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Road Width Options

20-Foot Roadway Width
Rating Why

1 That's all we need. Really like.
1 Narrow would be best.
1 See comments on other side. [Option C : 6-foot good width-road wide enough.]

1 Less impact on private property. Non-motorized activity on roadway as it is now. May 
not require ditch on both sides. Most consistent with current circumstances. Keep non-
motorized farther away from private property.

2
2
3
3 Least desirable roadway is narrow.
3 Too narrow.
5
8 This is too narrow for a car + trash truck + a pedestrian.
8 We have more options for non-vehicle transportation.
8 Too narrow.

10 Very limited on no non-motorized traffic right-of-way. No room for vehicle breakdown, 
particularly not feasible on Payton Circle & Constitution.

10 Too dangerous.
10 Least favorite - paved.
- We don't want the roads paved. All that is needed is a cleaning of the ditches. And when 

you add culverts we find it hard to believe that the City will be able to clean each ditch 
well enough between each driveway & culvert and cheaper than the costs you claim you 
are spending now.

4.75 AVERAGE RATING* (1 = really like and 10 = really dislike)
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Verbatim Group Responses to Options

1          2           3          4          5          6          7          8           9           10
  Really like                                                                                                Really dislike

       Rate each option separately by assigning each option a number from 1 to 10
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22-Foot Roadway Width
Rating Why

1 Traffic safety. Speed bumps.
1 Least intrusion on fencing and existing trees.
1 Best option. Accommodates safe speed driving along with option "C".
1
1 Right in middle - not too narrow, not too wide.
2
2 Still accommodates options.
2

2.5
5
5
6 Better for accommodation of traffic limited non-motorized traffic.
6
6

10 Least favorite - paved.
10 Safer - speed bumps should be installed.
- We don't need.
- We are much more concerned about non-motorized options than width. We are OK with 

width being determined by the non-motorized option.

3.84 AVERAGE RATING

24-Foot Roadway Width
Rating Why

1 Wide safe roadway.
1 Best for motorized and non-motorized traffic.
1 Wider better from driver safety perspective (more room to slide on snow/ice.) More 

room to pass pedestrians/equestrians, delivery trucks. 
1 All non-vehicle options are available. Safer.
1 Half Moon is wide enough to do 24 feet.
2
3
3
5
5 No need for this width.

10 Excessive. Don't like.
10
10
10 Brings traffic closer to private property. Encourages speeding. Most costly, more asphalt. 

More mailboxes and culverts to move. Impacts more fences.
10 Encourages speeding.
10 Least favorite - paved.
- Wider might be better on Brady Road. However, on the other hand, wider non-

motorized path (6' in option C) would also be better on Brady Road.

5.19 AVERAGE RATING
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Non-Motorized Connection Options

Option A
Rating Why

1 We don't want any changes to the trails or pedestrian access… they are fine now!!!
2
2 Horses can have the exist[ing] paths!
3
3
5 Both need to be addressed in the neighborhood. Many people from other 

neighborhoods walk or bike in the road.
5 Don't like.
5
5 No accommodations for path.
5
5 Paved.
5 Non-motorized is important! Bikes especially.
5 Must accommodate non-motorized travel!
5 Something needs to be done. Roads and drainage are [illegible].

4.00 AVERAGE RANKING (1 = favorite option and 5 = least favorite option)

Option B
Rating Why

1 Maintenance is easiest. Wide, safe roadway. 24 feet.
1
1 Consistent with current practice. Keeps non-motorized further from private property. 

Animal waste not on private property.
1 Share the road.
1 Works best for our Filing and existing easements.
2
2
2
2
2 Has non-motorized path maintained by City.
4 Don’t like horses on pavement. Very slick.
4 Don't like having the horses on pavement.
4
4  Two feet not enough.
5 No horses in pavement or on the gravel.
5
5 Paved.

2.71 AVERAGE RANKING

1 = your favorite option               5 = your least favorite option

Rank the options against each other by assigning a numerical ranking of either 1, 2, 3, 4 or 5 to each 
option. Please also explain your group's thinking behind each ranking.
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Option C
Rating Why

1 Better fiscally and pragmatically.
1 6-foot good width--road wide enough.
1 Like the pros and horse path.
1 6-foot riding allows for side-by-side horse riders. Use crushed road base (angular) versus 

alluvial (sub-rounded road base.)
1 Especially for Payton Circle.
1
1 Allows gravel for horses on one side.
1 From our group - widest non-motorized path. City maintains non-motorized path.

2 Work best for all areas.
2 Horses still off pavement.
2
2 Non[-motorized] - should be larger.
3 Gravel washes onto road.
5 Shoulder of pavement would erode and decay. This would be a 6-foot rutted mud path. 

Extra maintenance.
5 No horses on pavement or on the gravel
5 Paved.

2.13 AVERAGE RANKING
Option D

Rating Why
1 Horses away from the road.
1 Horses would be farthest from traffic. Best for horses. Horses are off the pavement.

2 Better safety.
3
3 I don't want to take care of the bridle path.
3 No need to separate motorized and non[-motorized].
3
3 Natural path on private property will result in disputes, lack of owner cooperation, is not 

enforceable.
4
5 We have bridal paths now. We have the Rock Island Trail now. We don't need more 

bridal access.
5 Don't like homeowner responsibility for path maintenance.
5 Too close to property.
5 Brings non-motorized closer to homes. More costly to construct than keeping on road. 

Less maintenance for homeowner to maintain.
5
5 Paved.

3.53 AVERAGE RANKING
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Option E
Rating Why

3 Don't like homeowner losing more property.
3 Better safety.
4 Better path for non-motorized traffic.
4 Too close to property.
4 I don't want to take care of the bridle path.
4 Too many problems with private property!
4
5 We have bridal paths now. We have the Rock Island Trail now. We don't need more 

bridal access.
5 Taking owners prop[erty] for the horse path.
5 Don't like homeowner responsibility for path maintenance.
5
5 Brings non-motorized closer to homes. More costly to construct than keeping on road. 

Less maintenance for homeowner to maintain.
5
5 Paved.
5 "New bridle paths" raises bitter disputes that we have largely worked through as a 

community. Don't want to open that "can of worms" again.

4.40 AVERAGE RANKING
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