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Members Present:

Tom Ferrell, Matt Rogers, Ray Thom, Jerry Baumgardner, Dawn Faldowski, Julie Cichello, Don Ritzenthaler

Public Present:

Tim Lloyd, Gary Lickfelt

The August 17, 2005 meeting of the Erie County Access Management Committee was called to order by Mr. Matt Rogers, Chair at 8:05 a.m.

Mr. Rogers asked for a motion to approve the minutes noting one change, the June 15th meeting to be changed to July 15th.

A motion was made by Mr. Lamb to accept the amended July 15, 2005 Minutes, and seconded by Mr. Baumgardner.  All members voted in the affirmative, motion passed.

Mr. Rogers reviewed changes in Section 300 and 400 up to Section 406.  After brief discussion, motion was made by Mr. Ferrell to accept the revisions as presented.  Seconded by Mr. Baumgardner.  All members voted in the affirmative, motion passed.

Mr. Rogers proceeded to Section 409 to allow latecomers a chance to comment on Section 407 and 408.  Mr. Baumgardner questioned if there were locations where guardrail exceeded 150 feet in length.  Mr. Rogers responded that in most cases guardrail is about 125’, but at some locations guardrail exceeds 150’.  Variances could be used if a property line was, for example, 75 feet away, but access cannot be denied.

Mr. Baumgardner was concerned about short driveway radii at commercial drives, for example Lowe’s and Wal-Mart, where delivery trucks drove over the back of curbs.  Mr. Rogers went over Chart 410-1, citing the importance of criteria for commercial and industrial drive radii.

Mr. Ritzenthaler expressed concern over islands and their maintenance within rights-of way, citing Turfside Estates as an example of an unmaintained island, which had to be removed.  Mr. Thom stated that a painted island would work just as well and that if a curbed island was necessary, the Township/County should be responsible for maintenance.  Mr. Rogers stated that islands for private drives would be maintained by the property owner, just as the property owner maintains the driveway itself.  If the island is placed as part of a dedicated roadway, then its maintenance would fall under the subdivision regulations.  There was some further discussion on these points.  Figures 410-2 thru 410-5 was referenced to be included for proper design and maintenance was referenced in Section 410.5.2.9.

In Section 410.5.2.5, eliminate the word “horizontal.”

In Section 410.7.2, eliminate the last sentence, which refers to mitered conduit ends for drive culverts.

Mr. Baumgardner questions the wording of 410.9.1.  Mr. Rogers explained that the language was not restrictive, as the ODOT specification covers numerous different materials, but provided a good technical reference for standard materials to be allowed.

410.9.3.1 – Mr. Thom wondered why the regulations did not allow concrete in the R/W, and stated that stopping concrete 4 feet from the edge of pavement would work just as well, and anything more restrictive would hurt the concrete industry, i.e. stopping concrete at the R/W line would cause concrete to not be used as the driveway material; asphalt would be used entirely.  Mr. Rogers and Mr. Lloyd stated that this has not been allowed previously to provide for easier and more cost effective roadside maintenance.

After discussion, not allowing concrete within 8-10 feet of the edge of pavement was suggested for consideration.  Mr. Lloyd said he would see what the Erie County Highway Superintendent thought of the matter. 

410.9.3.2 – Mr. Baumgardner asked why crushed aggregate was not allowed as driveway material on curb streets.  Mr. Lloyd explained that this prevents stone from being washed into the storm sewer system.  Following discussion, the text will remain same.

The review of 409-410 being completed, the Committee returned the Sections 407 and 408 for review.

407.2.3 – Mr. Baumgardner questioned who would be responsible for controlling the speed and placing signs and how would accidents be handled?  Mr. Rogers explained the 15 mph was a design parameter; the signs would be the responsibility of the developer and accidents and enforcement would be handled like any parking lot incident on private property.

407.3.4 – Mr. Rogers suggested eliminating #2 since it could be listed as a condition on the original driveway permit.  Mr. Ritzenthaler said it should remain; it was agreed to leave #2 as is.

407.2.6 – This regulation is for new site developments.  Existing adjacent owners could not be forced to comply.  However, if the adjacent owner needs a new permit for whatever reason, then the existing adjacent property would be required to come into compliance with the regulation.

407.3.2 – Mr. Baumgardner questioned how this would work.  Mr. Rogers explained that if a proposed drive(s) cannot meet the spacing requirements, the driveway permit they are issued would be considered temporary.  When adjacent property develops the temporary drive could be relocated to be a shared access drive with the adjacent property.  Mr. Ferrell recommended it should at this time be spelled out between the property owners how maintenance, snow plowing, etc. of the shared access drive be handled.

408.2.3, 408.3 inclusive – Mr. Rogers suggested we eliminate these sections and allow Chart 405-1 (Access Connection Standards) govern.  Mr. Rogers used as an example of 3 lots under common ownership would be treated as 1 lot for access.  Mr. Baumgardner asked if that meant only 1 drive?  Mr. Rogers explained that if a study showed more than one was warranted and they met the spacing requirements, more than 1 would be allowed.

Mr. Ritzenthaler recommended that we should repeat the charts here.  After discussion it was decided to reference the charts and not repeat the same for the sake of brevity.

Mr. Rogers outlined the itinerary for future meetings:


September – All of Section 500 & Appendix


October – Flow Charts, Permits, etc.


November – Review of Final Documents


December – Meet, if necessary.

Mr. Ritzenthaler moved and Mr. Thom seconded to adjourn the meeting.  All members voted in the affirmative.  Motion passed.

Next meeting will be Wednesday, September 21 at 8:00 a.m. at the Services Center Basement Kitchen.

Respectfully submitted,

Tim A. Lloyd, P.E., for Eric Dodrill

