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This document contains the comments received on or after July 19, 2018.  Responses 
will not be provided.  See “July 9, 2018 Open House Comments” on website for 
comments received at the open house through July 18, 2018. 
 
We have had our cabin on Round Lake for almost 30 years. The narrower ‘cabin road’ with 
trees on both sides was one of the features we fell in love with. Yes, there are potholes, yes 
there are speeding trucks – we’ve put up with it all. I truly believe the “up north cabin feel” will 
vanish when you put curb and gutter in – plus invite more traffic off 371. 
 
Please just fill the potholes or so a resurfacing. Your proposed road plan is a very spendy 
project and someone has to pay for it. It will land on the Round Lake residents, ultimately.  
 
Thank you for the informative meeting – it really opened my eyes! 
 
 
Great meeting - … I would prefer 

1. Basic overlay of the blacktop – this would be least expensive and provide an adequate 
road.  

2. Modified curb & gutter – would work but overkill. Would create a much more dangerous 
road with more traffic. A lot more cost.  

I am very concerned about assessment to our property. Cost was not discussed in details, 
seems county may or may not pay for half. City will probably not pay so property owners will be 
stuck with the bill. I could see no good reason to do more than a basic overlay.  
 
 
Good presentation – thanks. Observations: 

1. Is CR 115 as constructed able to accommodate the improvements recommended? Or is 
this a case of attempting to make changes on a road constructed years ago? 

2. All improvements recommended can be made, however without strict speed limits the 
road may become more dangerous. It becomes a road inviting more speeding with more 
bikers and walkers. As a runner and biker, I would not put my trust in vehicles within a 
very few feet unless the vehicles followed speed limits.  

 
 
This road needs to be put on a faster track to get done! It is in terrible shape. I like the plan that 
was presented because it addresses the beauty of the road, safety issues, and somewhat the 
walkers and bikes. Save the money spent on patching and do it soon! 
 
 
Five – seven years is too long to wait for this project! The street right now is a complete mess! 
Semis and dump trucks cut through Ojibwa all the time – danger to people and destroys the 
road even more than it is already. Post a 5-ton limit immediately to keep them off the road. They 
have easy access to other roads to get to and from 371. 
 
 



My general comments are: 
1. The county board has been remiss in their duties to taxpayers by not maintaining the 

road and excluding the necessary repairs from the 5 year plan. But most importantly, for 
wasting years by not offering up viable, palatable solutions until now.  

2. The go-around, the project team should be commended for their outstanding work! The 
preliminary layouts reflect their diligent effort with “out-of-the-box” solutions that 
accommodate every homeowner (to the extent possible) in preserving the scenic 
character and beauty of their neighborhood.  

3. Time is of the essence – no more time and money should be wasted in getting the 
project funded by the county and city through local funding sources.  

4. Emotions are involved – you cannot please everyone. 
 
My opinion on priorities: 

1. We cannot wait 5 years or more! We need to expedite moving forward with the proposed 
plan. Unnecessary costs will be incurred for interim maintenance by waiting. And, who 
knows what potential new board members (in 5 years) will decide. We do not want to 
start over.  

2. Do not lose sight of the number one goal – to preserve the beauty and character of the 
area. The project team cannot be distracted by issues outside their control – for example 
speed! 

3. We need to put weight restriction on the road and monitor it for compliance. The road is 
used unnecessarily as a short-cut by non-residents and businesses. There are many 
large, commercial trucks using the road.  

4. We need to have a solution for adequate off road parking for holidays and events – even 
a permit system for these events may work.  

5. Work with the homeowners individually to iron out the details and finalize plans. This is 
especially important for areas of impact i.e. storm basins, tree impacts, driveway access, 
etc.  

 
 
First of all, I thank you for doing a good job on this issue. To me, the most logical way would be 
a curb & gutter in the south 1-2 miles where there are many buildings close to the road. A few 
will probably have to be grandfathered in as is. The other 3-4 miles could be rural type with wide 
ditches. In my case, it will cost me 3 or 4 trees but they are on the county right-of-way, anyway.  
Out of the fog of babble at the 9th meeting, I thought one point was good – some more radar 
checks by the sheriff and/or Nisswa police. My experience with 127 traffic is that speed is not a 
major problem on an improved road.  
 
 
Would like to see road with: 

1. 11 ft driving lanes 
2. 4 ft bike paths each side 
3. Curb and gutter each side 

Thank you so much for all your hard work on putting this upgrade together for everyone to see. 
Hopefully some upgrade will be agreed to and some construction on the road can begin.  
 
 
I would love to see curb and gutter go in 115, whatever would save the most trees. You guys 
have done a great job trying to please everyone, but I see its not working. Please make a 
decision; it’s a really bad road. Thanks for all your hard work. Curb on both sides! 



 
It is very disappointing that the county is determined to take a beautiful country road and turning 
it into a city road. You are found to encourage more usage then already has on it. Weight limits 
and policing would cost less money. We get conflicting info as regards to the financing of the 
road. We hear that the money is there – just bureaucratic mumble jumble.  
I hope it was reported that the constituents in this area would like you to expedite the time table 
as the road is in terrible shape. I fail to see why Crow Wing county has money to do Brainerd 
and Baxter roads that really are fine and supposedly no money for 115.  
 
 
Gentlemen  
 

1. Extend curb and gutter north from 7148 Ojibwa to 7374. This is maybe the only non 
storm damaged area left on the lake and ties in with your bullet point (maintain the 
character of the area). Huge pine stretch that leads into a very mature stand of maple. If 
we try and make a drainage ditch on the lake side it will cause great harm. Most of the 
lakeside is elevated and in some cases quite a bank. 

2. Try not to soften the curve on Lake Hubert Dr quite so much (create a corridor that 
discourages high vehicle speeds). 

3. Sunset village pond doesn't drain very well now. How do we fix it. 
4. The culverts coming out of sugar bush creek are really stable. No up and down over the 

years. There is a tendency to fix things that are not broken. Maybe just slip a new liner in 
there to get our width. 

5. Pick a few legacy trees to leave in the shoulder areas. If we left 20 trees that just popped 
out as we drove around the lake it might help slow things down. 

6. Load limits are not that bad an idea. It would keep the loggers and some of the semis on 
the big roads. 

7. Where will the water at 127 go? 
8. It is hard to see a comparison of what we have compared to what we may get, on the 

maps. Too many colored lines. In reading it seems we are trying to follow as close as we 
can to the old road. Is this correct. Does that include elevation changes? We didn't get 
any of that on the maps at the meeting. 

 
 
I live at XXXX Nashway Road. You currently have the road being moved towards my house to 
make room for a holding pond. The was due to “wetland” that you did not want to encroach 
upon. I can understand the error that was made because the culvert was hidden by vegetation. 
Below are pictures of a 10 to 12” culvert that runs under 115 to drain the South Side of the road. 
There is also a culvert under the driveway running parallel to 115 that connects to a drain and a 
connection to the culvert on the north side of the road. You will notice that ditching brings water 
to the culvert under the driveway and then runs through the culvert to create the water holding 
area. The north side of the road also drains down the hill and into this water holding area 
created decades ago.  
 
There is no need to move the road towards our properties as the area has always been used to 
hold runoff from 115. Your holding pond is the same usage.  
 
We have had several days of heavy rain. There is no standing water anywhere along Nashway 
until you get to Camp Lincoln Road. By creating a small ditch on South side and connecting to a 
culvert like in front of my place, water can easily be directed to low land on the north side of 115 



a few blocks off of 371. A small ditch on north side running from Camp Lincoln Road towards 
371 would solve the puddling at the intersection. 
 
 
Put road project on this 5-year plan. Safety, ongoing pollution to lakes, road and property 
degradation as well as rising construction costs all point to need to fix it now! Please.  
 
Immediately institute a 5-ton permanent road weight restriction to prevent damage.  
 
We have a revises workable road plan using a combination of techniques to preserve property 
and preserve beauty. Fix road in this 5-year plan.  
 
Ron made a great presentation Monday, thank you! 
 
 
Thank you for all the hard work and planning on improving 115. Pleased to see there is a plan 
for handling all the water on the road. I urge you to move the plan up to fix 115! It is long 
overdue. Get us on the next 5 year plan.  
 
Restrict weight on the road until it is fixed. Lots of heavy trucks and equipment using 115 as a 
cut through road. They are reducing the (edges) shoulders of asphalt to rubble.  
 
Very difficult for walkers, bikers, strollers, etc to use the road.  
 
 
I doubt that straightening this road, improving sightlines, and adding curbs will slow traffic down. 
I would be interested in knowing what factual information you have to base that assumption on. 
I’m convinced that if this goes ahead, we will be dealing with higher speeds and larger vehicles, 
and by then it will be too late to change it. Flashing signs, reduced load limits, and enforcement 
would help control the speed and large vehicles, but it’s been demonstrated for a long time that 
we don’t rate very high for enforcement. 
 
I’m not fond of the curb, but if it reduces the amount of clear cutting, I could reluctantly go along 
with it. I like the 22’ roadways, but I think the adjacent 4’ striped walkways on both sides of the 
road are excessive and not enforceable. I think it’s just a disguise to make the road wider. 
Motorists, especially big trucks, motorhomes, and vehicles with trailers aren’t going to observe 
those painted lines. The town we live in has many painted bike and pedestrian paths and I see 
vehicles passing and parking on those lanes daily, and we have considerable better 
enforcement than we see on Ojibwa and Nashway. Why can’t we have 22’ lanes, curb and 
reduced gutter as needed, and one 4-5’ walkway on the outside of the curb. It would definitely 
be a lot safer for pedestrians and reduce the amount of right of way needed. Mailboxes could go 
on the opposite side of the road.  
 
The existing roadway needs immediate repair, and just throwing some blacktop in the bad spots 
isn’t going to do it. Previous county meetings have indicated that the road wasn’t designed for 
the weight and traffic loads that are using it. Why can’t the road be immediately posted with 
reduced weight limits, except for local traffic, and substantial repairs made so it will be drivable 
for the next 5 years. There is nothing wrong with posting roads with reduced load limits to 
prevent damage – it’s done every spring! I get the feeling the county is letting that road fall 
apart, so we are forced into following their plan.  



 
 
My feelings about the road have not changed. I cannot support the road construction changes 
as they now stand. My family and I have enjoyed Round Lake for more than 40 years. The land 
here on the lakes is very precious to us and we have several concerns.  

1. I pay a large property tax every year and have not heard if that will change.  
2. Are possible assessments likely? 
3. We would like to see paved roads at a reasonable price (no extras). 
4. Round Lake has lost many trees and seen property damage from storms the last 3 

years. No one wants to have more trees taken down for a roadway or property taken 
from them.  

 
 
Please post signs to keep heavy trucks off the road unless they purchase a permit for 
construction use.  
 
Please make this road a priority now instead of 5+ years out.  
 
Good meeting. Run very well. Company seemed to really do a good job. Thank you. 
 
 
This is the worst road in the county. It should have been fixed 20 years ago. All you do is waste 
taxpayer money to patch over the same patches plus new ones every year. People walk on that 
road all summer, and they think they own the road. When it rains water sits there for days.  
 
 
I like the plan, seems well thought out. If there will be assessments, we need to be well informed 
on this.  
 
 
Please stop spending money on maintenance on a broken road, lets move forward and spend 
the money on repairing the road in a manner that will preserve the natural beauty of the road 
and surrounding area. Don’t make a city street out of this country road. Thanks.  
 
Also, we do not feel that County Road 115 can withstand 4-6 more years of just patching.  
 
 
I attended your presentation and wanted to thank you and your team for all their work. I am 
100% in support of the project and wish it were on the docket to proceed sooner. I speak only 
for myself but I would be willing to consider a levy to help sell and support the work. 
 
 
I have already called in and asked for you to give CR 115 priority. However, I have 2 
suggestions for you to consider: 

1. I support a weight limit on the road as suggested at the recent meeting. 
2. Please consider installing digital speed signs – they are very effective. 

 
 
We appreciate the study and work that has gone into this project. Due to the historic and tree-
lined beauty of the road, our first choice would be to resurface the 11 ft lanes and add the 4 ft 



shoulders as the total work, but otherwise prefer the curb and gutter since less loss of woods, 
trees, plantings, etc. would be required. We have just purchased the land (woods) across from 
our lot and our kids. So would prefer if road needs could be taken from that side and not our 
current yard. We also wondered about power poles going to the south side when exiting Maple 
Drive, but know it would require burying access under the road for current customers in the 
current area before it goes back to South Side east of us. Assessed cost to owners still has not 
really been answered and needs to be addressed. 
 
 
We vote for the road – refined alignment.  
Per the layouts, we are cut off. Its hard to see what our impact would be.  
Lower speed limit.  
Weight restriction. 
 
 
The following are my comments in regards to your presentation of July 9, 2018.  When a 
member of the CWC115 task force, early in the process, we eliminated a curb & gutter design, 
in part, due to the cost and the factors I have bullet pointed below: 
  

 The curb is a barrier curb.  This will prevent vehicles from driving over it and, in turn, 
prohibit vehicle parking in the ROW and parallel to the roadway on private property. This 
will result in vehicles being parked on the roadway (regardless of law) where better than 
half of their width will be in the driving lane.  This will be a safety hazard for motorists, 
bicyclists, and pedestrians who must circumvent the parked vehicle. 

  
 The curb & gutter will require storm sewer and retention ponds to accommodate the run-

off.   While, during the presentation, Ron Bray stated these retentions ponds would not 
have long standing water, I disagree with that conclusion for many of them.   I believe 
standing water will be common place, considering their required depth, and with that, an 
ideal breeding area for insects, particularly mosquitoes. 
  

 Even with curb & gutter, there will still be significant clearing of trees and vegetation, as 
depicted by the construction limits.  While I did not have the opportunity to inquire within 
the presentation, I’d speculate the construction limits depicted do not include the 
additional areas that will be required for the utility reconstruction. 
  

 Without a ditch an elevated roadbed, coupled with the clearing, the curb & gutter 
alignment will be problematic in the winter months.   Drifting across the roadway already 
occurs.  With even less wind buffer, this drifting will be exacerbated. 
  

 Curb & gutter is difficult to winter plow when deep snowfalls occur, obscuring it from the 
site of plow operators.  Striking the curb with a wing plow has the potential to damage 
the curb, but more significantly the plow truck.  The plow truck must maintain a minimum 
speed to discharge and spread the displaced snow well away from the edge of the 
roadway, to prevent a bank from being formed which would only compound the 
drifting.  This is difficult to do while still be cautious of striking the curb.   As such, not 
only is there an increased on-going maintenance expense for damaged/worn equipment, 
but the additional fuel/man hours in clearing the roadway of snow. 

 During the presentation, I questioned Ron Bray if the depicted construction limits would 
also be the limits of the right of way (ROW), to which he responded no.   He added the 



re-constructed roadway would have a 66’ ROW.   I commented this would be a 
significant property taking for the bulk of Ojibwa, which presently has a 50’ ROW for the 
most part.   Ron Bray added that was even less in areas. 
  

 This significant property taking will have a dire impact for many of the adjoining 
properties.   The bulk of the properties adjoining Round Lake and many adjoining North 
Long Lake were platted at the turn of the century, 100 years ago.  At that time, a person 
did not drive from the metro to the lake, as there was no highway, let alone any cars.   A 
trip to the lake consisted of a train ride to the Lake Hubert station and horse & buggy the 
balance of the way.   As chainsaws did not exist either, the last thing a person wanted 
was a 2000’ driveway that would, no doubt, have no shortage of deadfall and storm 
downed trees across it.  As such, the roadbed was placed close to Round, to minimize 
driveway lengths.  With the setbacks required today and these shallow depth parcels, 
any taking of property becomes a significant issue.  For example, being a good steward 
of the creation God has entrusted to us, we located our septic drainfield as far back from 
the waterfront as possible.   Our drainfield hugs the road setback requirement.   Any 
taking of property would result in our onsite septic system becoming non-compliant.   At 
a minimum, this could come at a substantial expense to re-locate.  Worst case, it may 
not be possible to re-locate the drainfield within ordinance and regulation 
requirements.  This could result in not only preventing improvements, as most require a 
septic compliance inspection, but make the property unmarketable as a sale also 
requires a septic compliance inspection.  The latter would easily inflate the project cost 
by tens of millions and substantially reduce the tax base. 

  
 Nearly all the parcels abutting CWC115 are within the “Shoreland Protection Zone” and, 

as such, subject to the impervious surface limitations set forth by county ordinance.  This 
limitation is defined as a percentage of the total area of the parcel.   Crow Wing County 
dramatically reduced this limitation from 30% to 15% at the last major re-write of the 
ordinance, approximately 10 years ago.   As set forth in the previous paragraph, nearly 
all of the Round Lake parcels and many of the North Long Lake parcels have shallow lot 
depths.   Moreover, the majority of the parcels only have lot widths of 100’ and many are 
as little as 75’ and even 50’.   The increased ROW width and the property takings for 
retention ponds will have a very dramatic, negative, impact on the impervious surface 
ratio of a majority of the adjoining parcels.   This will result in these parcels becoming 
non-conforming and as impervious surface ratio is a factor to obtain a building permit, 
will create issues where the impervious surface ratio must be reduced or mitigated by 
the falsely and ill conceived establishment of a vegetative buffer zone at the shoreline 
area.  The latter will dramatically reduce the parcel desirability and, with that, the market 
value.  Compensating property owners for these losses will easily exceeds tens of 
millions of dollars.  
  

 While the present design concept is a step in the right direction from that which County 
Engineer Tim Bray was previously unmovable, it is still a step backwards in safety for 
motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians.  The task force requested a speed study which 
indicated the average speed on the present roadway was between 42 and 46 
MPH.   Even with the changes offered by this design, which are not as extreme as those 
required by a state aide highway (SAH) design, the average speed on this design will 
readily exceed 50 mph, regardless of the 35mph limit.   The re-alignments the new 
roadway will incorporate, along with widening provided by the 4’ shoulders, will foster 
driver distractions, such as texting, operating car audio controls, etc.   While the barrier 
curb may have a “calming” effect on motorist speed, it will inhibit bicyclists, roller bladers, 



skate boarders, baby strollers and other wheeled devices from being able to readily 
leave the roadway to avoid a distracted motorist who has entered the shoulder.   The 
probability of survival of being struck at 50 mph is nil.   Think about it, your design has an 
11’ driving lane, which is a foot narrower than the standard 12’ lane.   You are placing 
pedestrians & bicyclist in a four foot shoulder, which is a foot narrower than a standard 
residential sidewalk, literally inches away from an inattentive motorist.   It is an inevitably 
that pedestrians will be struck and killed by a distracted driver.  You are designing for a 
tragedy.  Will you be able to sleep and live with yourself after this occurs?    
  

While I would agree curb & gutter has a “calming” effect on a motorist’s speed, no shoulders 
and limited clear zones not only more effectively “calm” motorists, it demands a motorist 
attention.  I would attribute this to the long standing near perfect safety record of 
CWC115.  Further, I believe this near perfect safety record of CWC115 could be enhanced with 
the elimination of the center line paint, as it gives drivers the perception of the roadway being a 
highway and the higher speeds that accompany them.  Contrary to the opinion of County 
Engineer Tim Bray and supported by the county’s own traffic counts, CWC115 is not a through 
highway, but rather a residential access road.  Let’s design for that purpose, not an ill founded 
perception. 
  
Within the comments section of the project web page, you posted the following question and 
what I believe was County Engineer Tim Bray’s response: 
  

Why can’t the roadway be overlaid and left as is? Why can’t the county rebuild the 
roadway as is? 
- A simple resurfacing project to improve the smoothness of the ride is a poor investment 
and only addresses a fraction of the challenges CR 115 faces. 
  
The above response is unfounded conjecture.  To the contrary, to expend what will 
easily exceed $10 million, with the property takings, and with that seriously degrade the 
safety of the roadway, is not only the “poor investment”, but poor stewardship of 
taxpayer dollars and reckless. 
  
- The roadbed is in poor condition and would lead to early deterioration of the roadway 
surface. When originally constructed the road bed was not designed to for the amount 
and size of the traffic it sees today. 
  
This claim is not only unfounded conjecture, but completely false.   If the roadbed (what 
is beneath the pavement) was in poor condition, the roadway surface would have 
serious dips and heaves and the pavement would be crumbling into small pieces as 
result of the roadbed beneath it continually shifting.   Additionally, the roadbed would 
have severe settling in the wheel paths and issues with the crown of the 
pavement.   While the roadway does display some isolated areas of crumbling pavement 
and settling in the wheel paths, these are very isolated and a fraction of a percentage of 
the entire roadway.   Moreover, these isolated issues are related to the age of the 
pavement, 33 years.   The simple fact that the roadway is in remarkable condition, for 
pavement that is 33 years old, speaks volumes to the integrity and stability of the 
roadbed. 
  
Again, considering the remarkable condition of the 33 year old pavement, it is a 
testimony to how well the road bed not only supports traffic volumes of today, but how 



well it supports the weight loads placed upon by today’s volume of truck traffic reported 
at the open house. 
  
- Among the challenges CR 115 faces are increased levels of pedestrian conflict, poor 
drainage and design deficiencies such as sharp curves and clear zone encroachments. 
  
Agreed, there are increased levels of pedestrian usage and poor drainage 
issues.   However, as clearly set forth in preceding paragraphs, the proposed re-
construction is not only a giant leap backwards in pedestrian safety, but will ultimately 
lead to pedestrian deaths.   While I would fully agree the present roadway is not ideal for 
pedestrian, bicycle, and other non-motorized vehicle usage; within the confines of what 
is reasonable considering the environment, it does serve this multifaceted usage the 
best. 
  
The drainage issues are isolated and again, only represent a fraction of a percentage of 
the entire roadway.   Re-constructing the entire roadway to correct these isolated 
drainage issues is not only poor stewardship, it is a reasonable assumption the re-
construction will likely create more issues than it solves, considering the complexity and 
scope thereof.  As the drainage issues are isolated, they would be better addressed by 
individual remedies tailored and limited in scope to each.   Additionally, location 
specific/isolated remedies would be far better stewardship of taxpayer dollars. 

  
The sharp curves (there is only one) and clear zone encroachments being termed a 
“deficiency” is matter of perspective.  When you are a resident whose home adjoins the 
roadway, you consider those “enhancements” as they calm drivers, demand their 
attention, and reduce their speed.   The near perfect safety record of the roadway 
speaks to the effectiveness of those “enhancements”. 
  
- A simple overlay would only serve to perpetuate these known challenges and create an 
avoidable liability for the County. 
  
As set forth in the preceding paragraphs, replacement of the roadway surface would 
perpetuate a proven roadbed and continue the safety record of the roadway.   The 
challenge is opening the ears of our elected officials who continue to ignore the wishes 
of the vast majority of the adjoining property owners. 
  
It has been clearly set forth that that implementing the re-construction would be a leap 
backwards in safety and therefore can be argued as negligence.  This is truly the 
avoidable liability, not continuing with a roadway that has a proven, near perfect, safety 
record. 

  
It is mutually agreeable by all concerned that there is no ideal design to address all the various 
issues, they are all a compromise.   Without a doubt, the compromise that serves the residents 
of Crow Wing County the best, with safety being paramount, is the simple replacement of the 
pavement of the existing roadway and isolated corrections to drainage issues.  
 
 
We appreciate all the hard work and efforts by everyone involved that went into the “proposed” 
County Road 115 improvement project. The reference materials, enormous display maps, and 
overall presentation was well planned and thorough. However, I believe the majority of those 
present were in agreement the suggested improvements are too ambitious and not what is 



desired by the landowners. Numerous people spoke in favor of repaving the road as done on 
Lake Hubert. When questioned, no one could answer why this wasn’t a consideration. Concerns 
were expressed regarding the number of speeders on the road. Huge trucks, campers and 
trailers go flying by constantly. Upgrading may only cause additional problems with speeders 
and traffic. It was felt curbs are not necessary and would cause additional problems for 
snowplows. Drainage improvements are needed on the south end of Ojibwa but not around the 
entire lake. We have owned out property for over 32 years and with exception of one county 
worker coming to fill a pothole, nothing has been done to repair the dilapidated road. Everyone 
there wanted the road to be a priority and repaved as soon as possible. Save the money and 
repave as done on Hubert. Stop wasting money. Thank you. 
 
 
Just a quick thank you for all of the fantastic road improvements we’ve had to County Road 115 
since our last meeting.  
These include pothole filling and 100-foot road patches and the best was today.... fresh yellow 
painted lines.... Wow!  
I assure you all, the neighbors up and down the road continue to shake their heads in disbelief 
& frustration.  
No one can demonstrate a road anywhere in this county in need of more immediate repair.  
Every time you do something to this road it picks another scab and everyone laughs at your 
trivial efforts and your ineffectiveness at governing or running our County in an effective 
businesslike manner.  
Again it’s time the five of you commissioners make a wise and cost-effective decision now to 
amend the five-year plan and fix this road. You have a plan in front of you that the vast majority 
of residents can live with, please execute the plan!  
This road if not fixed now will cost 50% more then your estimates by the time it finally gets 
approved. 
I can assure you many neighbors including myself are intending to go to the polls this year and 
vote for someone that will get something done.  
I would challenge each of you county commissioners to state your position right now on why this 
road is delayed five years again and if you don’t feel it needs to be done now show us roads 
that are worse.  
I would be more than happy to share each of your views with my neighbors and mailing list. 
We all look forward to voting in November.  
Thanks for your patience and tolerance with all of our frustration in the inefficiency of our own 
government. 


