SURVEY RESULTS

August 2008

Summary

29% (162 homes) of the subdivision responded to the survey.  Of those responding, 80% were in favor of the trail and 20% were against.

Questions posed to subdivision owners

1) Are you in favor of the Great Rivers Greenway walking/running/biking trail through the common ground area from the Arch grounds connecting to Creve Coeur Park, then to St. Charles and finally connecting into the Katy Trail?

Yes  130    No 32

2) Would you expect to use this trail?
Yes  119   No 41
Special notes:

Of the 32 that answered no to question #1, one person answered yes they would use the trail; one left number 2 blank and another say he/she didn’t know.
Of the 130 in favor of the trail 12 answered no on question 2 from the group.  Many cited health issues.
Of the 130 in favor of the trail if they answered question two with possibly or maybe they would use the trail I counted it as a yes they would use the trail.

There were three surveys that came in with some things that I couldn’t include in the above numbers.  One came in with an address and comments but didn’t mark off any answers to questions.  I included the comments in the comments section under the not in favor of the trail because the comments leant themselves to that category.  But I did not assume they were not in favor of the trail or wouldn’t use the trail and didn’t include it in the totals.  Two other surveys came in with a no answer to question number one but either didn’t give an address or said what street they lived on with no number and they were not included in the numbers at the top.

COMMENT SECTION

Below are comments written in their entirely.  If words were misspelled I left them as they were written.  I didn’t embellish them in any way.   I have a key made up to correspond to the comments.  A few of the letters had names written on them.  It is my hope that all these comments may be put online so our neighbors can see what each other wrote about the trail.  For that reason I felt it important to keep them these comments anonymous. 
Comments in favor of the trail:
1) I am a cyclist and walker.  I currently use the cinder trail by the pool.  This would be a great asset to OFE and the St. Louis community. There are quite a few residents that use the current trail.

2) I think the trail will be an asset to the Old Farm Estates.  We ride bikes about three times a week.

3) I am for anything that can further all of us getting more exercise and improving our surroundings.  

4) I am concerned the trail might lead to vandalism at the pool area.  This has happened in the past.  Additional lighting in this area would help improve security.  This or other ideas should be presented to GRG.  I know that the greenway is closed after dark, but who will police that?  We can’t afford vandalism or more controversy at the pool.

5) My wife is against the pool and I am for.

6) Can’t wait to try it out.

7) This will only help property values for our neighborhood.

8) We would favor the Trustees donate the easement, post a sign or plaque “Trail easement compliments of OFE Homeowners.”

9) As homeowners adjacent to the proposed trail, we are concerned that there will be little or no enforcement/control of:

· Parking rules

· Speeding

· Littering

· Trespassing on private property

· Excessive noise

Hopefully, these and other potential concerns have been adequately addressed.

10) The trail would be a fantastic asset to OFE!

11) Question: What if the creek washes out the track?  Who will be responsible for replacing track?

12) I feel the trail should go through the north end of the common ground and have GRG move our playground and back stop.  I don’t think it should go through the nicest part of our common ground or by the pool

13) We think it is a great idea.

14) We look forward to it (by the way, there already is a trail build by MoDOT, from Creve Coeur Park to Katy Trail (St. Charles.)

15) It is to Old Farm Residents’ advantage to set out a welcome mat to runners and walkers whether they be OF residents or otherwise.  Safety requires consideration for both runners and Old Farm families: Still a big boon for us.

16) Only concern is increased traffic and location of crossing.  Looks like it is at the bottom of steep hill.  Also, care drive by a lot already and at fast speeds.  I would hate for that to increase.

17) I will definitely use this trail.  I already use the gravel trail from the pool to Creve Coeur Lake path.  I can’t wait until this trail is built and finally opens.

18) We (along with others) regularly use the current bike “trail” in our common ground and would enjoy a new trail.

19) We need more areas to walk, bike and enjoy nature.  This is the closest trail to the mid-section of Old Farm.
20) We think it’s a great idea and are looking forward to using it.  Thanks.

21) This project will enhance our subdivision by making us a part of the great state park system; offering an outstanding recreation opportunity right at our doorstep for cyclists, runners, walkers and nature lovers; all this with no cost (actually a payment to us) for operation, maintenance, or construction!  This is a rare opportunity – please don’t let it get away.

22) This is a no brainer.  This could really help the resale value of our houses being so close to the trail.  Don’t forget the inline skaters.

23) My family would use this trail often.

24) Build more trails – build more amenities to improve Old Farm – go!

25) It sounds great as long as it doesn’t increase motor vehicle traffic in Old Farm.

26) We strongly support this addition to the trail system in St. Louis area.  We voted for the tax to fund the system and are pleased that we could use it, and within easy walking distance.

27) Why squeeze the trail to the south of the pool?  Why not run the trail north of the pool parking lot and north of the ball fields along the old rail bed?

28) Good idea – Creve Coeur park is good example of trail usage.

29) Great idea!  It will give others a chance to see what a fantastic place Old Farm Estates really is.  What about universal pool membership??  Worst map I have ever seen.

30) Great idea – good for property values.

31) A good idea.  Should be very good for the residents of this subdivision.

32) An excellent idea!  A perfect example of an amenity that really will be useful and available to all.

33) I think the GRG trail will enhance the appearance (and value) of OFE and the OFE pool area.  Please consider adding language to the easement agreement to assure that GRG will be responsible for bank stabilization and erosion control along the creek.  Tree removal and grading in the vicinity of the creek may de-stabilize the existing banks.

34) Great development!

35) Awesome!

36) A reasonable good idea.

37) Let’s improve, not just maintain our neighborhood!

38) We think this is a good idea, and hope it works!!

39) Why go behind the pool?  Is there not a more direct route?

40) Great idea.

41) Git’r done

42) Do it as soon as possible! ☺We enjoy biking at Creve Coeur Park & on the Katy Trail.

43) We are in favor of the trail through Old Farm as the proposed schematic plan we received.  We would like the trustees to approve the project.

44) Great idea!!

45) I think it is a good idea for the area.  Bicyclists are a trustworthy group. ☺

46) We see pros and cons but feel the pros out weigh any negatives.  We feel this could be an asset.

47) Definitely a ‘plus’ to have this running through OFE. I’ve used the gravel path for several years to get to the Creve Coeur paved trail.  We all need more exercise.

48) Always happy to facilitate bicyclists!

49) I think this trail will be a great community asset.  I’ve been riding my bike in and around Old Farm for 37 years.  I would like to make several suggestions.  1.) The trail would be better placed just north of the pool parking lot and along the hillside directly under the high voltage power lines.  It would be shorter, less inclined, better aligned with the crosswalk, and would provide more privacy for the pool.  2.) The pedestrian controlled traffic light at the crossing is not needed.  It would be an eyesore day & night.  Too much clutter. 3.) The “No Parking Here to Crossing” sign would also be too much clutter.  The existing, clearly marked, crosswalk point and sign do the job just fine.  Everyone knows it’s illegal to park in the middle of the crosswalk.
50) A privacy fence by the pool must be included….

51) Bookbinder crossing may be dangerous and could also tie up traffic – short approaches from both Greenbough and Hobnail.  Could the trail be guided along Amiot?

52) I am not clear on what the “low entry walls” proposed at Bookbinder are.  They should not impede children walking to the pool or keep them from conveniently using the safety crossing.

53) Would use it occasionally only.

54) I think its great, can’t wait!

55) I think it’s a great idea!

56) We feel that it would make for a good continuation and link between the Arch & Creve Coeur Park then to the Katy Trail without in anyway detracting from our neighborhood.  It would probably add to the attractiveness of our subdivision by providing access to the trail.

57) Let’s get connected!  What a terrific thing it would be to be able to ride safely along this whole distance.

58)   1. Will the trail have some kind of security monitoring the trail all day, every day?  2. Trail etiquette is often a problem on all trails, anything to help with that?  3. We think it will bring nice improvements to OFE.  4. The monies received from the project will be used by OFE for? __  __  __  __  __

59) I’m unclear of how to read the map ….. But if the money from granting the easement will help in keeping down our yearly payment I’m all for it …. And @ the same time help out with OFE expenses and most of all … if the trustees feel this is OK for our neighborhood it’s ok by me.

60) We would hope that where the trail crosses Bookbinder (by the pool area) that the cars will NOT be required to stop in case hikers might be ready to cross, i.e. – cars have the right of way.

61) How much traffic can we expect on a daily basis at the Bookbinder crossing?

62) Could use $ for Pool, but I’m sure paying part on all the assessments would go over better.  Most concerned about keeping it from being Trail head @ Park. 
Comments not in favor of the trail

1) A trail would divide the subdivision, lower the value of homes.  Who would supervise the sunset to sunrise use of trail?  Who would supervise the no parking at the swimming pool?  Old Farm would be less secure with undesirables.  The map was no help.  No street names and no legends.  All residents should be able to vote on this “destruction” of OFE.  A resident of 41 years.

2) My concern is parking at the pool & who would monitor the cars parked there and also bringing in a lot of new cars and traffic into the neighborhood.  While the parking signs are a good idea if it is not monitored by someone that will fail.

3) There is more than enough traffic (from those which do not live in Old Farm Estates) going through our subdivision.
4) I do not believe that people should be walking/running/ or biking under the high electric wires!

5) We have more than enough traffic & stop signs on Bookbinder without adding more stops & congestion.

6) Traffic is so bad on Creve Coeur Mill Road that it is impossible to get in and out of the sub-division as it is!  Also – who is going to benefit from the monies from the easement – the Pool?  Also, we have little or no open space as it is.

7) Who will be policing the parking area 24/7?  We don’t need people walking through the subdivision – it will only cheapen the property & the neighborhood.  No – No – No-

8) Enough is enough.  Also – I don’t want to be forced to be involved in supporting a swim pool that I will never use!

9) If Amiot is open to Creve Coeur Park.

10) I am concerned about future upkeep.  When cuts occur, in budgets, this could be one.  I am also concerned about property devaluation due to additional traffic.  Having a stop light in a subdivision would not be attractive.

11) It would lower property value, it would divide subdivision in half.  It would bring more people into our subdivision – could cause more crime, robberies, espically since it would not be lighted.  Could cause more damage to pool, and homes by undesirables.  The subdivision would loose it high standard of living.   People might not take walks in the evening or let children out to play.  This would be a bad idea.  It will drop property value.  A lot more homes will be up for sale.
12) We see this as another waste of taxpayers money to be used by a select few.  Who will clean up the trash that will be left for others to take care.

13) A trail going thru our subdivision right along the pool, ball field and playground is like asking for trouble!  We will have no control over who uses the trail, therefore our residents could be subjected to undesirables and think of the safety of the children if nothing else!
14) Absolutely not!
15) The trail will not enhance our subdivision.

16) I am concerned that users of the trail will park on Hobnail & Bookbinder and cause congestion & litter.

17) I strongly oppose this invasion of our subdivision.  This will generate annoying traffic, parking, and other distractions to our neighborhood.  This is a miserable presentation.  There is no legend to understand what is what.  I think I can find the creek & the proposed trail.  What is the solid black line that wiggles through the common area?  Most of the line is connected but there are several archs of black lines @ the west end of the solid black line.  What do the arcs represent?  There is a reference to “native grass screening see perspective above” but there is no above.  Leastwise, nothing so labeled.  Your single note is incomplete as the extreme right-hand portion of the upper line was not printed.  Your pedestrian controlled traffic light will likely become another noxious stop sign/light!

18) I am opposed to the trail.  I feel uncomfortable with the idea that a trail will be running through our backyard and immediately adjacent to the neighborhood pool.  Though the trail might seem like a good idea, its true value and utility to our neighborhood are limited.  My concern is for the safety of our neighbors, my family and our neighborhood children.  My desire is to maintain the piece of mind afforded by our current level of privacy and accessibility.  Privacy, piece of mind and comfort which will be materially reduced if this proposed thoroughfare is constructed on the common ground behind my property.  I do not see an increase in utility for anyone in the neighborhood that isn’t already provided by our streets and sidewalks.  The sidewalks are well maintained and safely within view of all neighbors.  The trail is not.  Access to the Katy Trail and Creve Coeur Park is currently available today without extending the path beyond our neighborhood.  Granted, the path of which I speak, the gravel path west of the pool, could be improved by being paved.  But its value is there today and used by many families, including my own.  And I don’t envision the number of Old Farm Estates residents using the Katy Trail will increase dramatically even if the Great Rivers Greenway is installed.  The real increase in utility is primarily for those persons living outside our neighborhood.  Additionally, I can’t understand the logic of providing a shrouded path snuggly and conveniently past the pool.  Convenient, I should say, only for those individuals using the trail.  The intrinsic privacy offered by the location of our pool, away from trafficked areas and constructed with a clear, open and unobstructed view to its entry, will be compromised.  I ask the trustees to make your decisions with this in mind.  Imagine if you will, if pedestrian traffic were to begin walking through your back yard or the back yard of the lot adjacent to yours.  Now imagine the path is hidden from view and not patrolled.  Would you feel completely at ease or would there be a twinge of discomfort.  
19) Here are our reservations concerning the “Great Rivers Greenway” proposal:  There would be unwanted additional traffic, as if we don’t have enough problems at Old Farm and Creve Coeur Mill Road.  Cannot believe County can enforce keeping people from parking in our subdivision.  It will separate our subdivision into sections.  Excess of strangers traveling through the subdivision will create various problems, i.e. vandalism, burglary, littering, etc.  It will also attract certain undesirables.  Parking will not be enforced, even if there are promises made beforehand.  Tickets may be issued but you cannot tow people off streets who may be visiting residence and there is no way to monitor it.  It will take away the safety from our children, especially at the playground area.  It would be impossible to enforce trail use at night.  It definitely has the potential to lower our property value.  We would like to be involved in any contesting of this proposal.

20) 1- Bookbinder is too heavily traveled to allow for increased bike and foot traffic across Bookbinder.  We can’t even get a stop sign at the top of Bookbinder or a light at Creve Coeur Mill to control traffic.  (We have been trying for years to get a stop sign at the top of Bookbinder.  My house was hit by a car and they still will not put in a sign.  We called!!) This is a bad idea until they figure out how to control Bookbinder traffic.  Someone is going to get hit crossing Bookbinder. 2- We do not need strangers coming through our subdivision.  The sign in the parking lot will not keep people from parking there.  Who is responsible for calling the towing company?  How do you know if they are not residents?  We don’t have subdivision stickers.  3- A policeman is always in the pool lot checking for speeders & he’s always putting people over.

21) Why should there be a trail that is open to the public, running through our subdivision?  Don’t we have enough problems already with cut through traffic, etc?  Why would we want to open our lovely subdivision to the public?  We have lots of “green space” already with the lush common ground.  Why spoil it with asphalt?  Asphalt is not “green”.  If OFE goes ahead with this, and is given “fair market value”, then those monies should be split equally amongst the all residents.  I was told at one of the meeting by Kathy Schweitzer that the common ground is owned by all of us.  Yet, only a handful of trustees have the power to decide for all the homeowners.  That’s not fair!  I’d like to know where in the indentures, it says, that the trustees can decide for us.  I would like to see the exact quotation.  I would like a copy of that.  This proposal for trails linked to the park system was voted down, resoundingly, in Maryland Heights by the residents of the subdivisions off Dorsett near Marine. They still have their common ground.  My question is to the trustees, “It it ain’t broke, don’t fix it.”  We are a residential area – not a public park.  Do you really think that by making rules that the trails close at sunset, will really be followed by everyone?  I honestly feel that this is nothing more than a land grab by developers, disguised as pro-green advocates.  As for liability, our pool with a tunnel in it is just a accident waiting to happen.  I am very much against this green trail plan.  We have inadequate liability insurance.  I must add this comment or question: Why is it that there has been no comment from the trustees about the extension of Page to Olive?  I live on CCMR and we’ve been in limbo for years about the fate of our street.  I attended at informational meeting at Parkway Central last Wednesday, put on by MoDOT.  There were 4 possible routes.  One route would take our homes on CCMR.  I would think this would take precedence to the carving of the common grounds.  Although both are extremely important issues.  What info do the trustees have on this?  P.S. I was not notified of the general meeting in the spring.  Putting small signs (not on our street) is woefully inadequate!  Apparently you have changed the date of the trustees meetings from Tuesday to Thursday?
22) I strongly protest.  Violates my rights.  Danger to me and my family.  Invading criminals-vandals  (see attached letter)  Once again, I strongly object to granting the Great Rivers Greenway an easement through the common ground area – inviting criminals, robbers, murderers, pedophiles, kidnappers etc. to attack home owners and their children in Old Farm.  I do not accept the Trustees’ claim they are authorized to sell this property to anyone.  I have been living in a house that is contiguous to the common ground for over 40 years.  When we purchased our home, we were assured that nothing would be built there.  We wanted that security for our family.  Through the years, I have observed parents and children, horse back riders, bikers, dog walkers, etc. in the common ground.  Old Farm residents do not need asphalt paths.  There is no guarantee that the invaders will always be lovely people.  Some will be strangers who will injure us and damage our property.  We have enough problems with vandals now.  We do not more from the city.  Of course, we can call the police if they do not kill us first.  Who is going to be legally responsible for the damage that results because of the Trustees selling this property to the Great Greenway? 

23) This is probably not good for OFE.  We do not need the general public traveling a trail through the subdivision.  A traffic light & a bump at the crossing is unacceptable.  Vehicles have to stop enough anyways.
24) The map does not give any landmarks.  It is very difficult to understand the proposal. 

