a‐bout, they are no better that the 
current system. Accidents there caused the round‐a‐bout to be shut down leaving you no place to go. The 
blvd concept works well on Grandview Prky. The biggest issue is an accident that results in complete closure. 



People cross the street getting to the beach fairly easily. The last person I know to be hit and or killed was 
the intoxicated male that walked into traffic. The couple on Division had blame placed on the pedestrian not 
the vehicle operator. You’re trying to engineer stupid out of people and it will not work. Don't buy into this 
fantasy that Traverse City can be a community of bikes and walkers like Mackinaw Island. People here have 
to use cars/trucks as a means of transportation and business. 
 

57. Reading through the comments, the majority seem to reflect the incompatibility of state and federal 
highways with a residential area. Lower speed limits, more bike baths, alternate truck routes, less traffic in 
the neighborhood are being asked for. Your staff in Traverse City insists that we can't look outside this 
corridor. Do you have data that demonstrates success with roundabouts on highways in residential areas? 

 



I am contacting you about the idea of a round-about on intersection of division and parkway. Hoping you can 
explain a few questions. 1. with lights within blocks of purposed round-about what will stop traffic backups from 
the other lights. I work at Sleders and see backups every work day year round. 2. What is the plan for cars to get 
back on Division from any side street? 3. How do bikers, or walkers cross Division? There have been a number of 
accidents on Division between Parkway and front already from people trying to get on Division this summer. I 
would like to give you my idea. left turn lanes, with left turn signals. You won't have people jumping lanes, won't 
have to take chance of beating the car coming at them. At Sleders we have probably 50 cars cut through our 
parking lot to get on to Division and that is not when school is happening. There is no way to make a left unless 
off hours and you are very lucky. 
 
I WISH TO ASK THAT THE PROPERTY BELONGING TO THE ELKS CLUB OF TRAVERSE CITY NOT BE INCLUDED IN 
ANY PLANS TO BUILD A "ROUND ABOUT" NOW OR IN THE FUTURE. THANK YOU 

 
I think putting a roundabout on division and us 31/72/37/parkway is going to make more problems than 
helping!!! There is already backups from front street light, not going to be better when having continuous flow 
of traffic. Not to mention trying to make a left in that couple of blocks. 

 
I am strongly opposed to roundabouts period.  But this one especially would affect the Traverse City Elks Lodge 
by removing a major portion of our parking lot.  That corner works just fine the way it is. 

 
I would like to know whom we may address displeasure concerning a 'proposed' roundabout at Division St. & M-
31-37 in Traverse City, MI? We are very distressed that the  Elks Lodge # 323 will lose its' Handicapped drive-up 
with entrance to the front door, 20-30 parking spaces, walkway areas, very large established maple & pine trees-
which assist us all in the process of phytoremediation & ingesting carbon dioxide. Please let us know whom we 
may speak with.  

 
As a member of the Traverse City Elks Lodge I wish to oppose the installation of a roundabout at the intersection 
of US-31 Division St. and the Parkway in Traverse City. The addition of two turning lanes going West along the 
parkway and one lane East is preferable. 

 
Would love to see roundabouts at Division and 14th and Division and the Parkway.  Not sure if this can be done 
without a roundabout at Front and/or 11th?  Seems as though there isn't enough room at Front for a 
roundabout without some major changes to abutting properties---at least not until they are proven successful 
elsewhere? 

 
Reading some of the comments made regarding this amusing. I would just like to say first, I believe your 
responsibility is to move vehicles efficiently and effectively. I do not support any round-a-bouts in this corridor. 
This town suffers from not enough capacity on the current road system and a minority of people trying to 
exclude vehicles from the city. If a more global look at the traffic was done, you would find they are creating 
more problems than solving. Local planners keep talking about keeping traffic out of neighborhoods. That is 
exactly where they drove cars after reconstruction of Elmwood Ave, Eighth St. restriping, State St. redesign and 
it will happen some more with the completion of W. Front St. redesign. They are looking for you to do the same 
thing along Division St. They even believe the name creates conflict between the two sides of town. A minority 
of our population is west of Division St. Evening and night traffic flows smoothly down Division St. every day of 
the week. It is daytime summer traffic that cause the congestion because the town is over capacity. Is MDOT 
going to repay the city all of our plowing expenses each winter for the round-a-bouts? How are emergency 
service supposed to handle traffic when a collision occurs at the round-about? Will it be large enough to reduce 
to one lane or will they have to redirect? Your other round-a-bouts are littered with skid marks and car parts. So 
someone has experience answering this. After living in Japan for 2 years with every size and shape of round-a-
bout, they are no better that the current system. Accidents there caused the round-a-bout to be shut down 
leaving you no place to go. The blvd concept works well on Grandview Prky. The biggest issue is an accident that 
results in complete closure. People cross the street getting to the beach fairly easily. The last person I know to 



be hit and or killed was the intoxicated male that walked into traffic. The couple on Division had blame placed 
on the pedestrian not the vehicle operator. You’re trying to engineer stupid out of people and it will not work. 
Don't buy into this fantasy that Traverse City can be a community of bikes and walkers like Mackinaw Island. 
People here have to use cars/trucks as a means of transportation and business. 

 
Reading through the comments, the majority seem to reflect the incompatibility of state and federal highways 
with a residential area. Lower speed limits, more bike baths, alternate truck routes, less traffic in the 
neighborhood are being asked for. Your staff in Traverse City insists that we can't look outside this corridor. Do 
you have data that demonstrates success with roundabouts on highways in residential areas? 
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US 31 M-37 Division Street PEL Public Comments    August 2015 
 
1. S. Spruce Street 

Okay with roundabout at 14th and if doable, one at Grandview Parkway. 
 
2. Rose Street 

No roundabouts at all, especially at 14th St.  Do not like driving them. Uses the 14th St. area a lot. 
Does not like the small circle on Webster St. Do an in-depth study on making the intersection 
better without a roundabout. 
 

3. Sixth Street 
My comment would be that some form of "hard" median should be considered, even it it is only a 
raised concrete divider.  Sixth Street is a preferred cut thru for hospital traffic and a number of 
accidents and near misses at that intersection (Sixth and Division) are caused by drivers attempting 
to cross Division during peak traffic times to avoid the intersections with stoplights. 

 
4. After attending last night's presentation I have several concerns about the proposal. The number 

one overriding issue is one of public safety.  I don't feel that the proposal addresses in any way the 
issue of pedestrian or bicycle crossing at Grandview Parkway.  The presenter, Todd, claimed that 
"no one can hit you if you are in a walkway."  As we know, that is an absurdity. The proposal does 
not call for any traffic stoppage at that intersection.  To imagine crossing with my grandchild is 
frightening. (Do I tell them - get ready, set, run?) As a bicyclist I know the intersection is a problem 
but this is not the solution. It will endanger anyone attempting to cross. Out of towners rent bikes 
in town in droves and head out in that direction to access the TART.  I live west of Division and walk 
into town often in the evening for events.  I do not look forward to dodging cars. Please reconsider 
at least this portion of the plan. The roundabout at 14th Street does not have the large number of 
bike and pedestrians crossing (at this time).  It seems that it would indeed calm traffic, something 
we would all be glad to see. 
I was also glad to seeing turning lanes proposed on Division.   Once again, though, no mention of 
sidewalks on Division and increasing/encouraging foot traffic. 

 
5. After attending the public hearing on the proposed changes to Division from 14th Street to 

Grandview, I wish to register my concerns.  I live on Madison Street and frequently bicycle or walk 
into town along the TART.  The proposed roundabout at Division and Grandview appears to 
increase the risk of injury to non-motorized users.  Painted cross walks are not always respected, as 
we see at Elmwood crossing.  Pedestrians must have a way to stop traffic in order to safely 
cross.  Families from our neighborhood walk to many beaches and attractions of our city and 
should be able to be safe doing so.  

 
6. I read with concern about MDOT leaning in favor of a round about at the Division/ Boulevard 

intersection. Aside from whether or not I am in favor of a round about I see the issues are not just 
that intersection. Why is traffic backed up from Tom’s West Bay to Division or from Cherry bend to 
M72 in the summer? Because M22 along the bay is a disaster. It should have been four lane to 
start. The west shoulder (bike path) is a joke. Plows can’t keep it clear in the winter and mail 
delivery is near impossible. A round about will have no improvement for traffic flow going north on 
division or west on the boulevard. There is absolutely no consideration given to these roads for the 
future which could easily see a 50% increase in traffic in 20 years. The more populated Leelanau 



becomes the bigger the problem. The easiest solution for a few years would be to add a right turn 
lane on division going north with two dedicated left turn lanes and either a pedestrian bridge or 
tunnel. Forget the love affair with roundabouts. In my opinion the voters of TC should be asked to 
decide. Not planners from Florida or Lansing. 

 
7. Red Oaks Drive 

Many of us at the Elks Lodge # 323 were very distressed and shocked when we saw the proposed 
drawings for the proposed ‘roundabout’ for the intersection of the Parkway & M-31/37 in Traverse 
City. The Elks Lodge and its’ members have been very viable & responsible members of the 
community since the early 1920’s and have maintained this marvelous building & beautifully 
landscaped property for many, many years.  The environmental impact of placing a ‘roundabout’ at 
this intersection would greatly harm the wonderful entrance into the heart of Traverse City!  The 
large, well established Maple trees, the lovely landscaping, and the gorgeous Blue Spruce 
evergreen tree have been an icon which has welcomed visitors to Traverse City for decades.  The 
trees, already home to many birds, & small animals provide a buffer to the building and public 
areas & patio for shade, comfort, and beauty.  They also provide a process referred to as 
‘photoremediation,’ which was mentioned in late June in the TICKER/Business News.  Since the BRA 
is thinking of planting a multitude of trees, why not leave these well-established trees where they 
are? This proposed ‘roundabout’ would also cut off much of the side lot, which was recently 
installed with a new city sidewalk – connecting it to the Bay area. The proposed plan would butt 
right up next to the already existing patio of the Elks Lodge, again taking out any shade or beautiful 
landscaping – & replace it with cement.  What kind of an entrance to Traverse City do you want to 
portray?  Beauty or more cement? The accessible entrance and circle drive in front of the Elks 
Lodge # 323 would also be removed, plus all of the parking for members in the front of the 
Lodge.  Many times, I have assisted elderly members with their entrance in the front of the Lodge, 
as their drivers could drive up under the portico & easily drop them off for a lunch or evening with 
friends.  To loose this accessibility would greatly diminish the lovely atmosphere and accessibility to 
the Lodge. Several of us have worthwhile suggestions for an alternative plan.  I do not know when 
the other three meetings of MDOT were, but certainly hope they will listen to others who were not 
able to attend those meetings. 
Our ideas: 
1. If necessary, make M-31 wider by one more lane – going to the WEST, instead of East into the 

Elks Lodge landscaping.  The building which is on Bay Street, just south of the Parkway is 
EMPTY.  To what purpose is it sitting there?  The planners could use this land and the Dog Park 
land to widen the streets, and make a two lane right turn onto Grandview Parkway, going East, 
& a two lane turn lane onto Grandview Parkway, going West. 

2. The intersection at the Bay could be moved North a bit to accommodate these lanes. 
3. The Dog Park could be moved to an area near the Botanical Gardens – a great space for dogs to 

run & play!  It could also be equipped with objects; such as concrete tubes, blocks, tent 
structures, & an obstacle course to jump through & play on! 

4. Another idea is to move the intersection NORTH & do away with the bathroom at the beach.  A 
lovely bathroom could be built on either side of the proposed intersection! 

I certainly hope you and the others on the Planning Commission will listen to the many citizens who 
are VERY concerned about these proposals. 
 

8. roundabouts do not belong in tourist towns. 



9. I very much appreciate MDOTs presentation on August 18 in the Kirkbride Auditorium in Traverse 
City. I listened to the 6 o'clock talk that was clear and complete. We all were benefited by extensive 
displays, maps, and MDOT staff there to discuss questions. I don't think these changes can be made 
quick to satisfy me. Every day that goes by without another injury or a fatality in this stretch of 
Division Street is a blessing to you, me, and everyone in the Traverse City area. In the last 7 years I 
was the physician for two of the bicycle automobile accidents that occurred in that stretch. One 
was a man who bruised his left hip and had his bicycle damaged by a non-observant driver on 
northbound Division turning left onto the Parkway. The second was a lady biking in the rain and 
going south on the east side of Division to continue on crossing 14th Street. She was knocked off 
her bike by a non-observant elderly lady driving the rainy Friday night busy 5 o'clock traffic. That 
bicyclist suffered a difficult to heal T-12 spinal fracture that pained and totally disabled her for 3 
years.  Neither cyclist was wearing high visibility reflective clothing which might have helped, but 
better designs are long overdue as our town’s continued growth marches on. I feel the people and 
the traffic flow would be benefited by installing both traffic circles simultaneously. There will be 
moaning from some and the inevitable learning curve for all of us.  But I predict in the end MDOT 
will receive even more “kudos from the locals” than they recently received for their east side US 31 
upgrade! Thank you very much for the work you do to make both these roadways more bikable and 
walkable too. 

 
10. I'm a big fan of the Roundabouts at 14th St. and at the Bay.  These will change the character of the 

corridor and greatly improve the flow of traffic while calming the drivers down.  Currently, the 
speed change from 40mph to 30 mph midway in the corridor is very disruptive, because the 
vehicles are still driving like it is the strip mall scene of the township.  We are a neighborhood and a 
park and the speed needs to be reduced to 30 mph when the Roundabout at 14th goes in.  Such a 
change in approach will allow for a distinct change in the speed to a city residential area. Also, the 
11th St intersection should limit/eliminate traffic across Division to/from the Commons.  If it is not, 
then 11th will just become a new 14th street and will divide the Central Neighborhood.  When the 
other studies were done, we were told that the two lots that the city took over on the NW corner 
of the 11th St intersection were available for use in changes, including a Roundabout.  I think 
MDOT needs to look at shifting the intersection to the NW of the current location and make it a 
Roundabout.  This would offset the intersection and help calm more traffic while keeping the flow 
smooth and improve access in and out of the Commons and hospital campuses.  Perhaps, some of 
the east side of the road could be made into green space and park that would help shorten the 
sightline for vehicles and slow drivers down? 

 
11. I have been unable to attend the public meetings, however, I have reviewed the proposed changes 

and wanted a chance to give my opinion. I strongly support adding turn lanes and traffic lights at all 
four intersections. Since moving to Cedar street in November 2014 I have commented several 
times to my husband how it seemed more logical for Division to be wider at the parkway with two 
left turn lanes westbound onto the parkway and 1-2 right turn lanes eastbound onto the parkway. I 
have also remarked regularly about the need for a left and right turn lane onto 11th, as well as a 
traffic light. In my experience, roundabouts are awful! I'm 30 and I caught quickly. When living in 
Metro Detroit, they started popping up everywhere. Unfortunately, only a few of them were 
logical, the others were installed simply because they are a trend in the world of city planning and 
civil engineering.  A lot of people do not catch on. I can't tell you how many times I have watched 
people come to a complete stop in the middle of a roundabout because they are confused about 
where they are or think that they should let someone else in. Many people are confused by what 



lanes exit to where and it takes slower speeds and extra caution to avoid confused drivers. It also 
seems very difficult for semis and other large trucks to navigate them, slowing down traffic while 
they make their way through, and there are a lot of trucks that come up Division. Roundabouts 
have their purpose defeated when traffic signals are added, but in such a high pedestrian area it 
seems dangerous to eliminate signals. I'm already terrified to cross the street to go to the beach 
because people often disregard the "yield to pedestrians" lights when turning at Division and 
Grandveiw Parkway.  Lastly, adding roundabouts will completely close those intersections! It is 
hard enough to get around our quickly growing city as is. We ca not have several of our busiest 
intersections closed completely. Adding lanes and signals can be down wit out closed roads and 
detours. PLEASE, do not install roundabouts on Division! New metal poles like those at Franke and 
Silver Lake Rd look much better the wires hanging across the road if it's ascetics that are a concern. 

 
12. 14th & Division:  2nd priority for roundabout.  This seems to have pretty strong consensus; gateway 

to city makes sense; least concern for pedestrian crossing conflict.  
11th Street: 1st priority for median on north (southbound) left turn lane on south 
(northbound).  Least expensive option to implement.   
7th Street:  I do not favor a one block two-way street.  Either two-way or one-way the entire length 
of the street.  Personally, I favor two-way traffic on both 7th and 8th streets.   
Front St:  Based on comments, I don't think there are any options at this corner. 
Grandview Parkway: Lowest priority.  There is a lot of public conflict at this corner.  While I would 
love to see Bay street closed to Division street access, right hand only turns could also work.  If we 
do the roundabout at 14th first we can learn a lot about how to implement if desirable at the 
Parkway. 
 

13. Unfortunately, I have been not been able to attend the planning and public input meetings for the US-31 / 
M-37 Division Street project. I am enclosing my comments below and hope they still might be considered. I 
am in favor of the preferred alternative at 14th street. As a new resident of Traverse City that lives two 
blocks off Division on Twelfth St, I would very much like to see better pedestrian access to the Commons. I 
bought a house and have lived in Traverse City for the last year. While I commute to Interlochen for work, I 
lead an active lifestyle that involves biking and walking as much as possible when I return home. It is 
incredibly dangerous to cross Division at 12th St at this point in time. Although there are pedestrian 
walkways, no cars ever yield to people.  In order to cross Division, one must sprint across four lanes of 
traffic. I'm curious how the pedestrian experience would differ between the preferred alternative and 
operational improvement at 11th street. I currently use the pedestrian island at Oak and Grandview 
Parkway to access Clinch Park beach. That crossing can be quite difficult at times but would be much harder 
without the island. I think that lowering the speed limit to 25mph from 14th street to Grandview Parkway 
would help immensely. I encourage you to keep pedestrian and bike traffic as a primary concern in the 
planning and decision making for these intersections.  
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