Northwest Corridor BRT

Round 2 Grassroots Engagement Report

Dates: May, June, July and August 2022
The second round of grassroots engagement for the Northwest Corridor BRT Phase 2 included a series
of in-person and virtual public meetings, on-street engagement activities, social media promotions and
online surveying.

GOALS
The following goals were identified and successfully accomplished:
1. Awareness – Broaden the reach of understanding about the plans to build bus rapid transit in
the Northwest Corridor
2. Education – Inform affected community members about status, progress and overall timeline for
implementation of the Northwest Corridor BRT project
3. Input – Receive helpful points of feedback and comment to help technical team members and
community decision makers create the best possible project.

AUDIENCE REACH SNAPSHOT
•
•
•
•

Public meetings – 30 total attendees
Social media – 223 total story views
On-street activations – 2,000 total pieces of literature distributed
Online survey – 19 responses

PUBLIC MEETINGS
Dates – June 23 and 29, 2022
Times – One in-person 6-7:30 p.m.; two virtual 12-1:30 p.m. and 6-7:30 p.m.
Locations – In-person: Boy Scouts of America Simon Kenton Council public meeting room; Virtual:
Zoom
Attendance –
•
•
•

In-person – 7 attendees
Virtual meeting #1 – 15 attendees (including Facebook streaming participants)
Virtual meeting #2 – 8 attendees (including Facebook streaming participants)

Public Meeting Summary
There were three public meetings held for the Northwest Corridor BRT project – one in-person
meetings and two virtual meetings. The first in-person meeting was held on June 23 at Simon Council
Boy Scouts of America Columbus, Ohio from 6 to 7:30 p.m. followed by the two virtual meetings were
held on June 29 from 12 to 1:30 p.m. and from 6 to 7:30 p.m.
In-person meeting attendees were provided a fact sheet explaining the project and a comment form
upon arrival. In addition, there were several exhibits for the public to interact with. This included
informational boards as well as targeted activities to encourage input. The activities involved using
colored dots as well as sticky notes on large-scale map printouts to gain insights on where in the
Northwest corridor, attendees work, live and play as well as which stop locations proposed are most
useful. The meeting was held in an open house format with a brief presentation beginning at 6:30 p.m.
Virtual meeting attendees were provided the same informational content as in-person attendees. In
place of the in-person engagement activities, input was garnered via Zoom in-meeting surveying and
facilitated conversation. The questions posed in the virtual meetings were identical to the questions
posed in-person, just delivered in a different way.
Mindy Justis (MurphyEpson) kicked-off the in-person and the virtual presentations with a welcome,
which were followed by introductions.
June 23
At the Simon Council meeting, Aaron Grilliot filled in for Tim Sorensen Mindy continued with reviewing
the agenda and guidelines. Zach Sunderland (COTA) began the presentation, discussing the
background of planning efforts that brought about LinkUS in 2020. He discussed the population growth
projected, the 21st century challenges that LinkUS works to address, expected outcomes, auxiliary
corridor projects underway and what high-capacity rapid transit looks like. Zach also went over the
LinkUS program updates, the funding for the LinkUS program, the LinkUS walk, bike and transit vision.
Justin Goodwin (City of Columbus) followed Zach. Justin described Phase 1 outcomes including where
the study area has been and where it has been expanded two in Phase 2. Justin went into detail about
the rapid transit to give the audience a visual of what it would be like, as well as went through the
numbers to help explain why the BRT is needed in this corridor. He continued by talking about the
iterative engineering design process of the corridor, he also went on to detail the project’s focus which
included recommended locally preferred alternative, the recommended initial segment, and how they
arrived at these recommendations.
Then, Gina Trimarco (TranSystems) came up and discussed finding route options that will lead to
Dublin, those including the initial screening being from Bethel to Henderson and the secondary
screenings that are being considered. Jason Sudy (OHM Advisors) then came up and talked about the
potential of future redevelopment. He went into detail of how they came to the decision of choosing that
the Bethel option would be best. Mindy came on to talk about the public input that was received that
also played into making the decision as well. Lynn Otte (TranSystems) then came up and discussed the
recommended locally preferred alternative for this corridor and went into detail of what it exactly is, as
well as where the LPA will be running through along the corridor. She discussed the recommended
phasing for the corridor and which section of the phasing would go be first with the development. Mindy
paused the presentation for questions/comments from attendees on any of the content presented to
this point. After questions, Lynn came back and discussed the recommended initial segments and the
location of where that segment will be running through. She continued with discussing what the
strengths are for the initial segment from activity centers, ridership, and the other future transit
connections.

Lynn also discussed preliminary findings for the initial segment. Aaron Grilliot came up and continued
with the presentation covering the fixed guideway and station details. He discussed the median
dedicated guideway location and station configuration, the side running guideway location, as well as
the bi-directional bridge location and BAT lane location. He continued with discussing the two potential
options that would be used for the South Knot location, one being Twin Rivers and the other being
Dublin Rd. Lynn then returned to discuss what the next steps are going to be moving forward, both
short term and long term. Lastly, Mindy opened the floor for questions and discussion.
Questions raised during the presentation included:
(Simon Council)
(FEEDBACK PROVIDED VIA COMMENT FORMS)
About proposed alignments
•
•
•

Bethel alignment makes most sense. Overall model is sound and aligns well with areas that
people would be going. Prioritize existing needs with transfers to other lines over putting stops
in places to incentive growth.
The alignment makes sense as proposed. One thought is the connection to the 33 COTA line
along Henderson. As proposed the Phase 2 along Bethel leaves Henderson between Kenny
and Reed trying to move east to OTR and campus are.
Olentangy to Bethel to Sawmill is the most logical route. As well as 161 to Bridge Park. I think it
will be challenging or should I say more challenging going west

About station areas
•
•
•

Centennial High School is along the Bethel route and may be a good choice for a station
location
Stations makes sense.
If unable to provide a fifth Ave station to transfer to the 5 or 22 lines, please consider
connecting the 5/22 stops to the Olentangy trail. Safe walking / bike path from west 5th and
Olentangy River Rd. stop and go bike station near the stop?

Other Comments
•
•
•

Keep bus lines protected with dedicated guideway to keep them clear and fast. At station stops
in a dedicated guideway near an intersection, propose no right turns on red for traffic coming
opposite direction to protect pedestrians.\
Love the development of sidewalks and bike infrastructure. Please make this a priority.
Speed limits along the route / corridor should be addressed.

(Zoom meeting comments)
12pm meeting
Tim Sorensen filled back in for the presentation for Aaron Grilliot.
Question: I like center running transit lanes and think that's the best option - but bethel is such a scary
road to cross. How will LinkUS ensure that folks exiting the platform get safely across the street?
Response: So, the lanes themselves provide a buffer to the station area. We also provide protection to
that station because the last thing we want you to do while you are in that station is having to worry
about traffic. We put the station at traffic signals so you can safely walk off the platform to the
crosswalk, so you only have to cross half of the road at a time using those traffic signals as an
opportunity to safely cross the street. The number one importance to us is the safety of the user so,
that’s built into everything as we think about designing the station and platforms.

Question: Will there be traffic calming leading up to the signals?
Response: When we think about traffic calming on a road like Olentangy River Rd. or Bethel is we want
to think about how we get the drivers to be alert so they can be able to react quicker. Traffic calming
doesn’t necessarily achieve what we want, what we want is to change the context and their visual cues.
So, as they come up to these stations there is a visual cue to them thorough the station and other
warnings to prepare them that people will be walking by and using the station. This will help them react
more quickly as they go through there, the idea is the safest place to cross the intersection is a signal
and we generally don’t traffic calm in front of signals.
Comment: The term traffic calming can mean a lot of different things to different people. Particularly at
the City of Columbus traffic calming is what we refer to as speed humps on residential streets. What we
really want to focus on for all these corridors is speed management and there are a lot of different
design approaches that we will be implementing through the overall design of the corridor that will help
to ensure appropriate driver behavior and inherent to the speed limit. We are talking about changing the
overall character of the roadway corridor itself, so having center running BRT itself is adding another
thing that drivers need to be aware of and respond to that can positivity effect inherence to the speed
limit, doing other things around enhanced pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, the design of the
roadway right-of-way itself, transit-oriented development. All these things play a factor in trying to
manage speed for the motoring public.
Question: Does mixed traffic defeat the purpose of the BRT? If the busses get stuck there doesn't that
affect the BRT the whole way down?
Response: There isn’t necessarily one existing fixed route bus service that serves this entire corridor,
which is an interesting dynamic that is little different from East Main or West Broad. This creates some
connection that can help to further that ridership where we know where people want to be and continue
to cement more dedicated right of way in the future by beginning to create something close to that.
Question: What's stopping it from all being dedicated lanes?
Response: Mixed traffic segments have been identified only in areas where there will not be significant
impact to bus travel time or reliability.
Question: Are there any physical barriers between the dedicated lanes and the car lanes? If not, why
not?
Response: There will be buffer and some of that buffer will simply be space, there may be additional
buffering but, that is something that as we move through the next phases of design begins to get firmer
whatever the details of that is part of this next wave of defining design.
Comment: There will be a barrier of some form, what it will look like, where it will go and what works
best for Columbus traffic and operations will be determined as we move forward.
Question: I'm seeing left turn lanes for cars on the diagrams. Will these be limited at all? Giving a left
signal for vehicles means that the bus doesn't have an opportunity to go through the light during that
time
Response: Any place that has a traffic signal today, there will be a good chance there will be left turn
signals. It is mostly between those signalized intersection that might not allow those left turns. If you
have a flashing yellow or a permitted left turns will not be allowed because you can turn left onto an
oncoming bus. So, the left turn will only occur on protected phases, when we include transit signal
priority, we try to set that all up, so the buses are not hitting that protected phase and they are running
effectively with the through traffic. It is certainly something that we try to manage so the bus can move
as effectively and efficiently as possible.

Comment: Just wanted to mention that one of bus rapid transit features is transit signal priority. So,
when a bus is behind schedule it can get an extended green or a shortened red light so that it can get
back on schedule. Phasing with the signal will also allow the bus to get through before the turn phase
for the cars happen. There are ways to make sure that even with left turns the bus still get a certain
amount of priority to move quickly and reliable through the corridor.
Question: The BRT in Cleveland had signal priority but then went away after pushback from the public.
How can we make sure this is avoided?
Response: The region is committed to premium BRT. Transit signal priority is not the same as signal
preemption, I don’t know what was used in Cleveland, so I can’t speak on that. The buses will not
operate the way an ambulance or a fire truck work when they approach an intersection which is to
change the signal for their emergency progress. Again, it’s tied to a signal and the bus, and knowing
when the bus is on schedule or not. Typically, when TSP is well implemented it is seamless to the rest
of the traveling public but keeps the reliability and the travel time for the bus at that premium level.
Question: how much time is added by taking Twin Rivers? That seems like it would add a lot of time to
the trip.
Response: In the prior phase work it was identified that the Twin Rivers to Dublin Rd. was the way to
go. One of the alternatives that had been considered was Goodale to Neil, so when you are trading off
which way you’re going Goodale to Neil puts you right in the middle of a lot of congestion around the
interchange ramps and at the end of the day it’s not taking a lot longer to do the Twin Rivers alternative.
The other thing is that there is a commitment from the regions to try to create a better more direct
routing that was shown in the South Knot slide that go under and make a new opening under 670. That
is the best of all worlds for BRT to do would be to use that new alignment. We are developing a project
that has to be advance through the FTA process and without that roadway there the best way to go is
using the Twin River to Dublin Rd approach.
Question: Talking about traffic flow, does this mean that some cars might not move as fast through the
areas?
Response: It might. However, we have to look at it from a systems perspective. Olentangy River Rd
has a lot of interchange access to 315 so, a lot of times in the broader Northwest corridor a lot of the
through trips being made on 315 and then people get off on their last few miles onto Olentangy River
Rd. It is going to be important and required to be able to keep the flow of the interchange ramps
working well so they don’t back up onto the highway. In the 30% phase a lot of those bigger traffic flow
questions are going to be asked and answered. Another thing to keep in mind is the strong commitment
on behalf on the City of Columbus to make sure that we are moving people through the corridor not just
cars and when a bus goes through you have sixty people going through in one vehicle. So, the
evaluation is always ongoing and that will come into the decision.
Comment: I would add that the intent is regardless how much traffic is moving through the corridor on a
daily basis, that it is a more people-oriented corridor be design. Filling in the extensive gaps and
sidewalks with the shared use path serving both the cyclist and pedestrians again reinforcing a more
walkable environment, more walkable development patterns. The intent is to create something isn’t just
an auto centric corridor that we have today, we have a lot of details to get worked out with design and
we do have to balance traffic flow with the interchanges, we have requirements that we have to adhere
to but, that doesn’t mean that we can’t make this much better for people to walk, bike, and take transit.
6pm meeting
Question: It seems to me that running along Olentangy River Rd, where you have the highway and the
river on one side and the railroad tracks on the other, it creates a lot of mental barriers for potential
pedestrians and cyclists to get to the transit corridor. I’m wondering how you al are thinking about

enhancing that connectivity between Campus, Grandview, and the corridor to make sure people are
making the best use and to create opportunities for transit-oriented development and other
opportunities. It’s a narrow funnel the corridor has to fit through, it seems to me that it limits the
useability. How are you all thinking about that challenge?
Response: You are right; this is a challenging corridor from an access perspective. Also, from a safety
perspective, large section of Olentangy River Rd and Bethel Rd are on what we call our high injury
network. Through the phase one work we had a lot of public input about this very point and the need to
improve the bike-ability, walk-ability to and within the corridor and this bus rapid transit won’t be
successful if we don’t do those things. That means looking at filling the sidewalk gaps along Olentangy
River Rd and crossing those barriers. The railroad you mentioned, getting under/over 315, getting to
the improved crossing points of the river itself. Those are things that we laid the groundwork for and the
mobility study, we’ve developed a detailed vision of all the opportunities to improve east-west
connections and north-south connections into and through the corridor. What we will be doing is as we
progress this initial segment forward, we’ll be digging into the priority connections that are going to be
the nearest term improvements that we know we need to format to get effective access to the stations.
As well as to coordinate with our other partners so we can create a more robust transportation system
along the corridor.
Question: I'd prefer a more dedicated bus lane along the whole route. I worry normal cars will use the
painted lane and slow the whole route down substantially defeating the purpose of BRT.
Response: It would be great if we could have a whole dedicated bus lane for the entirety of the project
area. But when there are areas like the Twin Rivers to Dublin Rd section where there is very little traffic
existing and there are not extra lanes going each direction. To make a bus lane the cost of that piece of
the project and what you would gain in travel time for the service is very minimal. When you have cost
without being able to get the corresponding increase in ridership with them, it puts you at a spot where
it makes it difficult to continue with that piece. If you were to do that, you wouldn’t be able to continue
up for example to Bethel Rd you would have to stop the service for example at Thomas Rd. We are
trying to do a balancing act where we are making sure we are capturing the ridership and using the
infrastructure investment in the places where it really makes a difference in terms of performance of the
service.
Comment: I think one of the interesting pieces we see on East Main and West Broad are robust existing
fixed route service. Whereas in this case, we have lot people now as well as a lot of growth coming.
Sometimes with the federal government we can say we have a ton of growth, and they can say yeah,
we kind of need to see it, this is our way of adding a more robust service and getting to a proof point
that can eventually do that in a way that works to create where it is this one continuous right now with
some additional connections.
Question: do you have any plans for ensuring that cars are kept out of the BRT lanes?
Response: It becomes a very local issue. Different places have different ways of doing it, the best thing
you can do is get to the point where the ridership grows on this corridor so that you have a lot of buses
operating on this corridor and it becomes somewhat self-enforcing. You could do some things with
lower barriers to make sure that you are making it clearer, at times there are enforcement protocols that
the transit agency and police are able to put forward.
Comment: I think from a center running perspective we haven’t see a lot of violations of people getting
into the center lanes and doing it, it’s more on the right lane. The bulk of that road I’m not too worried
about enforcement when we look at the other properties, it may be a problem in the BAT lanes but
hopefully not an issue to slow the buses down and create safety problems.

Question: Recent transit-related initiatives such as the Indianola Bike Lane shows how opposition can
compromise dedicated lanes in favor of parking or car lanes. Is there a plan to prioritize dedicated lanes
if there is pushback from groups that would prioritize cars or parking?
Response: There are trade offs that we have to build into our decision making and planning. The
important to keep in mind with this initiative with Northwest corridor and the other corridor is that this is
a regional approach and we do have to help to educate the public as we think about changes to the
roadway right-of-way. Change is never easy and you’re never going to get one hundred percent
agreement, part of this effort and meetings like this are to reframe the purpose of this project is about
regional growth and we know that we have to do thing differently. As we get into design we are going to
have to work closely with individual stakeholders and people who are interested in very specific things
and specific areas of the corridor, there will be lots of opportunities to work through those particular
points of interest.
Question: I have a question about the northern section adjacent to Clintonville with mixed traffic. Is the
barrier to dedicated bus lanes there a financial issue? Perhaps a silly question, but could a car lane just
be repurposed?
Response: We could just re-paint the lanes and repurpose them in that area, which is to be determined
as we go forward there are some transition areas around Henderson that we would have to work out.
Trying to weigh cost vs benefits there’s not a lot of congestion up there so, we could certainly look at
that as we go forward in the final design. Once we get just south of Henderson up to the park and ride,
we really would have to widen the roads to make that happen.
Question: There currently is no frequent or standard bus line that connects large sections of Bethel to
the Bethel P&R (the one turns south at Kenny/Goodwin). It would be wonderful to have a fixed route
connection to the P&R during Phase 1 to increase the usability of the Bethel Road stop.
Response: We are continuing to explore what the initial segment end of the line will look like. There
could be potential have local service extend past there (at a different frequency) to bridge that needed
connection.
Question: is the FTA allowed to mandate adjustments/changes before approving, or is their role just to
approve projects and not necessarily provide feedback?
Response: There’s two places where the FTA comes into this, when we ask to enter project
development and when you submit the ratings package. So, if you’re smart about what you are doing
and you know that you are making good choices that play well into the funding and how they are
evaluating things, they are not going to tell you to make changes. They will approve it, or they won’t
approve it, but it is a local decision of what you want to submit. Now locally if you want to submit a very
robust project that might exceed what could fit with the funding source, it might just be that you would
have to fund a lot more of it locally.
Question: Could you speak more to related COTA fixed route improvements?
Response: We realize that we will need more service, especially with the growth moving to the region
and growth coming to different suburbs. The community action plan identifies new routes, service
improvements at better frequencies so you’re not waiting thirty to sixty minutes for a bus. It identifies
several different areas within the region that may not be suitable for fixed-route transit. That is more
from the regional perspective, focused on this corridor itself we want to look at those connections with
someone who can transfer to the Northwest corridor. It is a recognized need and something what with
additional resources and the community action plan we hope to roll out in the near future.
Question: Will BRT continue to operate well with the population growth we'll be seeing? Why not set it
up now before the problem gets worse?

Response: We are looking at what is going to operate well in the relative near term as well as looking
10-20 years out ultimately the operating cost of this must be projected out for twenty years. A lot is
going to change over that course of time, the South Knot is an example of something that might be
phased, and improvement and we are looking at future phases of this beyond Bethel Rd. This is going
to be a process even as we move from ten percent design now to thirty percent there are a lot of
conditions and assumptions that might change. Part of this process is what are the nearest term
opportunities for transit-oriented development in some of these station locations. As those become
clearer, that might change an actual location of a station, it might change our thinking about where to
be prioritizing certain design elements. So, a lot can change from now to the time that this goes into
construction there is a lot that is up in the air right now from a traffic standpoint. We need to keep in
mind that we don’t have a crystal ball, we need to make logical decisions with the best information that
we have, while also reassessing and monitoring and if that means that we need to change the plans as
we move forward or think about phase improvement then we are prepared to do that.

SOCIAL MEDIA
June 23 Meeting Promotion

Facebook
4 likes
2 shares

Twitter
6 likes
3 retweets
6 likes
3 retweets

Instagram
8 likes
223 story views

2 likes

June 29 Meeting Promotion

2 likes

NWC Educational Posts

11 likes

0 likes

5 likes

Total

17 likes
2 shares

12 likes
6 retweets

15 likes
223 story views

June 23 Public Meeting Promotion

June 29 Public Meeting Promotion

Educational Posts

Public Meeting Cross Promotion with Stakeholders
• Sent to Technical Group members for sharing
• Municipalities who shared our content: Dublin, Upper Arlington, Grandview Heights
• Civic Association outreach: Northwest Civic Association, Downtown Residents Association of
Columbus, 5th by Northwest Area Commission, University Area Commission
Other Mentions – Twitter
• Groups including the Ohio State Center for Urban and Regional Analysis and GreenSpot
Columbus retweeted meeting promotion from the LinkUS Columbus handle. Individual
advocates (including Transit Columbus Board members and other transit advocates) created
their own content encouraging residents to attend public meetings.
• Following the virtual public meeting (6/29 at 12pm), an individual Twitter user tweeted
disappointment in NWC design plans due to a segment of mixed traffic. Many advocates and
residents joined the thread to express similar concerns regarding protected bike lanes. Other
advocates explained potential road widening constraints that may affect mixed traffic. Another
advocate reminded Twitter users that there is still the opportunity for increased advocacy due to
the early design stages of the project. See full thread here:
https://twitter.com/Taara535/status/1542198022494453764?s=20&t=y1jPWlsX4PNcZ6q1L9qog
Livestream Engagement
Both virtual meetings were live streamed on the LinkUS Columbus Facebook page.
June 29 – 12 PM
June 29 – 6 PM

Impressions
224
64

Likes
3
2

Comments
6
2

ON-STREET ACTIVATIONS
Rise-Up CBUS Event
On May 6, 2022, the Northwest Corridor BRT engagement team participated in a City of Columbus
Department of Neighborhoods event Bethel International United Methodist Church due to its proximity
to the Northwest Corridor. Postcards to promote the upcoming public meetings were distributed and
staff were available to answer questions about the project.
Key takeaways:
•
Reception toward the LinkUS Northwest Corridor BRT was generally positive, and many people
inquired about implementation timelines as well as stop locations.
• 25 postcards were picked up by community members interested in attending an upcoming
meeting
Public Meeting Promotions
Between June 9 and June 27, 2022, engagement team members canvassed three areas within the
Northwest Corridor – residential (owned and rented) and businesses on Olentangy River Road, along
Henderson Road and along Bethel Road.1750 pieces of literature were distributed to residences and
250 pieces of literature were distributed to 18 businesses.

Key takeaways:
• Businesses were very willing to promote the public meeting which indicates that positive
community relationships are being built.
• Residents were oftentimes unaware of the LinkUS Northwest BRT Corridor which indicates
additional outreach efforts should be made to widen knowledge about the initiative.

ONLINE SURVEY
The Northwest Corridor website hosted a survey from July 27 to August 23, 2022. The goal was to
provide additional input opportunity for community members above and beyond the public meeting
dates. The survey was intended both as an educational tool as well as a mechanism for informing
technical design decisions.
Generally, responses were favorable toward the proposed Locally Preferred Alternative and the
proposed initial segment. Those who responded to the survey also indicated interest in many of the
stations along the route, with eight of the thirteen proposed stations receiving support from at least a
third of respondents.
The full results are below:
1) Which of the following best describes how you feel about this proposed route?
Somewhat
Oppose: 6%
Neutral: 6%

Somewhat
Support:
38%

Strongly
Support:
50%

2) If you have additional comments about the Locally Preferred Alternative, please include them
here:
• My only ask as a student of OSU is that the BRT line either directly pass through OSU or
in close proximity to OSU via High St so it's easily accessible for students coming from
OSU's main campus. I used to work in Portland OR and the MAX Light Rail system
there passes directly through PSU and has three stops. It tied PSU to the city around it
and I think it would be amazing for something similar to happen at OSU.
• The part of the corridor between Bethel and Henderson is concerning, as there isn't
much there to serve and the intersection of Olentangy River Road and Henderson does
get congested during both morning and evening rush.
• I like this plan, because it could drive Dublin money into Columbus.

•

•
•
•

"Please be sure to include the following in this LPA:
o 1. Added bike lanes and expanded sidewalks with safety features aimed at
preventing cars from hitting pedestrians. (Trees, bollards, additional curb height,
etc)
o 2. Shade trees to offset ""heat island"" effect from asphalt/concrete.
o 3. Reduce the number of exchange points directly merging with LPA designated
streets."
Ensure that a commuter/passenger rail is planned to Marysville and its employers.
Honda, Scott's, and Nestle are key/important employers in that area. Many commuters
would prefer the speed and safety of a train in the winter.
Columbus should be looking at light rail by 2030, not buses. Also the route should go
east (airport/easton area) not to Dublin.
Of all the routes proposed to date, this one stands out as providing BRT access to the
widest range of potential users, best use of existing ROW, and highest potential of equity
and inclusion.

3) Which of the following best describes how you feel about this initial segment?
Somewhat
Oppose: 6%
Somewhat
Support:
19%

Strongly
Support:
75%
4) If you have additional comments about the initial segment, please include them here:
•
•
•
•

The path of this segment is solid up until Henderson Rd. Either that intersection needs to
be expanded and improved to accommodate BRT, or the route should go up Henderson
and connect with Bethel at Kenny, Godown, or Reed Rd.
This segment doesn't appear to hit neighborhoods likely to use bus service.
Bethel is in serious need of transit investment- if at all possible the BRT segment should
continue along the bethel portion of the route. Thought should be given to getting
University District residents to this line through bus transfers and bike lanes.
Connects OSU to Downtown well

5) Of these stations, which do you see yourself using (select as many as apply)?

Percent of Respondents

70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

6) If you have additional comments about these stations, please include them here:
•

•
•
•

I feel like the stations at Union and University Village are a little too close together, and the
University Village station might be better if it was moved a little ways south near Ackerman
Rd so residents in the Old North could have better access to the BRT line. University
Village also currently has its own bus shuttle that takes the residents to OSU, so maybe
building a station where the UV bus shuttle meets OSU (I think near the agricultural part of
campus?) would be more beneficial than building a station at University Village. University
Village has a little growing hub of commercial businesses though so the idea definitely isn't
without merit.
I would probably not use any of these stations, as I am located close to 71.
It would be beneficial to have another stop near the OSU campus between UV and Woody.
Seems silly to park and pay for a bus ride from Grandview to Worthington when I can drive it
just as quickly if not faster.

7) Do you have any additional comments about the proposed Northwest Corridor BRT?
•
•
•

I think the plan for the NW corridor is great! I think that making access to and from OSU
should be a priority of the line and maybe warrant an additional station that reaches the
agricultural campus of OSU
This solution doesn't really seem to hit neighborhoods in need of public transportation. I
used to live in Upper Arlington, which receives fantastic service from the COTA lines - none
of those rich folks seemed to care about public transportation.
An LPA is a good idea but let's think bigger than that. Rapid transit in the NW corridor is
more effective than the "stroads" that are Sawmill and Bethel. Create a Dublin Park and

•
•
•
•

Ride. Use this as an opportunity to connect with Bethel Park and Ride concept. Lets put
both together.
Rezoning to allow greater residential and business density is critical to program success.
Parking lots, roads, and cars, do not pay taxes. Residents and and businesses do.
The proposed LPA looks great to me, and I would like to see a rapid-transit route between
this LPA and the Intel site in Licking County, and between the Intel site and other parts of
Licking County (e.g., Newark and Granville).
Please do not neglect bike lanes in your plans. As micromobility becomes more popular
(ebikes, scooters, one wheels, etc) bike lanes become more and more important.
Please reconsider for light rail so we can compete with other big cities. Rail from the airport
out to areas of town would be the best start.

