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PUBLIC MEETING 
September 10, 2018 

OPTIONAL INFORMATION: 

NAME: 

EMAIL: 

I t 

PHONE: 

May we contact you if we 
have questions or would like 
additional information about 
your comrne1;1ts? 

YES NO 

How did you find out about 
tonight's meet�

.
}? 

.  

Section 1: Lewis & Clark Bridge to Prospect 

Thank you for attending the public meeting this evening. Please use this form 

to share your thoughts or ideas concerning Section 1 of the Ohio River Valley 

Northeast section of the Louisville Loop. 

My desire is to see the designer's preferred walk/ bike 
path built (I believe that was the blue line out of four 
choices) as noted on the map, but with two trail heads (not 
three): 

1) River Road across from the entrance to the walk / bike
path on the Lewis & Clark Bridge (where there is
currently a gravel lot being used for parking for the Lewis
& Clark Bridge path).

2) Louisville Water Company (near the intersection with
Timber Ridge Road).

With the design of those two trail heads as presented at the 
meeting on 9-10-18: 

Rather than a third trail head, build a spur that leads to the 
Ohio River for an overlook there. Perhaps that overlook 
could use as part of the design the land where there were 
formerly homes. This is the property that was noted by an 
attendee at the public meeting on 9-10-18 as now being 
owned by MSD. 

Please use the back of this sheet for additional comments. 

Please return complete forms to the welcome table before you leave. 
If additional time is needed, you can scan and email your forms to 
linkingtheloop@tswdesigngroup.com. You may also mail your 
completed forms to Taylor Siefker Williams Design Group, 10 S. New 
Jersey Street, Suite 220, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 



 
I'd like to express my gratitude for the open house for the ORVNE Phase 1: Lewis & Clark Bridge to 
Prospect. It was very informative. I would also like to thank you for taking the concerns of the residents 
of Transylvania Beach into consideration in the planning for this project. 
 
I have the following comments that I would like to add to the public record: 
 
(1) The entire path should be securely and attractively fenced on both sides for the safety of the users, 
security (for the Lewis and Clark Bridge, Louisville Water Company and local residents), and 
minimization of trespass issues. The example shown on slide five of the presentation looks very 
appropriate. 
 
(2) Alternative Route 1 (BLUE) is the best overall route providing a scenic route in a location furthest 
from flooding concerns and local residents. It should be fenced on both sides (see slide five of the 
presentation). 
 
(3) The path should be constructed in a manner that prevents parking on Mayfair Avenue, the 
Concourse Road, and Transylvania Beach Road. At a minimum there needs to be a fence or physical 
barrier between the path and the road.   
 
(4) I especially like that the proposed route provides access to the Lewis and Clark Bridge which offers a 
spectacular view of the Ohio River with minimal additional impact to local residents. 
 
(5) The use of MSD buyout properties as river access was mentioned by an attendee of the open house. 
It is important to note that these properties are primarily non contiguous and are interspersed with the 
homes on Transylvania Beach. The use of these properties in this manner would spoil the longstanding 
character of the area and pose an undue burden for the residents already experiencing frequent 
nuisance and trespass issues. 
 



I'm a resident of Transylvania Beach (33 years) and I wanted to kindly voice my preference for 
the trailhead and proposed trail in our neighborhood. 
 
1) Alternate route 1 (blue) minimizes risks of flood hazards to civilians using the trail and does 
not disturb residents of Transylvania Beach.  It is also the shaded route and has the best scenery. 
 
2) the path should be fenced and constructed in a manner to prevent trail parking along 
Concourse Rd and Transylvania Beach road 
 
3) the suggestion that MSD properties be used as public river access is very dangerous for 
users.  Currents in the immediate vicinity of the bridge are harsh, even in lower water 
levels.  Additionally the properties are between existing residential homes and the activity next 
door would cause concern for residents, especially at night. 
 
4) please recall we had a neighbor Steve Millet drown on the street in 2015.  He was simply 
walking near the houses when the water was thigh high in the grassy area adjacent east of 
Transylvania Beach.  This field is where water pools first in high water and would be Ill suited 
and a downright dangerous path.  2015 wasn't nearly as high and 2018 and I'd be devastated to 
hear a civilian drown on the trail if placed immediately across from the houses. 
 
Thank you for your continued assistance with this matter and please let me know how else I can 
assist. 
 
Regards, 
 



A trailhead located near the vicinity of Transylvania Ave., is a horrible option. Transylvania Ave. is a one 
lane road with no public shoulders. Congestion would require drivers to pull onto private property. 
Security would be difficult to provide due to the isolation. The other options off River Road make sense.  
 



I would like to add the following points as to why the trailhead option at the end of Transylvania avenue is 
not a viable option: 
 
1)  Transylvania Avenue is a single lane road. It was never designed to accommodate any kind of 
additional volume beyond the residents, let alone two way traffic ebbing and flowing from a 40 space 
parking lot.  Vehicles will be driving into yards and blocking driveways endlessly.  There is no room for 
expansion to accommodate such traffic. 
 
2)  The Transylvania location would be cost prohibitive.  A tunnel would need to be constructed to allow 
the cyclists to get onto the interstate bike path, which is on the opposite side from Transylvania Avenue. 
The other two options do not require such additional infrastructure as a tunnel and are more likely to 
blend into the natural landscape. 
 
3)  There are huge security concerns surrounding the Transylvania trail head option.  It would be much 
more problematic to maintain security than the other two proposed trail heads. The other two trail head 
options sit adjacent to River Road and are much more easily visible from River Road and have the 
advantage of a very high volume of regular traffic flow going by at all hours. The Transylvania trail head 
would not be visible to anyone other than someone who was there at the location.   
·        What would be the plan for security and consistent enforcement of trail head hours and appropriate 
parking?  What is their plan to ensure the safety of residents, trail head visitors and to keep the area 
clean? 
 
4)  A tunnel represents considerably greater risk as well as liability and becomes much more difficult to 
keep safe. Beyond security, upkeep and cleanliness, will be this additional issue, as well as, 
another burden placed upon the residents on Transylvania Ave and risks further reducing property 
values.  
·        The other two proposed trailheads are not located “within” a neighborhood like the Transylvania 
option - they are adjacent and, as noted previously, are much more visible AND accessed from River 
Road. 
 
We ask that you keep these points in mind and consider one or both of the other trail head options when 
linking the Louisville Loop and please leave Transylvania Avenue undisturbed. 
 
Sincerely, 
 



To Whom It May Concern, 
 
I live on Mason Blvd which requires the use of Transylvania for access. 
 
I am opposed to the proposed trailhead option on Transylvania for the following reasons: 
 
1. Transylvania is a one lane road. It can barely handle the current residential traffic. During the east end 
bridge construction there was a high volume of additional construction traffic and curious citizens on 
Transylvania. This led to lawn damage, garbage in the neighborhood, unauthorized use of private 
driveways, and the daily irritation of the road being blocked while attempting to get to work, school, 
home, etc. 
 
2. Security concerns. How will the proposed parking lot be policed? The Transylvania location is isolated 
far from River Rd. It will be a natural gathering spot for illicit activity. The other two proposed locations 
are easily seen from a busy road and therefore have natural deterrents to criminal behavior. Who will 
police the polluters? I live on a dead end road and I find empty protein gel packs in my yard. Those 
packets aren't from my dog walking neighbors. They are from bikers taking a break from blocking traffic 
on River Rd. 
 
3. It is my understanding, from the public meeting, that the Transylvania location will require a tunnel to 
access the bike path. Is this financially feasible compared to the other two locations?  
 
4. Why is a neighborhood location being proposed? The other two locations are not in the middle of 
peaceful quiet neighborhoods.  
 
5. Property value. This is one more assault on neighborhood property values. A bridge and the 265 
extension in my backyard have done enough damage to my property value. This proposed parking lot 
would be another negative impact on our neighborhood property values. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of my concerns. 
 
 



As residents of the Transylvania Avenue neighborhood, we would like to express our opposition to 
proposed Transylvania Avenue trailhead and express several concerns and thoughts/observations about 
the trailhead.  
First, a little context. It should come as no surprise to hear that the construction of the highway bridge 
was loud, disruptive and stressful for this neighborhood. It went on for years and was a colossal mess. 
Throughout the process there was very little concern expressed or demonstrated for residents and, 
numerous instances of comprehensive disregard of property.  Most grievances, if addressed at all, were 
dismissed and many commitments to make good went unfulfilled. It was heartbreaking and 
exceptionally frustrating for the residents on a number of levels.   
 
Time has passed but sensitivities and concerns have not receded. It’s still loud, remains stressful and 
property values have suffered.  Now, we are again being challenged with the additional indignity of a 
proposed trailhead at the end of Transylvania Avenue - which is also where a home on the National 
Register sits as well as a nesting pair of eagles.   
 
Please consider these points: 
·         Transylvania Avenue is a single lane road. It is neither engineered for nor wide enough to handle 
any kind of additional volume beyond the residents let alone two way traffic ebbing and flowing from a 
40 space parking lot.  Vehicles will no doubt be driving into yards and blocking driveways endlessly.  
There is also no question that there will be accidents because of it.  
·         The Transylvania location would be the most expensive of the three proposed trailheads as it 
seems to need a tunnel to achieve its purpose. The other two options are just parking lots and 
turnarounds. No additional infrastructure (i.e., a tunnel).   
·         A tunnel represents considerably greater risk as well as liability and becomes much more difficult 
to keep safe. Beyond security, upkeep and cleanliness will be another issue foisted upon the residents of 
Transylvania Ave and risk further reducing property values.  
·         By virtue of its remote location, a Transylvania trailhead is without a doubt the least secure of all 
the options.  It would be substantially more difficult to monitor than the other two proposed trail heads. 
The alternative trailheads sit adjacent to River Road and are much more easily visible from River Road 
and have the advantage of a very high volume of regular traffic flow going by at all hours. The 
Transylvania trailhead would not be visible to anyone other than someone who was there at the 
location.   
·         Who will be responsible for security and consistent enforcement of hours and appropriate 
parking?  What is their plan to ensure the safety of residents, trailhead visitors and keep the area clean? 
·         The other two proposed trailheads are not located “within” a neighborhood like the Transylvania 
option - they are adjacent and, as noted previously, are much more visible AND accessed from River 
Road.  
 
How will these issues and concerns about security, safety, liability, sanitation and property value be 
appropriately addressed and/or compensated?   
 
Our final question is about how much a neighborhood has to endure especially when there are other 
(more) viable options that represent less risk and less expense? 
 
Looking forward to hearing back.  
 
Thank you for your time.   
 


